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Vol.  15  to  35,  1  Gbo.  III.  to  40 
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(Sixteenth  Parliambnt.) 
Vol.123    —  . .  15  Vict,  (b)  1852 

—  124tol29..16   —    1853 

—  130,,  135..  17   —    1854 

—  136,,  139..  18   —    1856 

—  140  „  143..  19   —    1856 

—  144  —  ..20   —(a)  1867 

(Sbvbntbbnth  Parliament) 

—  145  to  147..  20      —  (b)  1857 

—  148,,  161..  21      —        1868 

—  162,,  163..  22     —(a)  1869 

(ElOHTBBNTH  PARLIAMENT.) 

—  154tol55..22  —(b)  1869 

—  166  ,,160.. 23  —  186C 

—  161  ,,164.. 24  —  1861 

—  166,,  168..  26  —  1862 

—  169,,  172. .26  —  1863 

—  173,,  176..  27  —  1864 

—  177  ,,180..  28  —  1866 

(Nineteenth  Parliament.) 

—  181tol84..29      —        1866 

—  185  ,,189.. 30      —        1867 

—  190  ,,193.. 31      —        1867/8 

(Twentieth  Parliament.) 


194tol98..32 
199,,  203.. 33 
204„2i>8..34 
209,,  213.. 36 
214  .,217..  36 


1868/t 

1870 

1871 

1872 

1873 


(Twenty-first  Parliament.) 


218to221..37 
222  „  226 . . 38 
227,,  231.. 39 
232  ,,236..  40 
237  ,,242. .41 
243  ,,249.. 42 
260     261. .43 


—  1874 

—  1875 

—  1876 

—  1877 

—  1878 

—  1878/9 

—  (a)  1880 


(Twenty- SECOND  Parliament.) 

—  252to256 .  .43  —  (b)  1880 

—  257  ,,265. .44  —    1881 

—  266  ,,273..  45  —(a)  1882 

—  274  ,,275..  45  —(b)  1882 

—  276  ,,283..  46  —    1883 

—  284  ,,292..  47  —    1884 

—  293,,  301..  48  —    1884/5 

(Twenty-third  Parliament.) 

—  302  to  307..  49      —(a)  1886 

t 

(Twenty- fourth  Parliament.) 

—  308  &  309.. 49   —(b)  1886 

—  310  to  321..  50   —    1887 

—  322  to  332..  61   —    1888 

—  333  to  340.. 52  —   1889 


ERRATA. 

Feb,  21.  Earl  of  Belmobe,  on  page  850,  line  17,  alter  Landlords'  to  Landowners'; 
page  854,  line  31,  alter  a  new  court  to  such  a  fund. 

Man*.  4.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  on  ps^e  1807,  at  end  of  line  11,  insert  not ;  page  1811, 
lines  24  to  32,  "Let  us  think,"  dovoii  to  the  tvords  "in  years  to  come,"  should 
be  marked  as  a  quotation  from  Mr.  Bright. 


THE   MINISTRY 

Of  the  Most  Noble  thb  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY,  K.©., 
At   the    Opening   of  the    Session  on    the    11th    February,    1890. 


THE  CABINET. 
^"S^S^lSffl^"^  Secretary  of  State  for  J  ^^  ^^^  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  K.Q. 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury    .  Right  Hon.  WiLLiAik  Henry  Smith. 

Lord  Chancellor  of  Engluid  Right  Hon.  Lord  Halsbuby. 

Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  .  Right  Hon.  Lord  Ashbourne. 

Lord  President  of  the  Council    .  .     Right  Hon.  Viscount  Cranbrook,  G.C.S.T. 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  .  Right  Hon.  Gborob  Joachim  Goschen. 

Lord  Privy  Seel         .        .  .  .    Right  Hon.  Earl  Cadooan. 

Secretary  of  State,  Home  Department    .        Right  Hon.  Henry  Matthews. 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies   .  .     Right  Hon.  Lord  Knutsford,  G.C.M.G. 

Secretary  of  State  for  War  Right  Hon.  Edward  Stanhope. 

Secretary  of  State  for  India   .   .  .     Right  Hon   Viscount  Cross,  G.C.B. 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant .         Right  Hon.  Arthur  James  Balfour. 

First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Right  Hon.  Lord  George  Francis  Hamilton. 

Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  .     Right  Hon.  Duke  of  Rutland,  G.C.B. 

President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  .     Right  Hon.  Henry  Chaplin. 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  Right  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hicks  Beach,  Bart. 

President  of  the  Locid  Government  Board    Right  Hon.  Chartks  Thomson  Ritchie. 

NOT  IN  THE  CABINET. 

Field  Marshal  Commanding  in  Chief         .    H.R.H.  the  Duke  of  Cambridoe,  K.G. 

^^ ^Sn"'*^^ Committeeof  Counca|  ^j^j^^  g^^  gj^  ^^^^^^^  jj^^  p^^^^  3^^ 

Secretary  for  Scotland  and  Vice  President^  T>;„vi  Tr„„  •iiro~...«o.  ««  t^..^..^  w  t 
of  the  Scotch  Education  Department .    /  ^'8"  ^°°-  Ma«l"e»  <>*  Lothian,  K.T. 

^ldS^°°*"  "*  ^°*''  "^^  ^"''"!}  ^«^*^  Hon.  DAyn.  Eobebt  Pluihckt. 

^Hon.  Sidney  Herbert. 
Lords  of  the  Treasury  .  <  Colonel  Sir  William  Hood  Walrond,  Bart. 

(sir  Herbert  Eustace  Maxwell,  Bart. 

fVice  Admiral  Sir  R.  V.  Hamilton,  K.C.B.,  Vice 
T.^»4.  .a*\.^  A^^:^u„  J     Admiral  J.  O.  Hopkins,  Captain  F.  G.  D.  Bed- 

Lords  of  the  Admiralty      .        .        ,        ,j     ^ord,   C.B.,  Vice  Admiral   H.  Fairfax,  C.B. 

(^     Ellis  Ashmead-Bartlett,  Esq. 
Joint  ftK^^e.  to  the  Treasnry.        .     {^^'^^^^^^^A,. 

Secretary  to  the  Admiralty        .        .  Arthur  Bower  Forwood,  Esq. 

Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade     .  Lord  Balfour  of  Burlby. 

Secretary  to  the  Local  G^yvemment  Board  Walter  H.  Long,  Esq. 

Under  Secretary,  Home  Department      .  Charles  Beilby  Stuart  Wortley,  Esq. 

Under  Secretary,  Foreign  Department      .  Right  Hon.  Sir  James  Ferousson,  Bart.,  G.C.S.I. 

Under  Secretary  for  Colonies .        .  Right  Hon.  Baron  Henry  de  Worms. 

Under  Secretary  for  War  ....  Right  Hon.  Earl  Brownlow. 

Under  Secretary  for  India      .        .  Right  Hon.  Sir  John  Eldon  Gorst,  Q.C. 

Paymaster  General Earl  of  Jersey. 

Postmaster  General         ....  Right  Hon.  Henry  Cecil  Raises. 

Rnancial  Secretary  to  the  War  Department  Hon.  W.  St.  John  Brodrick. 

Judge  Advocate  General  Right  Hon.  Sir  William  Thacileray  Marriott,  Kt. 

Attorney  Gtoeral Sir  Richard  Everard  Webster,  Q.O. 

Solicitor  General Sir  Edward  George  Clarke,  Q.C. 

SCOTLAND. 

Lord  Advocate RightHon.  James  Patrick  Bannerman  Robbrtsom 

Solicitor  Gtoeral     .        .        .        .        .r        Mom  T.  Stormonth  Darlino,  Esq. 

IRELAND. 

Lord  Lieutenant Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Zetland  . 

Lord  Chancellor      .        .  .        .        Right  Hon.  Lord  Ashbourne. 

Attorney  General Right  Hon.  Dodgson  Hamilton  Madden. 

Solicitor  General J.  Atkinson,  Esq. 

QUEEN'S  HOUSEHOLD. 

^  Lord  Steward Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Moukt-Edocumbb. 

Lord  Chamberlain Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Lathom. 

Master  of  the  Horse       ....  His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Portland. 

Treasurer  of  the  Household  .  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Radnor. 

Oomptroller  of  the  Household  Right  Hon.  Lord  Arthur  Hn.L 

Vioe  Chamberlain  of  the  Household  .  Right  Hon.  Viscount  LEWI8HA^^ 

i      Captain  of  the  Corps  of  Gentlemen  at  Arms  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Rossl\n. 

4    Oaptain  of  the  Teomen  of  the  Guard         .  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Limerick. 

^  Master  of  the  Buckhounds  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  CovENTEk'. 

^  COdef  Eqnenry  and  Clerk  Marshal  .  Colonel  Sir  G.  A.  Maude,  E.C.B. 

mstreas  of  the  Bobes     ....  Her  Grace  the  Duchess  of  Bucolsuoh. 

VOL.  CCOXLI.      [thibd.  sbeibs.J  \^h'\ 


ROLL    or    THE 


LORDS   SPIRITUAL   AND   TEMPORAL 


IN 


The  Fifth  Session  of  the  Twektt-Pourth  Faruahent 


OF 


THE    UNITED    KINGDOM    OF    GEEAT    BRITAIN    AND 

IRELAND. 


53     VICTORIA,   1890. 


Mem. — According  to  the  Usage  of  Parliament,  when  the  Souse  appoints  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, the  Lords  appointed  to  serve  upon  it  are  named  in  the  Order  of  their  Rank, 
beginning  with  the  Highest ;  and  so,  when  the  House  sends  a  Committee  to  a  Confer- 
efice  With  the  Commons,  the  Lord  highest  in  Rank  is  called  first,  and  the  rest  go 
forth  in  like  Order:  But  when  the  Whole  House  is  called  over  for  any  Purpose 
within  the  House,  or  for  the  Purpose  of  proceeding  forth  to  Westminster  Hall,  or  upon 
any  public  Solemnity,  the  Call  begins  invariably  with  the  Junior  Baron. 


His  Eoyal  Highness  The  Fbinoe  of 
Wales. 

His  Royal  Highness  Alfred  Eenest 
Aldert  Duke  of  Edinbubgh. 

His  Royal  Highness  Abthtjb  Willluc 
Patrick  Albert  Duke  of  Oonnaxtght 

AND  StRATHEARN. 

His  Royal  Highness  Leopold  Charles 
Edward  Oeorge  Albert  Duke  of 
Albany. 

His  Royal  Highness  George  Wiluam 
Frederick  Charles  Duke  of  Cam- 

BBIDGB. 


Edward  White  Archbishop  of  Caitter- 

BXTRT. 

Hardinge    Stanley   Lord   Halsbury, 
Lord  High  Chancellor, 

William  Archbishop  of  York. 

Gathorne   Viscount  Cranbrook,    Lord 
President  of  the  Counetl, 

George  Henry  Earl    Cadogan,    Lord 
Privy  Seal, 

Henry  Duke  of  Norfolk,  JSarl  Murshcd 
of  England. 

Archibald  Henry  Algernon  Duke  of 
Somerset. 

r  *2  ] 


ROLL  OF  THE  LORDS 


Ohables  Henry   Duke  of  Riohmont. 

Augustus  Charles  Lennox  Duke  of 
Grafton. 

Henry  Charles  Fitzroy  Duke  of  Beau- 
fort. 

WiLLL/LM  Amelius  Aubrey  de  Vere 
Duke  of  Saint  Albans. 

George  (Jodolphin  Duke  of  Leeds. 

Francis   Charles   Hastings    Duke  of 

Bedford. 
William  Duke  of  Devonshire. 

George  Charles  Duke  of  Marlborough. 

John  James  Robert  Duke  of  Rutland. 

William  Alexander  Louis  Stephen 
Duke  of  Brandon.  (Duke  of  Hamilton. ) 

William  John  Arthur  Charles  James 
Duke  of  Portland. 

William  Drogo  Duke  of  Manchester. 

Henry  Pelham  Archibald  Douglas 
Duke  of  Newcastle. 

Algernon  George  Duke  of  North- 
umberland. 

His  Royal  Highness  Ernest  Augustus 
William  Adolphus  George  Frederick 
Duke  of  Cumberland  and  Teviotdale. 

Henry  Duke  of  Wellington. 

George  Granville  William  Duke  oi 
Sutherland. 

Harry  George  Duke  of  Cleveland. 

Hugh  Lupus  Duke  of  Westminster. 

Alexander  William  George  Duke  of 
Fife. 

Augustus  John  Henry  Beaumont  Mar- 
quess of  Winchester. 

Henry  Charles  Keith  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne. 

John     Villters      Stuart      Marquess 

TOWNSHEND. 

Robert  Arthur  Talbot  Marquess  of 
Salisbury. 

John  Alexander  Marquess  of  Bath. 

James  Marquess  of  Abercorn.  (Buke 
of  Ahereorn,) 

Hugh  de  Grey  Marquess  of  Hertford. 

John  Patrick  Marquess  of  Bute. 

William  Alleyne  Marquess  of  Exeter. 

William  Marquess  of  Northampton. 

John  Charles  Marquess  Camden. 

Henry  Marquess  of  Anglesey. 

Gborge  Henry  Hugh  Marquess  of 
Cholmondeley. 

George  William  Thomas  Marquess  of 

AlLESBURY, 


Frederick  William  John  Marquess  of 
Bristol. 

Archibald  Marquess  of  Ailsa. 

George  Augustus  Constantine  Mar- 
quess of  NORMANBY. 

George    Frederick  Samuel  Marquess 

of  RiPON. 

William  Marquess  of  Abergavenny. 
Gavin  Marquess  of  Breadalbane. 
Frederick  Temple  Marquess  of  Duf- 

FERTN  AND  AvA. 

William  Henry  Earl  of  Mount  Edo- 
CUMBE,  Lord  Steward  of  the  Household, 

Edward  Earl  of  Lathom,  Lord  Chamber' 
lain  of  the  Household. 

Charles  Henry  John  Earl  of  Shrews- 
bury. 

Edward  Henry  Earl  of  Derby. 

Warner  Francis  John  Plantagenet 
Earl  of  Huntingdon. 

George  Robert  Charles  Earl  of  Pem- 
broke AND  Montgomery. 

Edward  Baldwin  Earl  of  Devon. 

Henry  Charles  Earl  of  Suffolk  and 
Berkshire. 

Rudolph  William  Basil  Earl  of  Den- 
bigh. 

Francis  William  Henry  Earl  of  West- 
morland. 

Montague  Earl  of  Lindsey. 

Harry  Earl  of  Stamford. 

Murray  Edward  Gordon  Earl  of  Win- 

CHILSEA  AND  NOTTINGHAM. 

Edwyn  Francis  Earl  of  Chesterfield. 

Edward  George  Henry  Earl  of  Sand- 
wich. 

Arthur  Algernon  Earl  of  Essex. 

George  James  Earl  of  Carlisle. 

William  Henry  Walter  Earl  of  Don- 
caster.  (Duke  of  Buccleuch  and  Queens- 
lerry.) 

Anthony  Earl  of  Shaftesbury. 

Earl  of  Berkeley. 

Montagu  Arthur  Earl  of  Abingdon. 

Aldred  Frederick  George  Beresford 
Earl  of  Scarbrough. 

George  Thomas  Earl  of  Albemarle. 

George  William  Earl  of  Coventry. 

Victor  Albert  George  Earl  of  Jersey. 

William  Henry  Earl  Poulett. 

John  Francis  Erskine  Earl  of  Mar. 
(Elected  for  Scotland.) 


SPIEITUAL  AND  TEMPOttAL. 

Sholto  George  Watson  Earl  of  Mor- 
ton.    {Elected  for  Scotland,) 

Claude  Earl  of  Strathmore  and  King 
HORN.     {Elected  for  Scotland,) 

George  Earl  of  Haddington.  {Elected 
for  Scotland,) 

Frederick  Henry  Earl  of  Lauderdale 
{Elected  for  Scotland.) 

John  Trotter  Earl  of  Lindsay.  {Elected 
for  Scotland.) 

David  Stanley  William  Earl  of  Airlie 
{Elected  for  Scotland.) 

George  John  Earl  of  Northesk.  {Elected 
for  Scotland.) 

Douglas  Maokinnon  Baillie  Hamilton 
Earl  of  Dundonald.  {Elected  for 
Scotland.) 

Sewallis  Edward  Earl  Ferrers. 

William  Walter  Earl  of  Dartmouth. 

Charles  Earl  of  Tankbrville. 

Charles  Wightwick  Earl  of  Aylesford. 

Francis  Thomas  De  Grey  Earl  Cowper. 

Arthur  Philip  Earl  Stanhope. 

Thomas  Augustus  Wolstenholme  Earl 
of  Macclesfield. 

Douglas  Beresford  Malise  Ronald 
Earl  Graham.     {Buke  of  Montrose.) 

William  Frederick  Earl  Waldegrave. 

Bertram  Earl  of  Ashburnham.- 

Charles  Augustus  Earl  of  Harrington. 

Isaac  Newton  Earl  of  Portsmouth. 

George  Guy  Earl  Brooke  and  Earl  of 
Warwick. 

Sidney  Carr  Earl  of  Buckinghamshire. 

William  Thomas  Spencer  Earl  Frrz- 

WILLIAM. 

Frederick  George  Earl  of  Guilford. 

Charles  Philip  Earl  of  Hardwicke. 

Henry  Edward  Earl  of  Ilchester. 

Reginald  Windsor  Earl  De  La  Warr. 

William  Earl  of  Radnor. 

John  Poyntz  Earl  Spencer, 

Allen  Alexander  Earl  Bathurst. 

Arthur  Wills  John  Wellington 
Blundell  Trumbull  Earl  of  Hills- 
borough.    {Marquess  of  Bownshire.) 

Edward  Hyde  Earl  of  Clarendon. 


WiLUAK  David  Earl  of  Mansfield. 


John  James  Hugh  Henry  Earl  Strange. 
{Buke  of  Athole.) 

William  Henry  Earl  of  Mount  Edg- 
CUMBE.  {In  another  Place  as  Lord 
Steward  of  the  Household.) 

Hugh  Earl  Fortescue. 

Henry  Howard  Molyneux  Earl  of 
Carnarvon. 

George  Henry  Earl  Cadogan.  {In 
another  Place  as  Lord  Privy  Seal.) 

Edward  James  Earl  of  Malmbsbury. 

John  Vansittart  Danvers  Earl  of 
Lanesborough.     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Edward  Nugent  Earl  of  Milltown. 
{Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Henry  Ernest  Newcomen  Earl  of 
Kingston  {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Hugh  Earl  Annesley.  {Elected  for 
Ireland.) 

Cecil  Ralph  Earl  of  Wicklow.  {Elected 
for  Ireland.)' 

John  Henry  Reginald  Earl  of  Clon- 
MELL.     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Somerset  Richard  Earl  of  Belmore. 
{Elected  for  Ireland.) 

James  Francis  Earl  of  Bandon.  {Elected 
for  Ireland.) 

James  Earl  of  Caledon.  {Elected  for 
Ireland.) 

Francis  Robert  Earl  of  Rosslyn. 

William     George     Robert    Earl    of 

Craven. 
William  Hillier  Earl  of  Onslow. 
Charles  Earl  of  Romney. 
Walter  John  Earl  of  Chichester. 
Seymour  John  Grey  Earl  of  Wilton. 
Edward  James  Earl  of  Powis. 
Horatio  Earl  Nelson. 

Lawrence  Earl  of  Rosse.     {Elected  for 

Ireland.) 
Sydney  William  Herbert  Earl  Man- 

VERS. 

Horatio  Earl  of  Orford. 

Henry  Earl  Grey. 

Hugh  Cecil  Earl  of  Lonsdale. 

Dudley  Francis  Stuart  Earl  ol  Har- 

ROWBY. 

Henry  Thynne  Earl  oi  Harewood. 
William  Hugh  Earl  of  Minto. 
Alan  Frederick  Earl  Cathcart. 


James  Walter  Earl  of  Yerulam, 


EOIiL  OF  THE  LORDS 


Adelbert  Wellington  Beownlow  Earl 
Beownlow. 

Hbnbt  Cornwallis  Earl  of  St.  Geb- 

MANS. 

Albert  Edmund  Earl  of  Morley. 

Orlando  George  Charles  Earl  of  Brad- 
ford. 

Frederick  Earl  Beauchamp. 

John  Earl  of  Eldon. 

Richard  William  Penn  Earl  Howe. 

George  Edward  John  Mowbray  Earl 
of  Stradbroke. 

Francis   Charles  Earl  of  Kilmorby. 
{Elected  for  Ireland,) 

Charles  Stewart  Fjarl  Vane.  {Marquess 
of  Londonderry,) 

William  Archer  Earl  Amherst. 

John  Frederick  Vaughan  Earl  Cawdor. 

William  George  Earl  of  Mxjnster. 

Robert  Adam  Philips  Haldane  Earl  of 
Camperdown. 

Thomas  George  Earl  of  Lichfield. 

John  George  Earl  of  Durham. 

Granville  George  Earl  Granville. 

Henry  Earl  of  Effingham. 

Henry  John  Earl  of  Ducie. 

Charles  Alfred  Worsley  Earl  of  Yar- 

BOROUGH. 

James  Henry  Robert  Earl  Innes.  ( Duke 
of  Roxhurghe.) 

Thomas  William  Earl  of  Leicester. 

William  Earl  of  Lovelace. 

Lawrence  Earl  of  Zetland. 

Charles    Willdlm    Francis    Earl    of 
Gainsborough. 

Francis    Charles  Granville  Earl  of 
Ellesmere. 

George  Henry  Charles  Earl  of  Straf- 
ford. 

Kenblm  Charles  Edward  Earl  of  Cot- 
tenham. 

William  Henry  Earl  Cowley. 

Archibald  Wiluam  Earl  of  Winton. 
{Earl  of  Eglintoun,) 

William  Humble  Earl  of  Dudley. 

John  Francis  Stanley  Earl  Russell. 

Francis  Earl  of  Cromabtis. 

John  Earl  of  Kimberley. 

RroHARD  Earl  of  Dartrey. 

William  Ernest  Earl  of  Fevirsham. 

John  Robert  Earl  Sydney. 

Hbkry  Georgih  Earl  of  Ratinsworth. 


Edward  Montagu  Stuart  Granville 
Earl  of  Whaencliffe. 

Thomas  George  Earl  of  Northbrook. 

Earl  Cairns. 

Edward  Robert  Lytton  Earl  of  Lytion. 

Edward  Earl  of  Lathom.  {In  another 
Place  as  Lord  Chamberlain  of  the  House- 
hold.) 

George  Watson  Earl  Sondes. 
RouNDELL  Earl  of  Selborne. 
Walter  Stafford  Earl  of  Iddesleigu. 
CoRNWALLis  Earl  de  Montalt. 
William    Henry    Forester    Earl    of 

LONDESBOROUGH. 

Robert  Viscount  Hereford. 

James  David  Viscount  Strathallan. 
{Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Henry  Viscount  Bolingbroke  and  St. 
John. 

Evelyn  Edward  Thomas  Viscount  Fal- 
mouth. 

George  Master  Viscount  Torrington. 

Gerald  Viscount  Lsinsteu.  {Duke  of 
Leinster.) 

Francis  Wheler  Viscount  Hood. 

Mervyn  Edward  Viscount  Powerscourt. 
{Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Henry  William  Crosbie  Viscount  Ban- 
gor.    {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

CoRNWALLisViscountHAWARDEN.  {Elec- 
ted for  Ireland.)  {In  another  Place  as 
Earl  de  Montalt.) 

Carnegie  Parker  Viscount  St.  Vincent. 
Henry  Viscount  Melville. 
William  Wells  Viscount  Sidmouth. 

John  Campbell  Viscount  Gordon.  {Ei^rl 
of  Aberdeen.) 

Edward    Fleetwood    John    Viscount 

EXMOUTH. 

John  Luke  George  Viscount  Hutchin- 
son.    {Earl  of  Donouffhtnore.) 

Richard  Somerset  Viscount  Clancarty. 
{Earl  of  Clancarty.) 

Wellington  Henry  Viscount  Comber- 

MERE. 

Henry  Charles  Viscount  Canterbury. 
Rowland  Clegg  Viscount  Hill. 
Charles  Stewart  Viscount  Hardinge. 
George  Stephens  Viscount  Gough. 
Charles  Lindley  Viscount  Halifax. 
Alexander  Nelson  Viscount  Bridport. 


spntrruAL  and  temporal. 


William    Hbnrt    Bebxelet  Viscount 

PORTMAH 

Gathorne  Viscount  Cranbrook.  {In 
another  Place  as  Lord  President  of  the 
Council.) 

KoBERT  Viscount  Sherbrooke. 

Henrt  Bouverie  William  Viscount 
Hampden. 

Garnet  Joseph  Viscount  Wolseley. 

William  John  Viscount  Oxenbridge. 

EicHARD  AssHpTON  Viscount  Cross. 

Frederick  Bishop  of  London. 

Bishop  of  Durham. 

Edward  Harold  Bishop  of  Winchester 

John  Thomas  Bishop  of  Norwich. 

James  Colquhoun  Bishop  of  Banoor. 

Henry  Bishop  of  Worcester. 

Charles  John  Bishop  of  Gloucester 
AND  Bristol. 

Thomas  Legh  Bishop  of  St.  Albans. 

James  Bishop  of  Hereford. 

William    Connor    Bishop    of  Peter- 
borough. 
Harvey  Bishop  of  Carlisle. 

Arthur  Charles  Bishop  of  Bath  and 
Wells. 

BiCHARD  Bishop  of  Chichester. 

William  Basil  Bishop  of  St.  David's. 

Anthony  Wilson  Bishop  of  Rochester. 

William  Dalrymple  Bishop  of  Lich- 
field. 

John  Charles  Bishop  of  Liverpool. 

Ernest  Roland  Bishop  of  Newcastle. 

Richard  Bishop  of  Llandaff. 

George  Howard  Bishop  of  Truro. 

William  Bishop  of  Oxford. 

George  Bishop  of  Southwell. 

William  Boyd  Bishop  of  Ripon. 

Edward  Bishop  of  Lincoln. 

Henry  Thurstan  Lord  Knutsford. 
( One  of  Mer  Majesty's  Frineipal  Seore* 
taries  of  State.) 

Dudley  Charles  Lord  de  Ros. 

Alfred  Joseph  Lord  Mowbray. 

George  Manners  Lord  Hastings. 

Edward  Southwell  Lord  de  Clifford. 

Gilbert  Henry  Lord  Willouohby  db 
Erebby 

Thomas  Crosby  William  Lord  Dacrb. 

Charles  Henry  Rolle  Lord  Clinton. 

Robert  Nathaniel  Cecil  George  Lord 

ZOUCHE  OF  HaRYNGWORTH. 


Rawdon  George  Grey  Lord  Grey  de 

Ruthyn. 
Charles  Edward  Hastings  Lord  Bot- 

REAUX.     {Ik^l  of  Loudoun.) 

Francis  Robert  Lord  Camoys. 

Henry  Lord  Beaumont. 

Henry  Lord  Willoughby  de  Broke. 

Hubert  George  Charles  Lord  Vaux  oi 
Harrowden. 

Ralph  Gordon  Lord  Wentworth. 

Alfred  TnoMAsTowNSHENDLordBRAYE. 

Robert  George  Lord  Windsor. 

William  Henry  John  Lord  North. 

BBAUOHABfP  Mowbray  Lord  St.  John  of 
Ble^so. 

Frederick  George  Lord  Howard  de 
Waldbn. 

William  Joseph  Lord  Petrb. 

John  Fiennes  Lord  Save  and  Selb. 

John  Francis  Lord  Arundell  of  War- 
dour. 

John  Stuart  Lord  Clifton.  {Harl  of 
Darnley.) 

John  Baptist  Joseph  Lord  Dormer.' 

Henry  George  Lord  Teynham. 

Augustus  Frederick  Fitz-herbbrt  Lord 

Stafford. 
George  Frederick  William  Lord  Byron. 

Lewis  Henry  Hugh  Lord  Clifford  of 
Chudleigh. 

William  Coutts  Lord  Ashford. 

Horace  Courtenay  Gammell  Lord 
Forbes.     {Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Alexander  William  Frederick  Lord 
Saltoun.     (Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Charles  William  Lord  Sinclair. 
{Elected for  Scotland.) 

Charles  Lord  Blantyrb.  {Elected  for 
Scotland.) 

Alexander  Hugh  Lord  Balfour  of 
BuRLEY.     {Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Walter  Hugh  Lord  Polwarth.  {Elected 
for  Scotland.) 

Richard  Edmund  Saint  Lawrence  Lord 
Boyle.     {Earl  of  Cork  and  Orrery.) 

George  Lord  Hay.     {Earl  of  Kinnoul.) 

DiGBY  Wentworth  Bayard  Lord  Mm- 

DLETON. 

Frederick  Georgb  Brabazon  Lord 
PoNsoNBY.     {Earl  of  Besshorouyh.) 

Alfred  Nathaniel  Holdbn  Lord  Scars- 
dale. 

Gborob  Florance  Lord  Boston. 

Oharlbs  Gborgb  Lord  Lovbll  and  Hoi- 
lahd.     {Earl  of  Eymont.) 


BOLL  O'P  THE  LORDS 


GhsoBGE  William  Henry  Lord  Vbbnon. 

Edward  Henry  Trafalgar  Lord  Digby. 

George  DouGLAsLordSxTNDRiDGE.  {Duke 
of  Argyll) 

Martin  Bladen  Lord  Hawke. 

Henry  Thomas  Lord  Foley. 

Arthur  de  Oardonnel  Lord  Dinbvor. 

Thomas  Lord  Walsingham. 

WmjAM  Lord  Bagot. 

Charles  Henry  Lord  Southampton. 

John  Eiohard  Brinsley  Lord  Grant- 
ley. 

George  Bridges  BLAlRLEy  Dennett  Lord 
Rodney. 

Henry  George  Lord  Lovaine. 

Phiup  Reginald  Lord  Somers. 

Richard  Henry  Lord  Berwick. 

Edward  Lennox  Lord  Sherborne. 

John  Henry  Db  La  Poer  Lord  Tyrone. 
{Marquess  of  Waterford.) 

Richard  Henry  Lord  Carleton.  {JEarl 
of  Shannon.) 

Oharles  Lord  Suffield. 

Dudley  Wilmot  Lord  Dorchester. 

Lloyd  Lord  BIenyon. 

Charles  Cornwallis  Lord  Braybrooke. 

George  Augustus  Hamilton  Lord 
FisHBRWiCK.  {Marquees  of  DonegaU.) 

Henry  Charles  Lord  Gage.     ( Viscount 

Gage,) 
Thomas  John  Lord  Thurlow. 
William  George  Lord  Auckland. 
Charles  George  Lord  Lyttelton. 
Henry  George  Lord  Mendip.   (  Viscount 

Clifden.) 
George  Lord  Stuart  of  Castle  Stuart. 

{JSarl  of  Moray,) 
Alan  Plantagenet   Lord  Stewart  of 

Garlies.  {Earl  of  Galloway,) 

James  George  Henry  Lord  Salters- 

FORD.     {Uarl  of  Courtown,) 
William    Lord    Brodrick.      {Viscount 

MitUeton,) 
Frederick  Hbhry  William  Lord  Cal- 

thorpe. 
Peter  Robert  Lord  Gwydir. 
Charles  Robert  Lord  Carrington. 
William  Henky  Lord  Bolton. 
Thomas  Lyttleton  Lord  Lilford. 
Thomas  Lord  Ribblesdale. 

Edward  Donough  Lord  Inchiquin. 
{Elected  for  Ireland,) 


John  Thomas  William  Lord  Masst. 
{Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Robert  Lord  Clonbrock.     {Elected  for 

Ireland,) 
Charles  Mark  Lord  Headley.  (  Elected 

for  Ireland,) 

Edward  Henry  Churchill  Lord  Crof- 
TON.     (Elected  for  Ireland,) 

£[ercules  Edward  Lord  Langford. 
{Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Dayrolles    Blakeney    Lord  Ventry 
{Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Eyre  ChallonbrJHenry  Lord  Clarina. 
{Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Henry  Francis  Seymour  Lord  Moore. 
{Marquess  of  Drogheda.) 

John  Henry  Lord  Loftus.  {Marquess 
of  Ely.) 

William  Lord  Carysfort.  {Earl  of 
Carysfort.) 

George  Ralph  Lord  Abercromby. 

Charles  Edmund  Lord  Ellenborough. 

Augustus  Frederick  Arthur  Lord 
Sandys. 

Henry  North  Lord  Sheffield.  {Earl 
of  Sheffield.) 

William  Macnaghten  Lord  Erskine. 

George  John  Lord  Monteagle.  {Mar- 
quess of  Sligo.) 

Bernard  Arthur  William  Patrick 
Hastings  Lord  Granard.  {Earl  of 
Ghranard,) 

HuNGERFORD  Lord  Crewe. 

Lord  Gardner. 

John  Thomas  Lord  Manners. 

John  Adrian  Loms  Lord  Hopetoun. 
{Earl  of  Hopetoun,) 

Richard  Lord  Castlemaine.  {Elected 
for  Ireland.) 

Charles  Lord  Meldrum.     {Marquess  of 

JEuntly.) 
George  Frederick  Lord  Ross.    {Earl  of 

Glasgow,) 
LowRY     Egerton     Lord     Grinstsad. 

{Earl  of  Enniskillen,) 

William  Hale  John  Charles  Lord 
FoxFORD.     {Earl  of  Limerick, ) 

Victor  Albert  Francis  Charles  Lord 
Churchill. 

George  Robert  Canning  Lord  Harris. 

Reginald  Charles  Edward  Lord  Col- 
chester. 

ScHOMBERG  Henky  Lord  Ker.  {Mar- 
quess  of  Lothian,) 

Henry  Francis  Lord  Minster.  {Mar- 
quess Conyfigham,) 


SFtErrUAL  AND  TfiMPOBAL. 


James  Edward  William  Theobald  Lord 
Ormonde.     (Mar^ueis  of  Ormonde,) 

Francis  Eicshard  Lord  Wemyss.    {JEarl 
of  Wemysi,) 

John    Strange     Lord     Glanbrassell. 
{Earl  of  Rod&n,) 

Thomas    Lord    Silchester.     {Earl   of 
Longford.) 

Olotworthy  John  Etre  Lord  Oriel. 
(  Vucount  Ma$s&reene.) 

Hugh  Lord  Delamere. 

Orlando  Watkin  Weld  Lord  Forester. 

John  William  Lord  Rayleioh. 

Edrio  Frederio  Lord  Gifford. 

Hubert     Qeoroe    Lord     Somerhill. 
{Marquess  of  Clanrtearde.) 

James  Ltjdovio  Lord  Wigan.     {Earl  of 
Crawford  and  Balcarres.) 

ITohter  John  Mark  Lord  Ranfttrly. 
{Earl  of  Ranfwrly,) 

John  Byrne  Leicester  Lord  De  Tabley. 

Charles  Stuart  HENRYLordTENTERDEN. 

William  Conyngham  Lord  Plunket. 

William  Henry  Ashe  Lord  Heytes- 

BURY. 
ARCHIBALDPHILIPLordEoSEBERY.     {EwtI 

of  Rosehery.) 
Richard    James    Lord    Olanwilliaic. 
{Earl  of  Clanwilliam,) 

William  Draper  Mortimer  Lord  Wyn- 

FORD. 

William    Henry    Lord    Kilmarnock. 

{Earl  of  Erroll) 
Arthur  James  Francis  Lord  Fingall. 

{Earl  of  FingalL) 

William  Philip  Lord  Sefton.     {Earl  of 

Sefton.) 
Robert  Bermingham  Lord  Clements. 

{Earl  ofZettrim,) 

Thomas   Lord    Kenlis.      {Marquess    of 
JSeadforU) 

Reginald  Lord  Chaworth.      {Earl  of 
Meath.) 

Charles    Adolphus    Lord    Dunmore. 
{Earl  of  Dunmore.) 

Augustus  Frederick  George  Warwick 

Lord  POLTIMORE. 

Llewelyn  Nbvill  Vauqhan  Lord  Mos- 

TYN. 

Henry  Spencer  Lord  Templemore. 
Valentine  Frederick  Lord  Cloncurry. 
John  St.  Vincent  Lord  De  Saumarbz. 

Thomas  Lord  Denmak. 

William  Frederick  Lord  Abingeb. 


Philip  Lord  De  L'Isle  and  Dudley. 

Francis  Danzil  Edward  Lord  Ash- 
burton. 

Edward  George  Percy  Lord  Hather- 

TON. 

Archibald  Brabazon  Sparrow  Lord 
WoRUNGHAM.     {Eorl  of  Oosford.) 

William  Frederick  Lord  Stratheden. 

Geoffrey  Dominick  Augustus  Frede- 
rick Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne. 
{Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Simon  Joseph  Lord  Lovat. 

William  Bateman  Lord  Bateman. 

James  Molyneux  Lord  Charlemont. 
{Earl  of  Charlemont.) 

Algernon  Hawkins  Thomond  Lord 
KiNTORE.     {Earl  of  Kintore. ) 

George  Ponsonby  Lord  Lismore.  ( Vis- 
count  Lismore.) 

Derrick  Warner  William  Lord  Ross- 
more. 

Robert  Shapland  George  Julian  Lord 
Oarew. 

Charles  Frederick  Ashley  Cooper 
Lord  De  Mauley. 

Arthur  Lord  Wrottesley. 

Charles  Douglas  Richard  Lord  Sude- 

LEY. 

Frederick  Henry  Paul  Lord  Methuen. 

Henry  Edward  John  Lord  Stanley  of 
'  Alderley. 

William  Henry  Lord  Leigh. 

Beilby  Lord  Wenlock. 

William  Lord  Lurgan. 

Thomas  Spring  Lord  Monteagls  of 
Brandon. 

John  Reginald  Upton  Lord  Seaton. 

John  Manley  Arbuthnot  Lord  Keane. 

John  Lord  Oxenfoord.    {Earl  of  Stair.) 

HussEY  Crespigny  Lord  Vivian. 

Henry  William  Lord  Congleton. 

Denis  St.  George  Lord  Dunsandle  and 
Clanconal.     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Victor  Alexander  Lord  Elgin.    {Earl 

of  Elgin  and  Kincardine.) 

Charles  Robert  Claude  Lord  Truro. 

Arthur  Lord  De  Freyne. 

Edward  Burtenshaw  Lord  Saint 
Leonards. 

George  Fitz-Roy  Henr^  Lord  Raglan. 

Valentine  Augustus  Lord  Kenmare. 
{Earl  of  Kenmare.) 

Henry  Lord  Belfsr. 


BOLL  OF  THE  LORDS 


RicuAKD  WoGAN  Lord  Talbot  de  Mala- 

HIDE. 

Robert  Lord  Ebury. 

Charles  Compton  William  Lord  Ches- 

HAM. 

Frederic  Augustus  Lord  Chelmsford. 

John  Lord  Churston. 

Henry  Lord  Leconfield. 

WiLBRAHAM  Lord  Egerton. 

Godfrey  Charles  Lord  Tredegar. 

FitzPatrick  Henry  Lord  Lyveden. 

Henry  Charles  Lord  Brougham  and 
Vaux. 

Arthur  Fitz-Gerald  Lord   Kinnaird. 

Richard    Luttrell    Pilkington    Lord 
Westbxtry. 

Francis  William  Fitzhardinge  Lord 
Fitzhardinge. 

Luke  Lord  Annaly. 

Robert      Offley      Ashburton      Lord 
Houghton. 

William  Lord  Romilly. 

James  Herbert  Gustavus  Meredyth 
Lord  Meredyth.     {Lord  Athlumney!) 

Windham  Thomas  Lord  ICenry.     {Earl 
of  Bunrmm  and  Mount-Earl.) 

Charles  Stanley  Lord  Monck.     ( Vts- 
count  Monck.) 

John  Major  Lord  Hartismere.     {Lord 
Henniker.) 

Hedworth  Hylton  Lord  Hylton. 

George  Sholto  Gordon  Lord  Penrhyn. 

Gustavus  Russell  Lord  Brancepeth. 
( Viscount  Boyne.) 

John  Henry  Lord  Kestevbn. 

Arthur  Lord  Ormathwaitb. 

Edward  Lord  O'Neill. 

Robert  Cornelis  Lord  Napier. 

Jenico  William  Joseph  Lord  Gorman- 
STON.     {Viscount  Gormanston.) 

Thomas     Kane    Lord    Rathdonnell. 
{Elected  for  Ireland,) 

John  Hamilton  Lord  Lawrence. 

James  Plaisted  Lord  Penzance. 

John  Lord  Dunning.     {Lord  Rollo,) 

James     Lord     Balinhard.       {Earl   of 
Southesk,) 

William  Lord  Hare.  {Earlof  LUtowel.) 

•  Francis   Edward    Lord    Howard    of 

Glossop. 
Bbbnard     Edward      Barnaby     Lord 

Castletown. 


John  Emerich  Edward  Lord  Acton. 
Thomas  Charles  Lord  Robartes. 
Frederick  Lord  Wolverton. 
Algernon  William  Fulke  Lord  Grb- 

VILLE. 

Thomas  Towneley  Lord  O'Hagan. 

William  Lord  Sandhurst. 

Francis  Lord  Ettrick.      {Lord  Napier.) 

James  Charles  Herbert  Welbore  Ellis 
Lord  SoMERTON.   {Earl of  Nbrmanton.) 

Henry  Austin  Lord  Aberdare. 
James  Lord  Moncreiff. 
John  Duke  Lord  Coleridge. 
William  Lord  Emly. 

Chichester  Samuel  Lord  Carlingford. 
{Lord  Clermont.) 

Thomas  Francis  Lord  Cottesloe. 

Edmund  Lord  Hammond. 

John  Slaney  Lord  Hampton.  * 

John  Lord  Winmarleigh. 

Charles    Alexander    Lord    Douglas. 
{Earl  of  Home.) 

Arthur  George  Maule  Lord  Ramsay. 
{Earl  of  Dalhousie.) 

John  Henry  Lord  Fermanagh,     (jfear/ 
Erne.) 

William  Richard  Lord  Harlech. 

Henry  Gerard  Lord  Alington. 

John  Lord  Tollemache. 

William  Cansfield  Lord  Gerard. 

Lionel  Sackville  Lord  Sackville. 

Colin  Lord  Blackburn. 

Charles  Bowyer  Lord  Norton. 

Percy  Lord    Shute.      {Viscount    Bar- 
rington,) 

William    Lord    Watson.     {A  Lord  o) 
Appeal  in  Ordinary.) 

Lawrence  Hesketh  Lord  Haldon. 

Ivor  Bertie  Lord  Wimborne. 

Arthur  Edward  Lord  Ardilaun. 

Alexander  Dundas  Ross  Lord  Laming- 
ton. 

Charles  Frederick  Lord  Donington. 

Arthur  Edwin  Lord  Trevor. 

Montagu  William  Lord  Rowton. 

Edward  Hugessen  Lord  Brabourne. 

Arthur  Oliver  Villiers  Lord  Ampi- 

HTTiL. 

William  Montagu   Lord  Tweeddale. 
{Marquess  of  Tweeddale.) 
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William  Ulioi  TBisxaAM  Lord  Howth. 

{Ea/rl  of  Howth,) 
Donald  James  Lord  Reat. 
Harcourt  Lord  Dbrwent. 
Henry  James  Lord  Hothfield. 
Dudley  Coutts  Lord  Tweedmouth. 
George  William  Wilshere  Lord  Bram- 

WELL. 

Frederick  Beauchamp  Paget  Lord  Al- 

CESTER. 

Alfred  Lord  Tennyson. 

James  Lord  Strathspey.  {Earl  of  Sea- 
field.) 

John  George  Lord  Monk  Bretton. 

Walter  Charles  Lord  Northbourne. 

Arthur  Saunders  William  Charles 
Fox  Lord  Sudlby.    (Earl  of  Arran.) 

John  Robert  William  Lord  de  Yesgi. 
(  Viscount  de  Vesci,) 

Marmaduke  Francis  Lord  Hbrries. 

Hardingb  Stanley  Lo]:d  Halsbury. 
(/n  another  Place  at  Lord  High  Chan- 
cellor,) 

Mervyn  Edward  Lord  Powerscourt 
{In  another  Place  as  Viscount  Powers- 
court.) 

Anthony  Henley  Lord  NoRTHmaroN 
{Lord  Henley,) 

Nathaniel  Mayer  Lord  Rothschild. 

Edward  Charles  Lord  Reyelstoke. 

Robert  Lord  Monkswell. 

Arthur  Lord  Hobhouse. 

Ralph  Robert  Wheeler  Lord  Lingen. 

Edward  Lord  Ashbourne. 

Rowland  Lord  Saint  Oswald. 

Robert  James  Lord  Wantage. 

William  Baliol  Lord  Esher. 

Thomas  Lord  Deramore. 


Henry  John  Lord  Montagu  of  Beau- 
ueu. 

William  Buller  Fullbrton  Lord  El- 

phinstone. 
Charles  John  Lord  Colville  of  Cul- 

ROSS. 

Farrer  Lord  Herschell. 

Charles  Henry  Lord  Hillingdon 

Samuel  Charles  Lord  Hindlip. 

Edmund  Lord  Grimthorpe 

Richard  de  Aquila  Lord  Stalbkidge. 

William  Lord  Kensington. 

Michael  Arthur  Lord  Burton. 

John  Glencatrn  Carter  Lord  Hamilton 

OF  Dalzell. 

Thomas  Lord  Brassey. 

Henry  Lord  Thring. 

Frederick  Arthur  Lord  Stanley  oi 

Preston. 

Edward  Lord  Macnaghten.     {A  Lord 

of  Appeal  in  Ordinary,) 
Robbbt  Lord  Connemara. 
Claude  Lord  Bowes  (In  another  place 

Earl  of  Strathmore  and  Kinghorn.) 

Georob  Edmund  Milnes  Monckton  Lord 
MoNCKTON  {Vtsdoimt  Galway,) 

John  Lord  Saint  Levan. 

Jambs    Macnaghten    Lord    Maghbra- 

MORNB. 

William  George  Lord  Armstrong. 
George  Lord  Basing. 

William  Henry  Lord  De  Ramsey. 

Hbnry  William  Lord  Cheylbsmore. 

Egbrton  Lord  Addington. 

Henry  Thurston  Lord  Knutsford.  {In 
cmother  Place  as  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
Principal  Secretaries  of  State.) 

John  Lord  Sayile. 

Michael  Lord  Morris.  {A  Lord  of 
Appeal  in  Ordinary,) 

There  is  a  yacancy  in  the  representa- 
tdon  of  the  Peers  for  Ireland  caused  by 
the  death  of  the  Viscount  Tbmpletown. 
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OP  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  summoned  to  meet  at  Westminstbb 
THE  Fifth  Day  of  August,  One  Thousand  Eight  Hundred  and 
Eighty  Six,  as  by  the  several  Returns  filed  in  the  Office  of  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  appears.  Corrected  to  the  Meeting 
OP  the  Parliament  on  the  11th  February,  1890. 


BEDFORD. 
Northern,  or  Biggleswade  Division, 
yiscount  Baring. 

Soxtthern,  or  Litton  Division, 
Cyril  Flower. 

BEDFORD  BOROUGH. 
Samuel  Whitbread. 

BERKS. 
Northern,  or  Abingdon  Division, 
Philip  Wroughton. 

Southern,  or  Newbury  Division, 
William  Qeorge  Mount. 

Eastern,  or  Wokingham  Division, 
Sir  George  Russell,  bt. 

READING  BOROUGH. 
Charles  Townshend  Murdoch. 

WINDSOR  (NEW)  BOROUGH. 
Robert  Richardson-Qardner. 

BUCKS. 
Northern,  or  Buckingham  Division, 
Captain  Edmund  H.  Yerney,  R.N. 

Mid,  or  Aylesbury  Division, 
Baron  Ferdinand  James  de  Rothschild. 

Southern,  or  Wycombe  Division, 
Viseount  Curzon. 


CAMBRIDGE. 

Northern,  or  Wisbech  Division, 
Captain  Charles  William  Selwyn. 

Western,  or  Chesterton  Divmion, 
Charles  Hall. 

Eastern,  or  Newmarket  Division, 
George  Newnes. 

CAMBRmOE  UNIVERSITY, 
Rt.  Hon.  Henry  Cecil  Raikes,  M.A. 

Sir  George  Gabriel  Stokes,  bt 

CAMBRIDGE  BOROUGH. 

Robert  XJniacke  Penrose  Fitzgerald. 


CHESTER. 
WiRRAL  Division, 

Lieut -Col.  Edward  Thomas  Davenant 
Cotton. 

Eddisbury  Division, 
Henry  James  Tollemache. 

Macclesfield  Division, 
William  Bromley  Davenport. 

Crewe  Division, 
Walter  Stowe  Bright  McLaren. 

NoRTHwicH  Division, 
John  Tbmlinson  Brunner. 

Altrinoham  Division, 
Sir  William  Cunliffe  Brooke*,  bt. 
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Hyde  Division, 
Joseph  Watson  Sidebotham. 

Knutspobd  Division, 
Hon.  Alan  de  Tatton  Egerton. 

BIRKENHEAD  BOROUGH. 

Lieut. -General  Sir  Edward  Bruce  Ham- 
ley,  K.C  B. 

CHESTER  BOROUGH. 
Robert  Armstrong  Yerburgh. 

STOCKPORT  BOROUGH. 
Louis  John  Jennings, 
Sydney  Gedge. 

CORNWALL. 

Western,  or  St.  Ives  Division, 
Thomas  Bedford  Bolitho. 

North- Western,  or  Camborne  Division, 
Charles  Augustus  Yansittart  Conybeare. 

Truro  Division, 
William  Bickford  Smith. 

Mid,  or  St.  Austell  Division, 
William  Alexander  M' Arthur. 

South-Eastern,  or  Bodmin  Division, 

Rt.  Hon.  Leonard  Henry  Courtney. 

North-Eastern,  or  Launceston 
Division, 

Charles  Thomas  Dyke  Acland. 

PENRYN  AND  FALMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
William  George  Cavendish  Bentinck. 
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CUMBERLAND 

Northern,  or  Eskdale  Division, 
Robert  Andrew  Allison. 

Mid,  or  Penrith  Division, 
James  William  Lowther. 

COCKERMOUTH  DIVISION, 

Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  bt. 

Western,  or  Egremont  Division, 
Lord  Muncaster. 

CARLISLE  BOROUGH. 
William  Court  Gully. 

WHITEHAVEN  BOROUGH. 
Rt.    Hon.  George  Augustus  Cavendish 
Bentinck. 


Memheri. 

DERBY. 

High- Peak  Division, 
William  Sidebottom. 

North-Eastern  Division, 
Thomas  Dolling  Bolton. 

Chesterfield  Division, 
Alfred  Barnes. 

Western  Division, 
Lord  Edward  Cavendish. 

Mid  Division, 
James  Alfred  Jacoby. 

Ilkeston  Division, 
Sir  Balthazar  Walter  Foster. 

Southern  Division, 
Henry  Wardle. 

DERBY  BOROUGH. 

Thomas  Roe, 

Rt.  Hon.  Sir  William  George  GhranviUe 
Yenables  Vernon  Harcourt,  kt. 

DEVON. 
Eastern,  or  Honiton  Division, 
Sir  John  Henry  Kennaway,  bt. 

North-Eastern,  or  Tivbrton  Division, 
Col.  Sir  William  Hood  Wabond,  bt. 

Northern,  or  South  Molton  Division, 
Viscount  Lymington. 

North- Western,  or  Barnstaple 

DIVISION, 

George  Pitt  Lewis. 

Western,  or  Tavistock  Division, 
Viscount  Ebrington. 

Southern,  or  Totnes  Division, 
Francis  Bingham  Mildmay. 

Torquay  Division, 
Richard  Mallock. 

Mid,  or  Ashburton  Division, 
Charles  Seale-Hajrne. 

DEVONPORT  BOROUGH. 

Sir  John  Henry  Puleston,  kt. 
Captain  George  Edward  Price. 

EXETER  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  bt.,  C.B. 

PLYMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Edward  Bates,  bt. 
Sir  Edward  George  Clarke,  kt. 


L%9tof 

DOBSET. 

NOBTHBSN  DrvifliON, 
Hon.  Edwin  Berkeley  Portman. 

Eastbbn  DinsioN, 
George  Hawkesworth  Bond. 

SOUTHBRN  DlVWION, 

lieut.-Ool.   Charles  Joseph  Theophilus 
Hambro. 

Westbkn  Division, 

Henry  Eichard  Farquharson. 

DURHAM. 
Jabrow  Division, 
Sir  Charles  Mark  Palmer,  bt. 

Houghton-lk-Spbing  Division, 

Nicholas  Wood. 

Chbsteb-le-Stbeet  Division, 

James  Joicey. 

Nobth-Wbstbbn  Division, 

LleweUjrn  Archer  Atherley-Jones. 

Mid  Division, 

William  Crawford. 

Soxtth-Eastebn  Division, 

Lieut.-General   Sir    Henry    Marshman 
Havelock-Allan,  bt.,  V.C.,  K.C.B. 

Bishop  Auckland  Division, 
James  MeUor  Paidton. 

Babnabd  Castle  Division, 
Sir  Joseph  Whitwell  Pease,  bt. 

DARLINGTON  BOROUGH. 
Theodore  Fry. 

DURHAM  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Milvain. 

GATESHEAD  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Walter  Henry  James. 

HARTLEPOOLS  (THE)  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Bichardson. 

SOUTH  SHIELDS  BOROUGH. 
James  Cochran  Stevenson. 

STOCKTON  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Horace  Davey,  kt. 

SUNDERLAND  BOROUGH. 

Samuel  Storey, 

Edward  Temperley  Gourley. 

ESSEX. 

South- Wbstbbn,  or  Walthamstow 
Division, 

Colonel  William  Thomas  Makins. 
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Soxtthebn,  or  Bomfobd  Divimon, 
James  Theobald. 

Westebn,  or  Efpinq  Division, 

Eight  Hon.  Sir  Henry  John  Selwin- 
Ibbetson,  bt. 

Nobthebn,  or  Saffbon  Waldxn 
Division, 
Herbert  Colstoun  Oardner. 

Nobth-Eastebn,  or  Habwioh  Division, 
James  Bound. 

Eastebn,  or  Maldon  Division, 
Charles  Wing  (Jray. 

Mid,  or  Chelmsfobd  Division, 
William  James  Beadel. 

Soxtth-Eastebn  Division, 
Major  Frederick  Came  Basch. 

COLCHESTER  BOROUGH. 
Lord  Brooke 

WEST  HAM  BOROUGH. 

North  Division^ 
James  Forrest  Fulton. 

South  DivinoHy 
Mcgor  Oeorge  Edward  Banes. 

GLOUCESTER. 
Mid,  or  Stboud  Division, 
George  HoUoway. 

Nobthebn,  or  Tbwkesbuby  Division, 
Sir  John  Edward  Dorington,  bt. 

Eastebn,  or  Cibenoesteb  Division, 
Arthur  Brend  Winterbotham. 

Fobest  of  Dean  Division, 
Godfrey  Blundell  Samuelson. 

Southebn,  or  Thobnbuby  Division, 

Lord  DuNSANY. 

BRISTOL  BOROUGH. 

JFeH  Divisiony 
Et.  hon.   Sir  Michael  Edward   Hicks 
Beach,  bt. 

North  Dwiiiony 
Lewis  Fry. 

East  Divisiony 

Handel  Cossham. 

South  Divisiony 
Lt..Col.  Edward  Stock  Hill,  C.B. 

CHELTENHAM  BOROUGH. 
James  Tynte  Agg-Gardner. 

GLOUCESTER  BOROUGH.  . 
Thomas  Bobinson, 


List  oj 


(COMMONS,  1890} 


Memhera, 


HANTS. 

Northern,  or  Basinostokb  Division, 
Arthur  Frederick  Jeffireys. 

Western,  or  Andover  Division, 
William  Wither  Bramston  Beach. 

Eastern,  or  Petersfield  Division, 
Viscount  Wolmer.  * 

Southern,  or  Fareham  Division, 
General  Sir  Frederick  Wellington  John 
F^tzWygram,  bt. 

New  Forest  Division, 
Francis  Compton. 

CHRISTCHUROH  BOROUGH. 
Charles  Edward  Baring  Young. 

PORTSMOUTH  BOROUGH. 

Major.-Oen.     Sir    William    Grossman, 

K.O.M.G. 
Sir  Samuel  Wilson. 

SOUTHAMPTON  BOROUGH. 

Alfred  Giles. 
Francis  H.  Evans. 

WINCHESTER  BOROUGHc 

Eichard  Moss. 

HEEEFOED. 
Northern,  or  Leominster  Division, 
James  Eankin. 

Soxtthern,  or  Eoss  Division, 
Michael  Biddulph. 

HEREFORD  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Joseph  Eussell  Bailey,  bt. 

HEETFOED. 

Northern,  or  Hitohin  Division, 
Eobert  Dimsdale  (Baron  of  the  Eussian 
Empire). 

Eastern,  or  Hertford  Division, 
Abel  Smith. 

Mid,  or  St.  Alban's  Division, 
Viscount  Grimston. 

Western,  or  Watford  Division, 
Thomas  Frederick  Halsey. 


KENT. 


HUNTINGDON. 

Southern,  or  Huntingdon  Division, 
Arthur  Hugh  Smith-Barry. 

Northern,  or  Eamsat  Division, 
Hon.  Ailwyn  Edward  Fellowes. 

ISLE  OF  WIGHT. 
Sir  Eichard  Everard  Webster,  kt* 


Western,  or  Sevenoaks  Division, 
Hon.  Charles  William  Mills. 

North- Western,  or  Dartford 
Division, 
Et.  Hon.  Sir  WiUiam  Hart  Dyke,  bt. 

South- Western,  or  Tunbridge 
Division, 
Eobert  Norton. 

Mid,  or  Medway  Division, 
Hon.  John  Stewart  Gathorne- Hardy. 

North-Eastern,  or  Faversham 
Division, 
Hon.    Herbert    Thomas    Knatchbull- 
Hugessen. 

Southern,  or  Ashford  Division, 
William  Pomfret  Pomfret. 

Eastern,  or  St.  Augustine's  Division, 
Aretas  Akers-Douglas. 

Isle  of  Thanet  Division, 
Et.  Hon.  James  Lowther 

CANTERBURY  BOROUGH. 
John  Henniker  Heaton. 

CHATHAM  BOROUGH. 
Et.  Hon.  Sir  John  Eldon  Gorst,  kt. 

deptford  borough. 

Charles  John  Darling. 

DOVER  BOROUGH. 
George  Wyndham. 

GRAVESEND  BOROUGH. 
John  Bazley  White. 

GREENWICH  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  William  Boord. 

HYTHE  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Edward  William  Watkin,  bt. 

LEWISHAM  BOROUGH. 
Et.  Hon.  Viscount  Lewisham. 

MAIDSTONE  BOROUGU. 
F.  8.  Wykeham  Oornwallis. 

ROCHESTER  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Edward  Knatchbull-Hugessen. 

WOOLWICH  BOROUGH. 
Col.  Edwin  Hughes. 


LANCASTER. 

North  Lancashire, 

North  Lonsdale  Division, 
William  George  Ainslie. 

Lancaster  DmsiON, 
James  WilliamsoUt 
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Blackpool  Division, 

Sir  Matthew  White  Eidley,  ht. 

Ohorlby  Division, 
Lieut. -Gen.    Eandle    Joseph   Feilden, 
C.M.G. 

North-East  Lancashire. 
Dabwbn  Division, 
Viscount  Cranbome. 

Clitherob  Division, 

Bt.    Hon.    Sir    Ughtred  James    Kay- 
Shuttleworth,  bt. 

AccRiNGTON  Division, 
Bobert  Trotter  Hermon-Hodg«. 

BOSSBNDALE  DIVISION, 

Bt.  Hon.  Marquess  of  Hartingfton. 

South-East  Lancashire, 
Wbsthoughton  Division, 
Frank  Hardcastle. 

Heywood  Division, 
Isaac  Hoyle. 

Meddleton  Division, 
Thomas  Fielden. 

Badouffe-oxtm-Farnworth  Division, 
Bobert  Leake. 

EccLEs  Division, 
Hon.  Alfred  John  Francis  Egerton. 

Stretford  Division, 
John  William  Maclure. 

Gorton  Division, 
William  Mather. 

Prestwich  Division, 
Bobert  Gray  Oomish  Mowbray. 

South-West  Lancashire, 

SouTHPORT  Division, 
Hon.  George  Nathaniel  Ourzon. 

Ormskire  Division, 
Arthur  Bower  Forwood. 

BooTLE  Division, 
Colonel  Thomas  Myles  Sandys. 

WiDNEs  Division, 
Tom  Oottingham  Edwards-Moss. 

Newton  Division, 
Thomas  Wodehouse  Legh. 

Inge  Division, 
Colonel    Henry  BlundeU     Hollinshead 
Blundell,  C.B. 

Leigh  Division, 
Caleb  Wright, 

ASHTON-UNDER-LTNE  BOROUGH. 
John  Edmund  Wentworfch  Addison. 
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BARROW-IN-FURNESS  BOROUGH. 

William  Sproston  Caine. 

BLACKBURN  BOROUGH, 

WiUiam  Coddington. 
William  Henry  Hornby. 

BOLTON  BOROUGH. 

Herbert  Shepherd  Cross. 
Colonel  Hon.  Francis  Charles 
Bridgeman. 

BURNLEY  BOROUGH. 
J.  Spencer  Balfour. 

BURY  BOROUGH. 
Eight  Hon.  Sir  Henry  James,  kt. 

LIVERPOOL  BOROUGH. 
KtrkdaU  Bivmony 

Sir    George    Smyth    Baden  -  Powell, 
K.C.M.G. 

Walton  Divmariy 
Miles  Walker  Mattinson. 

Overton  Bivmon, 
Edward  Whitley. 

Witst  Derhy  Bivmon, 
Hon.  William  Henry  Cross. 

Scotland  Bivuion, 
Thomas  Power  O'Connor. 

Exchange  Bivmon, 
Ealph  Neville. 

Ahercromhy  Bininion, 
William  Frederick  Lawrence. 

Eoit  Tozteth  Bivision^ 
Rt.  Hon.  Baron  Henry  de  Worms. 

West  Totcteth  Bivision, 
Thomas  Bland  Boyden. 

MANCHESTER  BOROUGH. 
North'  West  Bivision, 
Sir  William  Henry  Houldsworth,  bt. 

North  Bivision, 
Charles  Ernest  Schwann. 

North-East  Bivision, 
Eight  Hon.  Sir  James  Fergusson,  bt., 
G.C.S.I. 

East  Bivision^ 
Eight  Hon.  Arthur  James  Balfour. 

South  Bivision, 
Sir  Henry  Enfield  Eoscoe,  kt. 

South'  West  Bivision, 

Jacob  Bright. 

OLDHAM  BOROUGH. 

James  Mackenzie  Maclean. 
Elliott  Lees. 
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PRESTON  BOROUGH. 
William  Edward  Murray  Tomlinson. 
Bobert  William  Hanbury. 

ROCHDALE  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Bayley  Potter. 

SALFORD  BOROUGH. 
North  Division^ 
Edward  Hardcastle. 

West  Division^ 
Lees  Knowles. 

South  Bivisiony 
Henry  Hoyle  Howorth. 

ST.  HELENS    BOROUGH. 
Henry  Seton-Karr. 

STALTBRroGE  BOROUGH. 
Tom  Harrop  Sidebottom. 

WARRINGTON  BOROUGH. 
Sir  GKlbert  Ghreenall,  bt. 

WIGAN  BOROUGH. 
Francis  Sharp  Powell. 

LEICESTEE. 

Eastern,  or  Melton  Division, 
Marquess  of  Granby. 

Mm,  or  LouGHBOBOUGH  Division, 
Edwin  Joseph  lisle  March  Phillipps  de 
Lisle. 

Western,  or  Bosworth  Division, 
James  Ellis. 

Southern,  or  Harborough  Division, 
Thomas  Keay  Tapling. 

LEICESTER  BOROUGH, 

James  Allanson  Picton. 
Alexander  M'Arthur. 

LINCOLN. 

West  Lindsey,  or  Qainsboro'  Division, 
Col.  Henry  Eyre. 

North  Lindsey,  or  Briog  Division, 
Samuel  Danks  Waddy. 

East  Lindsey,  or  Louth  Division, 
Arthur  Baymond  Heath. 

South  Lindsey,  or  Horncastlb 
Division, 
Right  Hon.  Edward  Stajihope. 

North  Kbsteven,  or  Sleaford 
Division, 
Bight  Hon.  Henry  Chaplin. 
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South  Kesteven,  or  Stamford  Division. 
John  Compton  Lawrance. 

Holland,  or  Spalding  Division, 
Hailey  Stewart. 

BOSTON  BOROUGH. 
Henry  John  Atkinson. 

GRANTHAM  BOROUGH. 
Malcolm  Low. 

GREAT  GRIMSBY  JB0R0U6H. 
Bight  Hon.  Edward  Heneage. 

LINCOLN  BOROUGH. 
Frederick  Harold  Kerans. 


MIDDLESEX. 

Enfield  Division, 
Captain  Henry  Ferryman  Bowles. 

Tottenham  Division, 
Joseph  Howard. 

HoRNSEY  Division, 
Henry  Charles  Stephens. 

Harrow  Division, 
William  Ambrose. 

Ealino  DrvisibN, 
Bt.  Hon.  Lord  George  Hamilton. 

Brentford  Division, 
James  Big^ood. 

XTxBRiDaE  Division, 
Frederick  Dixon  Dixon-Hartland. 

BETHNAL  GREEN  BOROUGH. 

North'I!a9t  BivtHon, 
George  Howell. 

South'  West  Division, 
Edward  Hare  Pickersgill. 

CHELSEA  BOROUGH. 
Charles  Algernon  Whitmore. 

FINSBURY  BOROUGH. 
Holhorn  Division. 
Gainsford  Bruce. 

Central  Division, 
Captain  Frederick  Thomas  Penton 

East  Division, 
James  Bowlands. 

FULUAM  BOROUGH 

William  Hayes  Fisher. 
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HACKNEY  BOROUGH. 

North  Bwisian, 

Major-Gen.    Sir  Lewis  Felly,  K.O.B., 
K.O.S.I. 

Central  DivUionj 
Surffeon-General    Sir  William    Quyer 
Hunter,  K.O.M.G. 

South  Division^  ^ 
Sir  Charles  BusseU,  kt. 

HAMMERSMITH  BOROUGH. 

Major-Gten.    Walter    Tuckfield    Golds- 
worthy. 

HAMPSTEAD   BOROUGH. 

Edward  Brodie  Hoare. 


ISLINGTON   BOROUGH. 

North  IHvisiony 
George  Christopher  Trout  Hartley. 

West  Divinon, 
Eichard  Chamberlain. 

East  Divisiont 
Oowlej  Lambert. 

South  Dwrnofiy 
Sir  Albert  Kaye  BoUit,  kt. 

KENSINGTON  BOROUGH. 

North  Divmon, 
Sir  Boper  Lethbridge,  kt.,  K.C.I.E 

South  DivUioHy 
Sir  Algernon  Borthwiok,  bt. 

LONDON  UNIVERSITY. 

Bt.  Hon.  Sir  John  Lubbock,  bt. 

MARTLEBONE  BOROUGH. 
East  Dioisionj 

Edmund  Boulnois. 

West  Dfvmon, 
Frederick  Seager  Hunt. 

PADDINGTON  BOROUGH. 

Iforth  IHvmony 
John  Aird. 

South  Division, 
Bt.  Hon.  Lord  Bandolph  Henry  Spencer 
Churchill. 

ST.  GEORGE'S,  HANOVER  SQUARE. 
Bt.  Hon.  George  Joachim  Goschen. 
ST.  PANCRAS  BOROUGH. 
North  Division, 

Hon.  Charles  Wallace  Alexander  Napier 
Ooehrane-Baillie. 

£ast  Division, 
Bobert  Ghrant  Webster. 
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Meddlbsex — St.  Pancras  Boro' — eont 

West  Division, 
Harry  Lawson  Webster  Lawson. 

South  Division, 
Sir  Julian  Goldsmid,  bt. 

SHOREDITCH  BOROUGH. 

Hoxton  Division, 
James  Stuart. 

Haggerston  Division, 
William  Bandal  Cremer. 

STRAND  BOROUGH. 
Bight  Hon.  William  Henry  Smith. 

TOWER  HAMLETS  BOROUGH. 

Whiteehapel  Division, 
Samuel  Montagu. 

St,   George's  /Hvision, 
Bight  Hon.  Charles  Thomson  Bitchie. 


Limehouse  Division, 
Edward  Samuel  Norris. 

Mile  M%d  Division, 
Spencer  Charrington. 

Stepney  Division, 
Frederick  Wootton  Isaacson. 

how  and  Bromley  Division, 
Sir  John  Charles  B.  Colomb,  K.C.M.G. 

Poplar  Division, 
Sydney  Charles  Buxton. 

WESTBONSTER  BOROUGH. 
William    Lehmann    Ashmead-Bartlett 
Burdett-Coutts. 

LONDON  CITY. 

Sir  Bobert  Nicholas  Fowler,  bt. 
Thomas  Charles  Baring. 


MONMOUTH. 

Northern  Division, 
Thomas  PhiUips  Price. 

Western  Division, 
Cornelius  Marshall  Warmington. 

SOXTTHERN  DIVISION, 

Col.  Hon.  Frederick  Courtenay  Morgan. 

MONMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
Sir  George  Elliot,  bt. 


NOBFOLK. 

North- Western  Division, 
Lord  Henry  Bentinok. 
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South- Wbstbbn  Division, 
William  Amhurst  Tyssen  Amherst. 

NoBTHEBN  Division, 
Herbert  Hardy  Cozens-Hardy. 

Eastern  Division, 
Sir  Edward  Birkbeek,  bt. 

Mtt)  Division, 
Bobert  Thomhagh  Gxirdon. 

Southern  Division, 
Francis  Taylor. 

GREAT  TARMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Henry  Whatley  Tyler,  kt. 

KING'S  LYNN  BOROUGH. 
Alexander  Weston  Jarvis. 

NORWICH  BOROUGH. 

Jeremiah  James  Oohnan. 
Samuel  Hoare. 

NORTHAMPTON. 
Northern  Division, 
Lord  Burghley. 

Eastern  Division, 
.Francis  Allston  Channing. 

Mm  Division, 
Hon.  Charles  Eobert  Spencer. 

Southern  Division, 
Sir  Bainald  Knightley,  bt. 

NORTHAMPTON  BOROUGH. 

Henry  Labouchere, 
Charles  Bradlaugh. 

PETERBOROUGH  BOROUGH. 
Alpheus  Cleophas  llidorton. 


NORTHUMBERLAND. 

Wansbeok  Division, 
Charles  Fenwick. 

Tyneside  Division, 
Wentworth  Blackett  Beaumont. 

Hexham  Division, 
Miles  MaoLines. 

Berwiok-upon-Twbed  Division, 
Sir  Edward  Ghrey,  bt. 

MORPETH  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Burt. 


Northumberland — amt, 

NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE  BOROUGH. 

Eight  Hon.  John  Morley. 
James  Craig. 

TTNEMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
Eichard  Sims  Donkin. 

NOTTINGHAM. 

Bassbtlaw  Division,^ 
William  Beckett. 

Newark  Division, 
Viscount  Newai^k. 

EusHOUFFB  Division, 
John  Edward  Ellis. 

Mansfield  Division, 
Cecil  George  Savile  Foljambe. 

NOTTINGHAM  BOROUGH. 

West  Dkuum, 
Henry  Broadhnrst. 

East  IHvmanj 
Arnold  Morley. 

South  Divmofiy 
Henry  Smith  Wright. 

OXPOED. 
Northern,  or  Banburt  Division, 
Sir  Bemhard  Samuelson,  bt. 

Mid,  or  Woodstock  Division, 
Francis  William  Maclean. 

Southern,  or  Henley  Division 
Hon.  Francis  Parker. 

OXFORD  UNIVERSITY. 

Et.  Hon.  Sir  John   Eobert   Mowbray, 

bt.,  D.C.L. 
John  Gilbert  Talbot,  D.C.L. 

OXFORD  BOROUGH. 
Alexander  William  Hall. 


EUTLAND. 
George  Henry  Finch. 


SALOP. 

Western,  or  Oswestry  Division, 
Stanley  Leighton. 

Northern,  or  Newport  Division, 
Col.  William  Slaney  Kenyon-Slaney. 

Mid,  or  Wellinoton  Division, 
Alexander  Hargrai^ves  Browu. 
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Southern,  or  Ludlow  Divibiow, 
Bobert  Jasper  More. 

SHREWSBURY   BOROUGH. 
James  Watson. 


SOMERSET. 

Northern  Division, 
Evan  Henfy  LleweUyn. 

Wells  Division, 
Colonel  Sir  Hichard  Homer  Paget,  bt. 

Feomb  Division, 
Viscount  Weymouth 

Eastern  Division, 
Henry  Hobhouse. 

Southern  Division, 
Eight  Hon.  Earl  of  Oavan. 

Bridowatee  Division, 
Edward  James  Stanley. 

Western,  or  Wellington  Division, 
Charles  Isaac  Elton. 

BATH  BOROUGH. 

Edmond  Robert  Wodehouse, 
Col.  Robert  Peter  Laurie,  O.B. 

TAUNTON  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Alfred  Percy  Allsopp. 

STAFFORD. 

Leek  Division, 

Barry  Tichborne  Davenport. 

Burton  Division, 
Sydney  Evershed. 

Western  Division, 

Hamar  Alfred  Bass. 

North- Western  Division, 

Justinian    Heathcote    Edwards-Heath- 
cote. 

Lichfield  Division, 

Sir  John  Swinburne,  bt. 

KiNGSWINFORD   DIVISION, 

Alexander  Staveley  Hill. 

Handsworth  Division, 
Henry  Wiggin. 

HANLEY  BOROUGH. 

WiUiam  WoodaU. 

NEWCASTLE-UNDER-LYME  BOROUGH. 
Douglas  Harry  Coghill. 


{COMMONS,  1890}  Hemhen. 
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STAFFORD  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Salt. 

STOKE-UPON-TRENT  BOROUGH. 
William  Leatham  Bright. 

WALSALL  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Charles  Forster,  bt. 

WEDNESBURY  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Philip  James  Stanhope. 

WEST  BROMWICH  BOROUGH. 
James  Ernest  Spencer. 

WOLVERHAMPTON  BOROUGH. 

West  Divuion, 

Sir  William  Chichele  Plowden,  K.C.S.I. 

East  Dwisiony 
Et.  Hon.  Henry  Hartley  Fowler. 

South  Division^ 
Bt.  Hon.  Charles  Pelham  Yilliers. 


SUFFOLK. 

Northern,  or  Lowestoft  Division, 
Sir  Savile  Brinton  Crossley,  bt. 

North-Eastern,  or  Eye  Division, 
Francis  Seymour  Stevenson. 

North- Western,  or  Stowmarket 
Division, 
Edward  Greene. 

South,  or  Sudbury  Division, 
William  Cuthbert  Quilter. 

South-Eastbrn,  or  Woodbridge 
Division, 

Col.    Eobert     Hamilton    Lloyd     An- 
struther. 

BURY  ST.  EDMUNDS  BOROUGH. 
Lord  Francis  Hervey. 

IPSWICH  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Charles  Dalrymple,  bt. 
Lord  Elcho. 


SUEEEY. 

North- Western,  or  Chertsey 
Division, 

Frederick  Alers  Hankey. 

South- Western,  or  Guilford  Division, 

Hon.     William     St.    John    Fremantle 
Brodrick. 

South-Eastern,  or  Eeigate  Division, 
Sir  James  John  Trevor  Lawrence,  bt. 
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Mid,  or  Epsom  Division, 
Rt.  Hon.  George  Oubitt. 

Kingston  Division, 
Sir  John  Whittaker  Ellis,  bt. 

Nobth-Eastbrn,  or  Wimblkdon 
Division, 

Henry  Oosmo  Orme  Bonsor. 

BATTERSEA  and    CLAPHAM    BOROUGH. 

B otter »ea  Division. 
Octavius  Yaughan  Morgan. 

Clapham  Diviiion, 
John  Saunders  Gilliat. 

CAMBERWELL  BOROUGH. 
North  Division, 
John  Richards  Kelly. 

Peckham  Division ^ 
Arthur  Anthony  Baumann. 

Duhoich  Division. 
John  Blundell  Maple. 

CROYDON  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Sidney  Herbert. 

LAMBETH  BOROUGH. 
North  Division^ 
Lieut. -Gen.  Charles  Orawfurd  Eraser, 
V.C,  O.B. 

Kennington  Division, 
Mark  Hanbury  Beaufoy. 

Brixton  Division, 
Marquess  of  Oarmarthen 

Norwood  Division, 
Thomas  Lynn  Bristowe. 

NEWINGTON  BOROUGH. 
West  iJivision, 
Charles  Wall wyn  Radclifife  Cooke. 

Walworth  Division, 
Lewis  Henry  Isaacs. 

SOUTHWARK   BOROUGH. 

West  Division, 
Richard  Knight  Causton. 

Rotherhithe  Division, 
Colonel  Charles  Edward  Hamilton. 

Bermondsey  Division, 
Alfred  Lafone. 

WANDSWORTH  BOROUGH. 

Henry  Kimber. 


SUSSEX. 

North- Western,  or  Hobsham  Division, 
Colonel  Sir  Walter  Barttelot  Barttelot, 
bt.,  C.B. 

South- Western,  or  Chichester 
Division, 
Lord  WaUer  C.  Gordon  Lennox. 

Northern,  or  East  Grinstead  Division, 
Hon.  Alfred  Erskine  Gathorne- Hardy. 

Mid,  or  Lewes  Division, 
Sir  Henry  Fletcher,  bt. 

Southern,  or  Eastbourne  Division, 
Admiral  Edward  Field. 

Eastern,  or  Rye  Division, 
Arthur  Montagu  Brookfield. 

BRIGHTON  BOKOUGll. 

Rt.  Hon.  Sir  William  Thackeray  Mar- 
riott, kt. 
Gerald  W.  E.  Loder. 

HASTINGS  BOROUGH. 
Wilson  Noble. 


WARWICK. 

Northern,  or  Tamworth  Division, 
Philip  Albert  Muntz. 

North-Eastbrn,  or  Nuneaton  Division, 
John  Stratford  Dugdale. 

South- Western,  or  Stratford-on- 
AvoN  Division, 
Frederick  Townsend. 

South-Eastern,  or  Rugby  Division, 
Henry  Peyton  Cobb. 

ASTON  MANOR  BOROUGH. 
George  Kynoch. 

BIRMINGHAM  BOROUGH. 

Edghaston  Division, 

George  Dixon. 

West  Division, 
Rt.  Hon.  Joseph  Chamberlain. 

Central  Division. 
John  Albert  Bright. 

North  Division, 
William  Kenriok. 

East  Division, 
Right  Hon.  Henry  Matthews. 

Bordesley  Division, 
Jesse  Collin gs. 

South  Division^ 
Joseph  Powell  Williams, 
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COVENTRY  BOROUGH. 
William  Henry  Walter  Ballantine. 

WARWICK  AND  LEAMINGTON  BOROUGH, 
Rt.  Hon.  Arthur  Wellesley  Peel. 

WESTMOEELAND. 

NOETHEKN,  or  ApPLEBY  DIVISION, 

Hon.  William  Lowther. 

Southern,  or  Kendal  Division, 
Earl  of  Bective. 


WILTS. 

Nobthern,  or  Obioklade  Division, 
Mervyn  Herbert  Nevil  Story-Maskelyne. 

North-Wbstebn,  or  Chippenham 
Division, 

Lord  Henry  Bruce. 

Western,  or  Westbuby  Division, 
George  Pargiter  Fuller. 

Eastebn,  or  Devizes  Division, 
Walter  Hume  Long. 

Southbbn,  or  Wilton  Division, 
Sir  Thomas  Eraser  Grove,  bt. 

SALISBURY  BOROUGH. 
Edward  Henry  Hulse. 

WORCESTER. 
Westbbn,  or  Bewdley  Division, 

Sir    Edmund    Anthony    Harley   Lech- 
mere,  bt. 

Southern,  or  Evesham  Division, 
Sir  Richard  Temple,  bt.,  G.C.S.I. 

Mn),  or  Dboitwioh  Division. 
John  Corbett. 

NoRTHEBN  Division, 
Benjamin  Hingley. 

Eastebn  Division, 
George  Woodyatt  Hastings. 

DUDLEY  BOROUGH. 
Brooke  Robinson. 

KmDERMINSTER  BOROUGH. 
Augustus  Frederick  Godson. 

WORCESTER  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  George  Higginson  Allsopp. 


YORK. 

Norfh  Biding, 
Thibsk  and  Malton  Division, 
Colonel  Hon.  Lewis  Payn  Dawnay. 

Richmond  Division, 
George  William  EUiot. 

Cleveland  Division, 
Henry  FeU  Pease. 

Whitby  Division, 
Ernest  William  Beckett. 

East  Biding, 

HOLDEBNESS  DIVISION, 

Commander    George  Richard  Bethell, 
R.N. 

BucKBOSB  Division, 
Christopher  Sykes. 

HOWDENSHIBB  DIVISION, 

Arthur  Duncombe. 

West  Biding,  Norfhem  Part 
Skipton  Division, 
Walter  Morrison. 

Keiohley  Division, 
Isaac  Holden. 

Shipley  Division, 
Joseph  Craven. 

SowEBBY  Division, 
Edward  Crossley. 

Elland  Division, 
Thomas  Wayman. 

West  Biding,  Southern  Part 
MoRLEY  Division, 

Charles  George  Milnes-Gaskell. 

NOBMANTON  DIVISION, 

Benjamin  Pickard. 

CoLNB  Valley  Division, 
Henry  Frederick  Beaumont. 

HoLMFiBTH  Division, 
Henry  Joseph  Wilson. 

Babnsley  Division, 
Earl  Compton. 

Hallamshibe  Division, 
Sir  Frederick  Thorpe  Mappin,  bt. 

ROTHEBHAM  DIVISION, 

Arthur  Herbert  Dyke  Acland. 

DoNOASTEB  Division, 
Hon.  W.  Henry  W.  Fitzwilliam, 
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West  Riding:,  Eastern  Part, 
RiPON  Division, 
John  Lloyd  Wharton. 

Otley  Drvisioir, 
John  Barran. 

Babkston  Ash  Divisiok, 
Colonel  Kobert  Gunter. 

OSGOLDCROSS  DIVISION, 

John  Austin. 

PuDSEY  Division, 
Briggs  Priestley. 

Spen  Valley  Division, 
Joseph  Woodhead. 

BRADFORD  BOROUGH. 
West  Divisiofif 
Alfred  Illing^orth. 

Cmtral  Diviiion^ 
Bight  Hon.  John  George  Shaw  Lefevre. 

EMt  Division^ 
Henry  Byron  Beed. 

DEWSBURT  BOROUGH. 
Mark  Oldroyd. 

HALIFAX  BOROUGH. 

Thomas  Shaw. 

Bt.  Hon.  James  Stansfeld. 

HUDDERSFIELD  BOROUGH. 
William  Summers. 

KINGSTON-UPON-HULL   BOROUGH. 
East  Divisiony 
Frederick  Brent  Grotrian. 

Central  Division^ 
Henry  Seymour  King. 

West  Dmsiany 
Charles  Henry  Wilson. 

LEEDS  BOROUGH. 
North  Division, 
William  Lawies  Jackson. 

Central  Division, 
Gerald  WiUiam  Balfour. 

East  Division, 
John  Lawrence  Gane. 

West  Division, 
Herbert  John  Gladstone. 

South  Division, 
Bt.  Hon.  Sir  Lyon  Playfair,  K.C.B. 

MTODLESBROUGU  BOROUGH. 

Isaac  Wilson. 


{COMMONS,  1890}  Uemhers. 

YoBK — eont, 

PONTEFRACT  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Bowland  Winn. 


SCARBOROUGH  BOROUGH. 
Joshua  Bowntree. 

SHEFFIELD  BOROUGH. 

Attereliffe  Division, 

Hon.  Bernard  John  Seymour  Coleridge. 

Brightside  Division, 
Bt.  Hon.  Anthony  John  Mundella. 

Central  Division, 
Charles  Edward  Howard  Vincent,  O.B. 

Hallam  Division, 
Charles  Beilby  Stuart- Wortley. 

EccUsall  Division, 
Ellis  Ashmead-Bartlett. 

WAKEFIELD  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Edward  Green,  bt. 

YORK  BOROUGH. 

Alfred  Edward  Pease. 
Frank  Lockwood. 


WALES. 


ANGLESEA. 

Thomas  Lewis. 

BBECKNOCK. 

WiUiam  Fuller  Maitland. 

CARDIGAN. 
William  Bowen  Bowlands. 

CABMABTHEN. 

Eastern  Division, 
David  Pugh. 

Western  Division, 
John  Lloyd  Morgan. 

CARMARTHEN  BOROUGH. 

Sir    EmHe    Algernon    Arthur    Keppel 
Stepney-Cowell,  bt. 

CABNABVON. 

SoUTHlfiRN  OB  EmON  DIVISION, 

John  Bryn  Boberts. 

NOBTHEBN  OB  AbFON  DIVISION, 

William  Bathbone. 

CARNARVON  BOROUGH. 
Edmund  Swetenham. 
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DENBIGH. 

Eastern  Divisiok, 
Rt.  Hon.  George  Osborne  Morgan. 

Western  Division, 
Colonel  William  Cornwallis  West. 

DENBIGH  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  George  Thomas  Kenyon. 

FLINT. 

Samuel  Smith. 

FLINT  BOROUGH. 

John  Roberts. 

GLAMORGAN. 

Eastern  Division, 
Alfred  Thomas. 

Rhondda  Division, 
William  Abraham. 

Western  or  Gower  Division, 
David  RandeU. 

Mid  Division, 
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SCOTLAND. 


ABERDEEN. 
Eastern  Division, 
Peter  Esslemont. 

Western  Division, 
Robert  Farquharson,  M.D. 

ABERDEEN  BURGH. 
North  Division, 
William  Alexander  Hunter. 

South  Division, 
James  Bryce. 

ARGYLL. 
Colonel  John  Wingfield  Malcolm. 

AYR. 

Northern  Division, 
Hon.  Hugh  Frederick  Hislop  Elliot. 

Southern  Division, 
Hon.  Ghreville  Richard  Vernon. 


Southern  Division, 
Arthur  John  Williams. 

CARDIFF  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Edward  James  Reed,  K.O.B. 

MERTHYR  TTDVIL  BOROUGH. 
David  Alfred  Thomas. 
Pritchard  Morgan. 

SWANSEA  BOROUGH. 
Swansea  Town, 
Lewis  Llewellyn  DiUwyn. 

Swansea  Distriet, 
Sir  Henry  Hussey  Vivian,  bt. 

MERIONETH. 
Thomas  Edward  Ellis. 

MONTGOMERY. 
Stuart  Rendel. 

MONTGOMERY  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Frederick  Stephen  Archibald  Han- 
bury-Tracy. 

PEMBROKE. 
William  Davies. 

PEMBROKE  AND  HAVERFORDWEST 
BOROUGH. 

Adm.  Richard  Charles  Mayne,  O.B. 

RADNOR. 
Hon.  Arthur  Henry  Jobr  Walsh. 


AYR  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
John  Sinclair. 

KILMARNOCK  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Stephen  Williamson. 

BANFF. 
Robert  William  Duff. 

BERWICK. 
Right  Hon.  Edward  Marjoribanks. 

BTJTE. 

Right  Hon.  James  Patrick  Bannerman 
Robertson. 

CAITHNESS. 
Gavin  Brown  Clark. 

WICK  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 

John  Macdonald  Cameron. 

CLACKMANNAN    AND   KINROSS. 
Rt.  Hon.  John  Blair  Balfour. 

DUMBARTON. 
Sir  Archibald  Orr  Ewing,  bt. 

DUMFRIES. 
Sir  Robert  Jardine,  bt. 

DUMFRIES  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Robert  Threshie  Reid. 

EDINBURGH  (Mid  Lothian). 
Rt.  Hon.  William  Ewart  Gladstone. 
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EDINBURGH  BURGH. 

JSast  Ditision, 
Bobert  Wallace. 

JFest  IHvision, 
Thomas  Rybum  Buchanan. 

Central  Divmanf 
William  McEwan. 

South  Dwision, 
Rt.  Hon.  Hugh  Culling  Eardley  Childers. 

EDINBURGH    and    ST.    ANDREW'S    UNI- 
VERSITIES. 

Moir  T.  Stormonth  Darling. 

LEITH  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Ronal  Crawfurd  Munro  Ferguson. 

ELGIN  AND  NAIRN. 
John  Seymour  Keay. 

ELGIN  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Alexander  Asher. 

FIFE. 

Eastern  Ditision, 
Herbert  Henry  Asquith. 

Western  Division, 
Augustine  BirreU. 

KIRKCALDY  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Sir  George  Campbell,  kt.,  K.G.8.I. 

ST.  ANDREW'S   DISTRICT    OF    BURGHS. 
Henry  Torrens  Anstruther. 

FORFAR. 
James  William  Barclay. 

DUNDEE  BURGH. 
Edmund  Robertson, 
John  Leng. 

MONTROSE  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
John  Shiress  Will. 

HADDINGTON. 
Richard  Burdon  Haldane. 

INVERNESS. 
Charles  Fraser-Mackintosh. 

INVERNESS  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Robert  Bannatyne  Finlay. 

KINCARDINE. 
General  Sir  George  Balfour,  K.C.B. 
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KIRKCUDBRIGHT. 
Mark  John  Stewart. 


LANARK. 

Qt)VAN  Division, 
John  Wilson. 

Pabtick  Ditision, 

North- Western  Division, 
Robert  Bontine  Cuninghame  Graham. 

North-Eastern  Division, 
Donald  Crawford. 

Mid  Division, 
John  Wynford  Philipps. 

Southern  Division, 
James  Henry  Cecil  Hozier. 

GLASGOW  BURGH. 

Bridgeton  Division, 

Rt.  Hon.  Sir  George  Otto  Trevelyan,  bt. 

Camlachiif  Diviftimi, 
Hugh  Watt. 

8t,  Rollox  Division ^ 
James  Caldwell. 

Central  Division^ 
John  George  Alexander  Baird. 

College  Division, 
Charles  Cameron,  M.D.,  LL.D. 

Tradeston  Division, 
Archibald  Cameron  Corbett. 

Blackfiriars  and  Hutchesontown  Division^ 
Andrew  Dry  burgh  Provand. 

GLASGOWahd  ABERDEEN  UNIVERSITIE 

James  Alexander  Campbell,  LL.D. 

LINLITHGOW. 
Peter  McLagan. 

ORKNEY  AND  SHETLAND. 
Leonard  Lyell. 

PEEBLES  AND  SELKIRK 
Walter  Thorbum. 

PERTH. 
Eastern  Division, 
Sir  John  George  Smyth  Kinloch,  bt. 

Western  Division, 

Sir  Donald  Currie,  K.C.M.G. 

PERTH  BURGH. 
Charles  Stuart  Parker. 

[  ''  ] 
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RENFREW. 
Eastern  Diyision, 
ICichael  Hugh  Shaw  Stewart. 

Wbstebn  Division, 
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HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES. 

IN    THE 

Fifth    Session  of   the    Twenty-Fourth   Parliament  of   thk 
United    Kingdom    of      Great    Britain    and     Ireland, 

APPOINTED    to    meet    5    AUGUST,      1886,     IN     THE     FIFTIETH 

Year  of  the  Reign  of 

HEK   MAJESTY    QUEEN    VICTOEIA, 


FIRST    VOLUME    OF    SESSION    1890. 


HOUSE      OF      LORDS, 
Tuesday,  11th  February,  ISOO, 


THE  PARLIAMENT,  which  liad  been 
Prorogued  successively  from  Friday, 
the  30th  day  of  August,  1889,  to 
Saturday,    the  16th  day  of    November, 

1889,  thence    to    the     11th    February, 

1890,  met  this  day  for  the  despatch  of 
Public  Business. 

The  Session  was  o{)ened  by  Commis- 
sion. 

The  House  of  Pkkrs  being  met, 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  acquain- 
ted the  House, 

*'  That  Her  Majeuty,  not  thinking  it  fit  to  be 
l>ersonally  present  here  this  day,  h:w  been 
pleased  to  cause  a  Commission  to  be  issued 
under  the  Great  Seal,  in  order  to  the  opening 
and  holding  of  this  Parliament." 

Then  Five  of  the  LORDS  COMMIS- 
SIONERS —  namely,  the    Lord    Chan- 

VOL.   CCCXLI.         [THIP.D    SKRIES.] 


CKLLOR,  the  Earl  of  Mount-Edck. umbe,  the 
Karl  of  Limerick,  Viscount  Cross,  and 
Lord  Knutsford— being  in  their  robes, 
and  seated  on  a  form  placed  between  the 
Throne  and  the  Woolsack,  commanded 
the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod 
to  let  the  Commons  know  "The  Lords 
Commissioners  desire  their  immediate 
I  attendance  in  this  House  to  hear  the 
Commission  read.' 


» 


Who  being  at  the  Bar,  with  their 
Speaker  : — The  Commission  was  i-ead  by 
the  Clerk  :— Then 

THE    QUEEN'S    SPEECH. 

The  LOPD  CHANCELLOR  delivered 
Her  Majesty's  Most  Gracious  Speech 
to  both  Houses  of  Parliament  as 
follows  : — 

"  ^fy  Lords  and  Gentlemen, 
"  My  relations  with  other  Powers  con- 
tinue to  be  of  a  friendly  character. 

"  An  armed  force  under  a  Portuguese 
officer  yyas  dispatched  during  the  autumn 
from  tlie  Colony  of  Mozambique  into  ter- 
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ritory  where  British  settlements  had  been 
formed,  and  where  there  are  native  tribes 
who  have  been  taken  under  my  protec- 
tion. A  collision,  attended  with  blood- 
shed, took  place,  and  acts  were  committed 
incDnsistent  with  the  respect  dne  to  tlie  flag 
of  this  country.  The  Portuguese  Govern- 
ment have  now,  at  my  request,  promised 
to  withdraw  their  military  forces  from 
the  territory  in  question. 

"  A  Conference  of  the  Powers  interested 
in  the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade  has 
"been  convoked  at  Brussels  by  the  King  of 
the  Belgians.  I  earnestly  hope  that  the 
results  of  its  'deliberations  will  advance 
the  great  cause  for  which  it  is  assembled. 

"  A  Commercial  Convention  has  been 
concluded  with  the  Khedive  of  Egypt, 
and  a  Provisional  Arrangement  for  the 
adjustment  of  pressing  fiscal  questions 
has  been  made  with  the  Government  of 
Bulgaria. 

**  Papers  on  all  these  questions  will  lie 
presented  to  you. 

"The  Convention  concluded  by  me 
with  the  Emperor  of  Germany  and  tlie 
Republic  of  the  United  States  with 
respect  to  the  Government  of  Samoa 
will  be  laid  before  you,  together  with 
the  Protocols  of  the  Conference ;  as  also 
a.  Treaty  which  has  been  concluded  witli 
the  United  States  for  amending  the  Law 
of  Extradition  between  the  two  countries. 
The  latter  instrument  still  awaits  the 
ratification  of  the  Senate. 

"The  disordered  condition  of  Swazi- 
land having  rendered  it  necessary  to 
imake  provision  for  the  better  goyem- 
ment  of  that  territory,  the  independence 
of  which  wan  rec(^nised  by  the  Conven- 
tion of  London,  I  hiave,  acting  in  con- 
junction with  the  President  of  the  South 
African  Republic,  sent  a  Commissioner 
to  learn  the  views  of  the  Swazis  and 
of  the  white  settlers. 

"  I  shall  await  with  lively  interest  the 
result  of  the  Conference  now  being  held 
to  discuss  the  important  question  of  the 


federation  of  the  Austi'alian  Colonics. 
Any  well-considered  measure  w^hich,  by 
bringing  these  gi'eat  Colonies  into  closer 
union,  will  increa.se  their  welfare  and 
strength,  will  receive  my  favourable 
consideration. 

"  Gentlemen  of  the  JJoHse  tpf  Cominoiuf, 

"The  estimates  of  the  year  for  defray- 
ing the  cost  of  tlie  Government  of  the 
country  will  be  laid  before  you.  Thej' 
have  been  drawn  with  a  due  regard  to 
economy  and  to  the  necessities  of  the 
public  service. 

"  J/y  LordA  and  (iputhmen, 

"The  continued  improvement , in  the 
state  of  Ireland,  and  the  further  diminu- 
tion in  the  amount  of  agrarian  crime,  have 
made  it  possible  very  largely  to  ixjstrict 
the  area  in  which  it  is  necessary  to  deal 
with  certain  ofFenccs  by  summary  process. 
Proposals  for  increasing  under  due  finan- 
cial precaution  the  number  of  occupying 
owners ;  for  extending  to  Ireland  the 
principles  of  local  self-government  which 
have  already  lieen  adopted  in  England 
and  Scotland,  so  far  as  they  are  applicable 
to  that  country  ;  and  for  improving  the 
material  well-being  of  the  population  in 
the  poorer  districts,  will  Ix)  submitted  to 
you. 

"  A  Bill  for  facilitating  and  cheapening 
the  transfer  of  land  in  England  will  be 
again  presented  to  you. 

"  Provisions  will  be  submitted  to  you 
for  diminishing  the  difiiculty  and  cost 
which  at  present  attend  the  passage  of 
private  legislation  required  for  Scotland. 

"  A  Bill  for  improving  the  procedure 
by  which  tithe  is  now  levied,  and  for 
facilitating  its  redemption,  will  be  laid 
before  you. 

"I  have  apjK)inted  a  Commission  to 
report  upon  the  best  means  of  improving 
the  economic  conditions  which  affect  the 
inhabitants  of  some  parts  of  the  Western 
Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland, 

"  Your  attention  will  be  invited  again 
to  a  Bill  for  ascertaining  the  liability  of 
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employers  in  case  of  accidents,  and  to  a 
measure  for  improving  the  procedure  in 
winding  up  insolvent  Companies  under 
the  Limited  Liability  Acts. 

"  There  will  be  laid  before  you  Bills 
for  the  consolidation  and  amendment  of 
the  Laws  with  respect  to  public  health 
in  the  Metropolis,  and  to  the  dwellings 
of  the  working  classes ;  and  also  a  Bill 
for  the  better  regulation  of  savings 
banks  and  friendly  societies. 

"Your  attention  will  be  directed  to 
the  state  of  the  accommodation  now 
provided  in  camps  and  barracks,  and  you 
will  be  asked  to  make  better  provision 
for  the  distribution  as  well  as  for  the 
health  and  comfort  of  my  troops. 

"I  commend  you  earnestly  in  the 
discharge  of  your  high  responsibility  to 
the  care  and  guidance  of  Almighty  God.'* 

Then  the  Commons  withdrew. 


House  adjourned  during  pleasure. 

House  resumed. 

Prayers. 

ROLL  OP  THE  LORDS. 

Garter  King  of  Arms  attending,  de- 
livered at  the  Table  (in  the  usual 
manner)  a  List  of  the  Lords  Temporal  in 
*he  Fourth  Session  of  the  Twenty-fourth 
Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom  :  The 
same  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

REPRESENTATIVE  PEERS   FOR  SCOT- 
LAND. 

The  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery 
•delivered  a  certificate  that  the  Viscount 
Strathallan  and  the  Lord  Saltoun  had 
been  elected  Representative  Peers  for 
Scotland  in  the  room  of  the  Earl  of  Leven 
and  Melville  and  the  Earl  of  Orkney : 
•Certificate  read. 

SAT  FIRST. 

The  Lord  Addington,  after  the  death 
of  his  father ;  the  Lord  Seaton,  after  the 
•death  of  his  father ;  the  Lord  Teynham, 
.-after  the  death  of  his  father. 

Several  Lords  took  the  Oath. 

SELECT  VESTRIES. 
Bill,  proform^^  read  1*. 


THE  QUEEN'S  SPEECH. 

ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 

MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

The  Queen's  Speech  reported  by  the. 
Lord  Chancellor. 

♦Lord  de  RAMSEY  (who  wore  the 
nniform  of  the  Huntingdonshire  Light 
Horse)  :  My  Lords,  I  rise  to  move  an 
humble  Address  thanking  Her  Majesty 
for  Her  Gracious  Speech.  I  ask  your 
Lordships  to  extend  your  consideration 
and  forbearance,  and  I  know  I  shall  not 
ask  in  vain,  to  one  who  addresses  you 
for  the  first  time,  and  especially  on  an 
occasion  like  this.  I  shall  endeavour 
concisely  and  clearly,  if  possible,  to  pre- 
sent my  own  views  to  your  Lordships 
freely,  and  I  will  endeavour  at  the  same 
time  to  avoid  encroaching  too  far  on  what 
may  be  called  hotly-disputed  ground. 
Your  Lordships  have  been  told  that  the 
relations  of  this  country  with  Foieign 
Powers  continue  to  be  of  a  friendly  charac- 
ter. The  two  Conferences,  three  Conven- 
tions, and  two  Commissions  mentioned  in* 
Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech  I  think 
are  proof  of  the  peaceful  means  which 
are  being  employed  by  the  Government 
in  their  endeavours  to  arrange  and  to 
settle  the  difficulties  and  troubles  of  this 
great  Empire.  With  all  Europe  bristling 
with  arms — with  myriads  of  armed  men  all 
over  the  Continent,  our  Unionist  Govern- 
ment which  has  now  been  going  on  for 
nearly  four  years  has  certainly  held  an 
even  course,  and  has  kept  the  Union  Jack 
in  the  van  of  civilisation,  of  humanity, 
and  of  peace.  A  cloud  has,  however^ 
arisen ;  difficulties  have  occurred  with 
our  old  friend,  our  old  ally — the  coun- 
try of  Portugal.  In  that  country  a  new 
Government  has  replaced  the  old  one. 
A  new  Minister  either  has  arrived  or 
is  on  the  point  of  arriving  on  theses 
shores,  and  I  think  we  have  every 
reason  to  hope  and  to  believe  that  the 
difficulty  which  has  arisen  will  l)e 
shortly  settled,  and  settled  to  the 
mutual  satisfaction  of  the  two  countries. 
We  have,  I  hope,  every  reason  to 
believe  that  the  Portuguese  Government 
will  admit  the  justice  of  the  claim  that 
has  been  put  before  them  ;  and  I  am 
sure  your  Lordships  will  allow  that  at 
any  rate  in  a  matter  like  this  which  has 
arisen  between  a  great  Power  and  a 
small  one,  immense  tact  has  been  shown 
on  the  part  of  our  Foreign  Minister  in 
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dealing  with  this  difficulty.  I  think, 
my  Lords,  we  need  take  but  little  notice 
of  the  ebullitions  of  feeling  that  have 
taken  place  in  Oporto,  Lisbon,  and 
other  parts  of  Portugal.  It  would 
ill  become  us  as  a  countiy  to 
pay  too  much  attention  to  the  spiteful 
remarks  which  have  been  uttered.  Por- 
tugal must  remember  what  we  have 
done  for  her  in  the  past,  and  Portugal 
must  know  that  we  should  not  for  an 
instant  think  of  doing  anything  that 
would  do  her  harm.  Portugal  must  also 
know  that  there  is  a  line  to  be  dra^-n, 
and  that  we,  knowing  the  justice  of  our 
cause,  insist  niion  the  witlidrawal  of  her 
troops  from  the  disputed  territory.  A 
double  error  has  been  committed  ;  terri- 
tory in  which  British  settlements  had 
been  formed,  was  invaded,  and  native 
tribes  that  were  under  our  protection 
were  attacked.  We  re'ad  of  Greater 
Britain,  we  hear  and  see  efforts,  most 
laudable  efforts,  being  made  for  bringing 
to  a  head  the  scheme  of  Imperial  Federa- 
tion. I  hope  that  we  sliall  see  and  hear 
more  of  these  efforts.  But,  my  Lords, 
what  would  be  the  use  of  any  efforts  in 
that  direction  if,  when  an  occasion  like 
this  Portuguese  difficulty  arises,  we  were 
not  to  show  a  bold  front  to  the  world  and 
to  declare  at  once  tliat  the  territory  is 
ours,  and  that  we  mean  to  hold  on  to  it 
until  we  are  driven  out  of  the  field  ?  I 
think,  my  Lords,  that  it  is  hardly  neces- 
sary for  me  to  pursue  that  subject 
much  further,  but  with  our  enormous 
population — an  ever  increasing  popula- 
tion— a  population  emigi*ating  and 
spreading  itself  all  over  the  globe, 
it  is  an  absolutely  imperative  necessity 
that  they  should  know  that  where  they 
are  legally  employed,  either  in  colonisa- 
tion or  in  trade,  if  they  get  into  diffi- 
culties from  no  fault  of  their  own,  the 
strong  arm  of  the  Mother  Country  is 
i*eady  to  support  them.  Equally  im- 
perative is  it  that  the  native  races  with 
which  we  liave  hfid  so  much  to  do  in  the 
formation  of  this  huge  Empire  should 
know  that  when  they  have  enlisted 
themselves  under  our  protection  they 
shall  not  be  molested,  and  certainly  not 
massacred.  I  cannot  pass  this  subject 
by  altogether  without  once  again  ex- 
pressing my  individual  admiration  at  the 
way  in  which  tliis  intricate  subject  has 
been  treated  by  our  Government.  Then, 
my  Lords,  a  Conference  of  Powers  for 
Lord  De  Ramsey 


the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade,  which,* 
has  been  convoked  by  the  King  of  the- 
Belgians,  will  he  held  at  Brussels. 
It  is,  I  think,  almost  useless  for  this 
country  to  hope  for  a  satisfactory  and 
complete  scheme  for  suppressing  the 
slave  traffic  unless  we  can  induce  onr 
great  neighlx)ur,  the  French  Republic, 
to  allow  us  that  right  of  search  of  vessels, 
which  we  ourselves  allow,  but  which 
she  denies  to  us.  It  is  impossible  wheni 
vessels  are  sailing  under  French  colours, 
and  we  cannot  search  them,  to  stop  the 
traffic  in  slaves :  and  I  most  earnestly 
hope  that  at  tliis  Conference  France 
may  see  tit  to  give  way  on  this  point ;  and 
if  that  l)e  so,  we  may  find  some  better 
means  of  arnving  at  wliat  we  all  desire. 
Tliere  is  no  country  in  the  world  that 
comes  near  us,  certainly  not  in  colonisa- 
tion, and  certainly  not  in  dealing  with 
native  races — there  is  nobody  that  can 
touch  us,  I  believe,  in  our  zeal  to  free 
slaves,  and  I  hope  that  as  we  have  before 
now  left  others  in  the  background  in 
colonisation  and  in  the  knowledge  of 
treating  natives  properly,  no  other  nation 
will  be  able  to  approach  us  in  our  zeal 
to  suppress  this  odious  slave  traffic.  In 
Egy})t  I  hope  again  that  France  may. 
see  fit  to  give  M-ay  on  a  matter  which 
would  largely  assist  in  placing  financial 
affairs  of  Eg}-pt  in  better  order.  It 
is  greatly  to  be  desired  that  the  finances 
of  that  country  which  have  caused  ns 
such  an  amount  of  trouble  should  be 
rapidly  put  on  a  firm  and  proper  basis. 
The  af&iirs  of  that  country,  I  tiiink,  my 
Lords,  I  may  congratulate  this  countrjr 
by  saying  are  improving  very  rapidly  ; 
and  \ev\  lately  we  have  had  the  opinion 
expressed  by  a  distinguished  and  recently 
returned  traveller  that  tile  trade  of  the 
Soudan  may  be  opened  up,  and  if  that  be*, 
so  it  opens,  indeed,  a  happy  vista  for  the 
prosperit}'  of  Egypt ;  and  I  am  convinced 
of  this,  that  if  trade  is  to  be  opened  in  the- 
Soudan  Enghsh  traders  will  not  be  behind. 
My  Lords,  what  I  may  almost  call  the* 
triangular  difficulty  in  Samoa  is  men- 
tioned again  in  this  year's  Gracious  Speech, 
as  it  was  in  last  year  s ;  and  I  do  hope  that 
in  the  course  of  the  present  Session  that 
difficulty  will  be  overcome  to  the  mutual 
satisfacti(m  of  the  three  Powers  concerned. 
I  do  not  propose  to  trespass  upon  your 
Lordships'  time  on  the  all-important  queS" 
tion  of  Ireland  and  Irish  administration. 
The   noble   Earl   who  will    second   tfai& 


•9 


Majesty^ 8  Jfost 


{February  11,  1890} 


Gracious  Speech,  10 


Addi*ess,  from  family  ties  in  connection 
with  land  in  that  country,  is  far  better 
able  to  express  his  opinion  upon  Irish 
matters,  and  to  give,  I  daresay,  a  more 
•detailed  account  of  what  is  going  on  in 
that  country  than  I  can,  and  I  leave  it 
with  confidence  in  his  hands.  But  I 
oannot  pass  away  from  it  Avithout  com- 
plimenting the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
who  sits  below  me  upon  the  extraordinary 
.success  that  has  attended  the  working  of 
the  Act  called  the  Ashbourne  Act.  My 
Ijords,  that  most  difficult  subject  of  Land 
Transfer  will  come  before  Parliament 
this  Session.  Parliament  has  already 
■done  something  to  facilitate  the  sale  of 
land,  but  I  am  bound  to  say  that  it  has 
dismally  failed  in  cheapening  it.  If 
some  measure  could  be  introduced  and 
carried  which  would  effect  the  object 
that  I  know  many  have  at  heart,  namely, 
making  easy  the  sale  and  purchase  of 
small  pieces  of  land,  it  would  be  of  tlie 
very  highest  advantage  to  tliose  in  rural 
•districts ;  and  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  solicitors  would  find  that  if  they 
would  agree  to  a  reduction  df  the  scale 
of  fees  which  are  so  high  on  the  sale  and 
purchase  of  small  properties,  they  would 
by  the  increased  business  that  would  be 
brought  to  them  amply  recoup  themselves 
for  the  reduction  of  that  scale  of  fees. 
My  Lords,  I  now  come  to  what  I  think 
18  one  of  the  most  pressing,  one  of  the  most 
important  subjects  that  affects  us  in  this 
country  at  the  present  time — a  matter 
which  I  make  bold  to  press  upon  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  It  is  a  matter  of 
the  vastest  importance  both  for  the  peace 
and  goodwill  of  all  men — and  that  is  the 
settlement  of  the  Tithes  Question.  I  hope, 
and  I  feel  convinced  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  press  this  matter  for- 
'ward.  For  my  own  part,  I  shall  be  glad 
to  see  a  strong  Bill  brought  in  somewhat 
on  thelmsis  of  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act 
of  1836.  Most  certainly  tithe  and  agricul- 
tural prices  have  gone  down  together 
with  a  run.  The  clergy  in  many  parts 
are  dreadfully  distressed.  The  Welsh 
clergy  have  been  greatly  reviled  and 
rabused  with  no  reason  whatever,  because 
they  have  endeavoured  to  gain  what  is 
■lawfully  and  legally  their  own.  The 
poor  clergy,  not  only  in  Wales  but  else- 
where, have  in  many  cases  suffered  the 
pangs  of  hunger  because  in  some  places 
-if  the  dishonesty  of  the  tenant,  and  in 
Uflome  places  of  his  inability   to   pay  the 


tithe.  That  lias  been  the  root  of  the 
difficulty  in  connection  with  the  tithes. 
My  Lords,  any  measure  that  will  reduce 
the  friction  which  is  now  existing  in 
regard  to  the  collection  of  tithe,  and  any 
measure  that  will  give  us  a  fair  redemp- 
tion of  tithe  would  be  most  satisfactory 
to  all  concerned.  Parliament  has  already 
passed  a  Bill  for  the  sale  of  glebe  lands. 
I  wish  T  could  see  that  Act  more  used 
and  more  brought  into  force,  for  it  is  a 
dreadful  state  of  things  to  see  a  clergyman 
with  no  capital  and  with  sometimes  from 
150  to  200  acres  of  heavy  land,  and  a 
large  family;  and  that  heavy  land,  his 
glebe,  being  his  only  means  of  sub- 
sistence. Prompt  attention  to  this 
matter  I  have  no  doubt  we  shall  get. 
I  believe  that  every  right-minded  man 
in  this  country  would  like  to  see  that 
question  settled,  and  I  lielieve  that  those 
who  do  not  are  only  those  who  would 
like  to  see  the  settlement  of  it  delayed 
and  deferred  either  from  a  wish  to  use  it 
for  the  purpose  of  political  agitation,  or 
to  the  harm  and  destruction  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  England.  I  have  had 
the  honour  for  many  years  of  weal- 
ing Her  Majesty's  uniform,  and  as  a 
soldier  I  must  express  my  pleasure  at 
seeing  that  at  the  close  of  the  Speech 
Her  Majesty's  Government  announce 
their  intention  of  at  once  setting  about 
housing  our  troops  and  providing  them 
with  proper  and  fitting  accommodation. 
Public  opinion  on  this  matter  has  risen 
to  a  point  now  when  it  would  not  be  well 
to  delay  that  matter,  and  I  am  sure  this 
country  will  grant  ungrudgingly  what- 
ever sums  in  reason  Her  Majesty's 
Government  may  require,  so  that  no 
longer  will  our  gallant  soldiers  be  seen 
lodged  in  what  I  may  call  nothing  but 
nurseries  of  typhoid.  Our  soldiers  rarely, 
I  may  almost  say  never,  grumble,  but 
your  Lordships  will  agree  that  it  is  not 
only  wrong  but  it  is  false  economy  not  to 
house  them  properly  and  treat  them  well. 
My  Lords,  in  conclusion,  you  will  allow 
me  to  congratulate  the  Unionist  Party  on 
the  prospects  that  are  now  before  us.  I 
think  that  the  general  aspect  of  affairs  is 
decidedly  re-assuring.  There  is  a  very 
decided  revival  of  Trade  :  1  \vish  I  could 
say  the  same  of  Agi'iculture.  I  hope  the 
revival  of  trade  will  not  be  delayed  and 
retarded,  aye,  and  perhaps  trade  half 
ruined  in  the  Port  of  London,  by  any  in- 
creased struggles    between    labour    and 
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capital.  I  do  trust  that  the  labourii 
classes  will  realise  the  fact  that  as  loi 
as  their  demands  are  just  and  i 
forward  in  a  proper  way  they  hav 
reasonable  chance  of  being  attended  to. 
When  their  demauda  are  just  and 
reasonable  the  labouring  classes  carry 
public  opinion  and  public  ej-mpatliy 
with  them ;  but  once  thej-  go  outside 
that,  it  reverses  the  ease,  and  they  achieve 
a  result  which  is  au  atoolutely  fatal  one 
to  them,  that  is,  they  compel  capital  to 
coalesce  with  capital,  and  there  is  thus 
a  war  between  Capital  and  Labour.  My 
Lords,  I  do,  if  any  words  of  mine  should 
be  read  by  the  labouring  classes  of  this 
country,  urge  upon  tbem  most  strenuously 
to  think  awhile  and  be  very  careful 
tefore  they  place  their  trust  in  men, 
many  of  whom  I  am  sorry  to  say  take  a 
prominent  position  solely  for  the  sake  of 
f^grandisement.  If  the  labouring  classes 
would  only  think  that  by  entrusting  their 
fortunes  to  adventurers  tiiey  were,  in- 
stead of  bettering  their  lot,  only  leading 
their  wives  and  children  to  the  verge  of 
starvation,  they  would  pause  and  ponder 
before  throwing  over  regular  employment 
and  regular  wages  all  the  year  round 
for  the  very  doubtful  blessing  of  a  strike. 
But,  my  Lords,  ou  the  other  side,  I  thinli 
we  have  a  right  to  insist  on  freedom  oC 
contract  as  the  main  basia  on  which  wt; 
must  act,  and  then  these  matters  will 
cure  themselves.  Every  difficulty  of  this 
sort  must  be  grappled  with  in  strictly 
legal  fashion,  and  we  must  have  no  illega] 
picketing,  no  illegal  boycotting,  but  wf 
must  have  the  strong  arm  of  the  law  to 
shelter  capital  as  well  as  labour.  I  beg 
to  tliank  your  Ijordships  moat  cordialij.- 
for  your  attention,  and  for  the  very  great 
kindness  you  luive  shown  to  me.  I  trust 
I  have  not  wearied  j-ou,  and  mj-  firet 
speech  in  this  House  I  shall  ever  remem- 
ter  with  the  greatest  pleasui-e.  I  Ix^  fe) 
move  the  Address. 

Moved,  "That  aii  humble  Addi-css  bf 
presented  to  Her  Majesty,  as  followeth  ;— 
Most  Oiacioua  SovereigD, 

We,  Your  Majesty'^  moat  dutiful  and  loyal 
Subjects,  the  Lordd  Spiritual  and  Temporal  in 
FarliameDt  uxemNed,  beg  leave  to  offer  our 
humble  thanks  to  Your  Majesty  for  the  GraciouFi 
Speech  which  your  Maject)'  ha^  addreued  to 
both  Houaes  of  Parliament ; 

We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  tliii 
infoTniatioQ  that  Your  Majesty's  relations  with 
Lord  de  Banmey 
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ither  Powers  continue  to    be   of   a  friendly 

character; 

We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  infomung  mi' 
that  an  armed  force  nuder  a,  Portuguese  Of&cer 
was  dispatched  during  the  autumu  from  the' 
C'alOQf  of  Mozambique  into  territory  wher» 
British  Settlements  had  been  formed,  and  where 
there  are  Native  tribe*  who  have  been  taken 
under  Your  Majesty's  protection ;  and  that  a 
uoUisioD,  attended  vith  bloodshed,  took  plaoe  ; 
that  acts  were  committed  incomtUtent  with  th» 
reiiiiect  due  to  the  Qag  of  this  Coontry;  and 
that  the  Portugueue  Oovemment  have  now,  at 
Your  Majesty's  request,  promised  to  withdiair 
their   military  forces   from   the  territory   in 


We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing us  that  a  Conference  of  the  Powers  ia- 
tereeted  in  the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade 
has  been  convoked  at  Brussels  by  the  King  of 
the  Belgians,  and  that  Your  Majesty  eaTuestly 
hopes  that  the  results  of  its  detibentions  will 
[idvance  the  gt«at  cause  for  which  it  ii  as- 
sembled ; 

We  thank  your  Majesty  for  the  information 
that  a  CommerciRl  Convention  has  beeu  con- 
cluded with  the  Khedive  of  Egypt,  and  that  a 
Provisional  Arrangement  for  the  adjostment  of 
ptessing  fiscal  questions  ium  been  made  wittk  the 
Uovemment  of  Bulgaria ;  that  Papers  on  all 
these  questioiia  will  be  presented  to  db  : 

We  learn  with  satiBfaotion  that  the  Conven- 
tion concladed  by  Your  Majesty  with  tha 
Emperor  of  Qermony  and  the  Bepublic  of  the 
United  States  with  respect  to  the  Ooveroment 
of  Samoa  will  be  laid  before  us,  together  wiQi 
the  Protocols  of  the  Conference ;  as  also  a 
Treaty  which  has  been  concluded  by  Your 
Majesty  with  the  United  States  for  amending 
the  Law  of  Extradition  between  the  two 
Countries,  the  latter  instrument  still  awaiting 
the  ratification  of  the  Senate : 

We  thank  Your  Mi^jesty  for  infoTming  u» 
that  the  disordered  condition  of  Swaziland 
having  rendered  it  necessary  to  make  provimon 
for  the  better  government  of  that  territory, 
the  independence  of  which  was  reoogniaed  by 
the  Convention  of  London,  Your  Majesty  has, 
actjog  in  conjunction  with  the  President  of  the 
South  African  Bepublic.  sent  a  Commissioner 
to  leum  the  views  of  the  Swazis  and  of  the 
white  settlers : 

We  thank  Your  Miyesty  for  the  informa- 
tion that  your  Hujesty  awaits  with  lively  in- 
terest the  result  of  the  Conference  now  being 
held  to  discuss  the  important  question  of  the 
federation  of  the  Australian  Colonies,  and  tha4 
any  w^  considered  measure  which,  by  bringiqy 
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Uusa  great  Colonies  into  cloaer  uoioD,  will 
increase  their  walfure  and  stren^h,  will  receive 
Your  Uajesty'H  bivoumble  con^deration : 

We  leamwith  sutbiFHction  that  the  continued 
imprDT«mant  in  the  Htute  oC  Ireland,  and  fbt 
furtlier  diminutioa  in  the  amount  of  agrarian 
crime,  have  made  it  potuible  very  largely  to 
reHtriut  the  Hisa  to  which  it  is  neceaiiury  to  deal 
with  certain  oSeacta  hy  Kummary  i)rocesii ;  that 
proposals  for  iocreaHing  under  due  fjoancial 
precaution  the  number  oF  occupj-iog  owaeis; 
for  eztending'  to  Ireland  the  principUa  of  local 
self-gOTemment  which  have  already  heeri 
adopted  ia  Engluad  and  Scotland,  80  tw  k.^. 
they  are  applicable  to  that  Coiiotry  ;  and  for 
impTorins  tlio  material  well-being  of  tbc- 
population  in  the  poorer  didtricta,  will  bb 
Hubmitted  to  ua  : 

We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  ut 
that  a  Bill  for  focilitatiog  uod  cheaiieoing  the 
truiuter  of  Und  in  Eogland  will  be  again  pre- 
sented to  us;  and  that  proTisions  will  be 
Bubmitted  to  us  for  diminishing  the  dil]icult> 
and  coat  which  ut  present  attend  the  jiassage  of 
Private  Legislation  required  for  SootUnd ; 

We  thank  Your  Majeaty  for  the  information 
that  a  Bill  for  improving  the  procedure  bi, 
which  Tithe  is  now  levied,  and  for  facilitatjog 
its  redemption,  will  be  laid  before  ua : 

We  leam  with  satisfaction  that  Your  Majesty 
has  appointed  a  Cnmmiiision  to  report  upon  the 
beet  means  of  improving  the  economic  con- 
ditions whicli  aSecb  the  inluibitanta  of  some 
parts  of  the  SVestem  Highlands  and  Islands  of 
Scotland: 

We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  our  attention  will  be  invited  again  to  a 
Bill  forascert^ningthe  Liability  of  Employers 
in  case  of  Accidents,  and  to  a  measure  for 
improving  the  procedure  in  winding  itp  ia- 
solTcat  Companies  nndei  the  Limited  Liability 
Acts: 

We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  the  information 
that  there  will  be  laid  before  us  Bills  (or  the 
consolidation  and  amendment  of  the  Laws 
with  respect  to  public  health  in  the  Metropolis, 
And  to  the  Dwelltngs  of  the  Working  (Jlaases ; 
and  also  a  Bill  for  the  better  rugulation  of 
Saving!  Banks  and  Friendly  Societies  : 

We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  [us 
that  onr  attention  will  be  directed  to  the  state 
of  the  accommodation  now  provided  in  Camps 
and  BomKki,  aud  that  we  shall  be  asked  to 
make  better  provision  for  the  distribution  as 
well  as  for  the  health  and  comfort  of  Yonr 
Hiyetty'i  Troopa: 


We  humbly  asaure  Your  Majesty  that  ou' 
oarefut  coosidemtiou  shall  be  gi  en  to  the  , 
subjects  wliich  Your  Majesty  has  recommended 
to  onr  attention,  and  to  the  measures  which  ma}' 
be  submitted  to  us ;  and  we  earnestly  trust  that 
in  regard  to  these  and  all  other  mutters  perteia-i 
iog  to  our  function  the  keeping  aod  guidance  o( 
Almighty  Ood  may  be  vouchsiled  to  us." — 
(Thi  LordSe  Rauuig.) 

The  Eahl  of  STRAUBROKE  (who 
woro  the  uniform  of  the  First  Norfolk 
Volunteer  Artillery)  :  My  Lords,  in  rising- 
to  second  tho  Motion  that  has  been  so 
ftbly  moved  by  the  noble  Lord  near  me, 
I  wonld  cmve  fi-oni  yonr  Lordships  that 
kind  indulgenee  whieh  is  usually  accorded 
to  anyone  addressing  this  augast  Assembly 
for  the  first  time.  The  opening  para- 
graph of  the  Queen's  Speech,  referring 
to  the  peaceful  relations  existing  between 
this  country  and  other  nations,  will,  I 
feel  sure,  be  received  by  your  Lordships 
and  by  the  whole  nation  with  the  greatest 
satisfaction.  Difhculties  have  arisen,  and 
consequent  friction  has  occurred  during 
the  past  few  months  between  this  country 
and  Portugal,  but  owing  to  the  firm  and 
at  the  same  time  just  action  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  those  difficulties 
have  been  removed.  It  might  have  been 
thought  that  the  Government  were  acting 
in  a  somewhat  peremptory  manner,  but 
we  now  know  that  strong  measures 
were  necessary  from  the  fact  that 
on  the  day  previous  to  that  on  which 
Mr.  Pctre  received  the  message  from  the 
Portuguese  foreign  Minister,  stating 
that  Portugdl  would  acquiesce  in  the 
demands  of  England,  the  Governor 
Cieueral  of  Mozambique  published  a. 
notice  in  the  Official  Gazette  that  Portugal 
had  conquered  the  region  of  the  Shir^ 
River,  and  intended  to  administer  that 
district.  I  hope  it  will  not  be  considered 
presumptuous  on  my  part  if  I  add  one 
word  of  congratulation  to  the  noblo 
MarquesH  for  the  way  in  which  he  has 
conducted  these  negotiations.  I  feel  sure 
that  your  Lordships  will  agree  with  me 
tliftt  the  tlianks  of  the  whole  country  are 
due  to,  and  are  most  cordially  accorded  to,, 
the  noble  Marquess  for  the  way  in  which 
all  matters  connected  with  the  Foreign 
OtKco  have  been  managed  since  he  has 
been  at  its  head.  I  very  much  hope  that 
as  an  outcome  of  the  AntiSlavery  Con. 
fereuco  at  Brussels,  France  will  waive 
the  objection  she  has  hitherto  maintained 
to  the  right  of  mutual  search   of   sus- 
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pected  vessels,  and  I  am  sure  that  this 
<»untiy  generally  will  welcome  any  as- 
sistance from  any  Foreign  Power  in  the 
matter  of  suppressing  the  Slave  Trade. 
It  is  a  matter  of  congratulation  that  the 
difficulties  with  regard  to  Samoa,  which 
have  been  so  long  a  bone  of  contention, 
are  approaching  a  satisfactory  termina- 
tion. And  I  think  Her  Majesty^s  Go- 
vernment are  taking  a  most  wise  and  at 
the  same  time  just  course  in  sending  a 
Commissioner  into  Swaziland  to  inquire 
into  the  real  wants  and  requirements  of 
the  natives  and  white  settlers  there  before 
finally  settling  as  to  the  government  of 
that  territory.  My  Lords,  turning  from 
foreign  countries,  we  find  that  success 
has  also  attended  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  here  at  home.  I 
refer  especially  to  the  great  improvement 
in  Ireland.  I  am  glad  to  see  in  one  of  the 
paragraphs  in  the  Speech  that,  owing  to 
the  great  diminution  in  crime,  it  is  con- 
sidsred  possible  to  reduce  the  area  in 
which  it  is  necessary  to  deal  with  certain 
crimes  by  summary  process.  We  all 
wish,  I  am  sure,  that  the  Act  for  the 
prevention  of  crime  in  Ireland  could  be 
repealed  altogether,  but  we  must  bear  in 
mind  that  that  Act  becomes  a  dead  letter 
if  no  crimes  are  committed  of  the  kind 
to  restrain  which  that  Act  was  passed. 
It  was  with  very  great  regret  that  I  read 
in  to-day's  papers  that  a  fresh  outrage 
has  baen  committed  in  County  Clare,  but 
I  hope  we  shall  not  hear  of  many  more 
such  outrages.  I  think  we  must  all 
admit  that  the  improvement  in  Ireland 
is  due  to  the  firm,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
just  action  of  the  Executive  in  Ireland, 
and  especially  is  credit  due  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  for  the  great  ability 
which  he  has  displayed  in  carrying  out 
his  difficult  and  delicate,  I  might  almost 
say  dangerous,  task.  But  another  great 
cause  of  the  improvement  in  Ireland  is  to 
be  found  in  the  fact  of  the  enormous 
success  which  has  attended  the  working 
of  Lord  Ashbourne's  Act.  As  your 
Lordships  know,  during  the  last  four 
years  £10,000,000  have  been  granted  by 
way  of  loans  to  enable  occupiers  of  land 
to  become  possessed  of  their  farms ;  the 
applications  for  loans  under  this  Act  have 
been  most  numerous,  and  they  may,  in 
fact,  be  counted  by  thousands.  Up  to 
the  end  of  November  last  loans  under 
this  Act  had  been  approved  of  to  the 
amount  of  over  £8,000,000,  of  which 
Thn  Earl  of  Stradbroke. 


over  £6,000,000  were  provisionally 
granted,  and  over  £4,700,000  were 
actual Iv  issued.  And  what  is  more 
satisfactory  is  that  the  arrears  on  the 
£225,000  which  were  due  up  to  the  end 
of  last  October  amount  to  less  than 
£3,000.  It  would  appear  that  the  Act 
is  working  most  successfully  from  a 
financial  point  of  view ;  but  what  is 
really  of  more  importance  is,  that 
wherever  the  provisions  of  the  Act  have 
been  in  force  there  a  spirit  of  content 
and  peace  is  to  be  found.  I  hope  that 
when  the  proposal,  which  is  referred  to 
in  the  Gracious  Speech  to^iay  for  in- 
creasing the  number  of  occupiers  of  land, 
comes  up  for  discussion,  your  Lordships 
will  not  forget  the  advantageous  results 
which  have  attended  the  working  of  this 
Act.  Reference  has  also  been  made  to  a 
Bill  which  will  be  introduced  for  the  re- 
demption of  tithe.  This  Bill  will  be  most 
anxiously  looked  for  by  all  who  have  an 
interest  in  agriculture,  and  I  believe 
that  if  a  Bill  can  be  introduced  which 
will  facilittite  and  make  feasible  the 
redemption  of  tithe  it  will  be  welconied 
most  heartily  not  only  by  the  payers, 
but  by  the  receivers,  of  tithe.  I  am  very 
glad  to  find  that  a  Bill  for  the  Regula- 
tion of  Friendly  Societies  is  also  to  be 
introduced,  because  I  know  that  very 
great  distress  has  often  been  occasioned  in 
rural  districts  owing  to  the  failure  of  such 
societies.  The  failure  of  such  societies 
tends  to  discourage  that  spirit  of  thrift 
which  we  should  all  be  anxious  to  en- 
courage. I  entirely  agree  with  what  the 
noble  Loi-d  who  moved  the  Address  has 
said  with  regard  to  the  importance  of 
improving  tlie  accommodation  for  our 
soldiers.  I  trust  the  policy  which  has 
been  so  clearly  sketched  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  today  will  meet  with  only  such 
opposition  as  will  lead  to  a  fair  and  just 
criticism  of  the  various  Bills  as  they  are 
introduced,  and  I  am  sure  that  the 
Government  may  rely  on  the  same  loyal 
support  which  has  been  tendered  to  them 
by  the  Liberal  Unionists  in  the  past,  at 
great  personal  self-sacrifice  on  their  parfc 
Before  resuming  my  seat  I  would  venture 
to  offer  to  the  Government  my  congratu- 
lations on  the  aspect  of  the  trade  and 
commerce  of  the  country.  During  the 
time  the  presen^t  Government  have  been 
in  office  the  expenditure  has  been  very 
largely  reduced ;  owing  to  their  firm  admin- 
istration credit  and  confidence  have  been 
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so  far  restored  that  the  Trade  Eiotums  have 
ishown  an  increase  f romJBG  1 8,000,000,  when 
they  came  into  office,  to  £742,000,000.  I 
only  wish  that  a  corresponding  improve- 
ment could  be  seen  in  the  state  of  agri- 
culture. The  improved  state  of  trade 
has,  however,  been  rather  shaken  by  the 
formidable  proportions  wliich  strikes  have 
^issumed.  I  trust  if  any  differences  occur 
in  the  future  between  capital  and  labour, 
that  those  difficulties  will  be  settled 
amicably,  and  that  each  side  will  display 
a  spirit  of  conciliation.  My  Lords,  I 
thank  you  for  the  kind  indulgence  you 
have  shown  me  this  afternoon,  and  I  beg 
leave  to  second  the  Motion  that  an  humble 
Address  be  sent  to  Her  Majesty  in  re- 
.sponse  to  the  Gracious  Message  from  the 
Tlirone. 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
have  long  entertained  the  opinion  that 
to  move  or  second  the  Address  on  sucJi 
•occasions  as  this  was  one  of  the  most 
•difficult  things  a  man  could  have  to  do 
in  Parliament ;  yet  for  some  years  past  I 
have  constantly  had  to  offer  compliments 
to  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Address, 
as  I  most  cordially  do  to-day,  and  I  begin 
to  think  that  my  conviction,  founded  on 
long  personal  experience  and  observation, 
must  to  a  certain  extent  be  en*oneous. 
One  piece  of  wisdom  I  must  specially 
give  the  noble  Mover  and  the  noble 
.Seconder  credit  for.  They  did  not 
attempt  to  give  any  explanation  of  wliy 
Parliament  meets  so  unusually  late — I 
.say  unusually  late,  when  there  has  been 
no  Autumn  Session.  The  noble  Marquess 
^eems  to  differ,  but  I  think  he  will  find 
that  is  the  case ;  and  I  should  have 
thought  that  if  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment intended  to  pass  so  many  Bills  as 
Ara  set  forth  in  the  Queen's  Speech,  they 
would  have  been  desirous  not  to  have 
lost  one  or  two  early  weeks  of  the  year. 
I  desire,  however,  to  give  expression  to  a 
feeling  in  regard  to  which  I  represent, 
not  merely  the  small  number  of  noble 
Loi*ds  who  now  sit  behind  me,  but  the  great 
majority  of  this  House,  by  saying  what 
pleasure  it  is  to  us  to  see  the  leader  of 
the  House,  and  certainly  one  of  the  most 
eminent  Members  of  it,  here  present,  and 
I  trust  in  a  state  of  complete  con- 
valescence. Reference  has  often  been 
made  to  the  pleasure  of  anticipating  post- 
humous praise,  and  learning  while  yet 
alive  what  will  be  said  of  one  when  dead. 
It  lias   been    said  that  some   statesmen 


have  caused  tlieir  death  to  be  reported  iJi 
order  to  enjoy  the  non-posthumous 
knowledge  of  lieariug  what  people  think 
about  tliem.  A  few  weeks'  cold  lias 
given  this  pleasure  to  Lord  Salisbury 
without  any  action  on  his  part.  He  has 
heard  himself  discussed  in  every  way  in 
consequence  of  it,  and  not  only  that  but  it 
has  also  raised  questions  of  great  import- 
ance, which  have  been  carried  very  far. 
I  "remember  when  the  present  Govern- 
ment was  formed  I  was  presumptuous 
enough  to  complain  of  the  office  of  Prime 
Minister  and  Foreign  Secretary  being 
held  by  the  same  individual.  I  sug- 
gested that  it  took  away  a  useful  check 
in  the  conduct  of  foreign  affairs,  and  I 
pointed  out  how  intolerably  hard  it  was 
on  any  individual  who  undertook  it, 
and  that  it  naturally  led  to  a  ver}-  un- 
satisfactory system  of  Government  being 
conducted  very  much  by  departments. 
It  is  certainly  an  exercise  of  authority 
by  one  whose  great  labours  prevent  him 
from  continuously  following  out  every 
detail.  That  remark  has  been  accen- 
tuated  in  the  course  of  time.  I  would 
follow  up  that  remark  with  another,  and 
that  is  that  Cabinets  seem  to  exist  for 
a  very  short  time,  and  that  fact  I  never 
heard  even  alluded  to  except  by  one 
Member  of  the  actual  Cabinet.  But  now 
you  liave  everybody  talking  and  writing 
on  this  particular  subject.  There  is  one 
thing  which,  I  trust,  it  is  not  quite  out 
of  place  to  mention,  though,  perhaps,  it 
is  not  quite  the  place  of  a  Member  of 
Mr.  Gladstone's  late  Administration  to 
make  such  a  criticism — and  that  is,  the 
largeness  of  the  Cabinet.  One  thing  I 
trust  is  that  successive  Governments  are 
not  going  to  vie  with  each  other  in  order  to 
have  one  or  two  more  in  each  Cabinet  than 
in  the  preceding.  I  remember  when  the 
late  Lord  Derby  formed  his  first 
Administi^ation,  Lord  Palmerston  criti- 
cised him  very  severely  on  not  having 
taken  the  oppoi-tunity  of  diminishing  the 
number  of  the  Cabinet.  I  remember 
Lord  Derby  himself  on  the  platform  at 
Waterloo  Station,  just  after  he  had  given 
in  his  resignation,  when  I  asked  him 
how  many  there  were  to  be  in  the  next 
Cabinet,  said  : — "  I  have  made  out  a  list 
of  36  who  have  absolute  claims  to  it." 
The  last  time  I  had  the  honour  of  a 
political  conversation  with  Lord  Beacons- 
field,  he  said  :  — "  Mind  and  follow  my 
advice.       If  you   have   anything   to   do 
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witli   forming   Cabinets   in    the   future, 
make  them  as  small  as  possible."       My 
Lords,  while  I  rejoice  at  the  recovery  of 
the  health  of   the  noble  Mapquess,  it  is 
impossible  not  to  be  reminded  that  this 
House  has,  during  the  last  Recess,  lost 
an  unusual   number  of  its   Members — 
has   lost   a  large   number  of  Peers,  re- 
spected  and    esteemed   by   this   House, 
but  who  did  not  take  any  prominent  part 
in   our   public   proceedings.      We   liave 
lost,    besides    others.   Lord     Napier    of 
Magdala,  who  was  respected  and  admired 
both  as  a  soldier  and  a  man.      We  have 
lost  Loixi  Fitzgerald,  who  was  not  only 
an  eminent  Irish  Judge,  but   one   who, 
fcio  far  as  I  remember,  since  his  accession 
to     the      House,     gave     almost     more 
attention      than     any     other     Member, 
both     to     its      political     and     judicial 
business.     We  have   lost  the  Bishop  of 
Durham,   a   great   scholar   and   a  great 
theologian.     We    have    lost    also    Lord 
Blachford,  a  personal  friend  of  mine  and 
H  personal  friend  of  many  of  your  Lord- 
ships, who  was  once  the  head  of  one  of 
the  great  pennanent  Services,  and  whose 
presence  aided  so  materially  to  strengthen 
this  Assembly.     With  regard  to  the  last 
two  Peers,  I  heard  the  Bishop  of  Durham 
make  two  speeches.     The  first  was  a  verj^ 
jKJor  pei*formance  indeed.     But  the  next 
year  I  heard   him   speak   with   all   the 
lK)wer,  weight,  and  authority  which  you 
might   expect  from   so   great  a  Prelate. 
Lord  Blachford,   I  think,  I    only  heard 
once.     He  was  followed  by  Loi*d  Cairns, 
no   mean  judge,  who  declared   that  he 
had    made    a    speech   which    no    other 
Member  of  this  Assembly  was  capable  of 
making.     I   cannot  help    thinking   that 
among  those  who  have  come  later  into 
the  House  there  is  a  great  deal  of  latent 
power  which  is  not  suflficiently  developed. 
My    Lords,     the    first    subject    in    the 
Speech   from   the    Throne,    rightly   and 
properly,    concerns    foreign    affairs.      I 
read  the  other  day  an  acknowledgment 
of  Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach  as  to  the  attitude 
which  Mr.  Gladstone   has  maintained  in 
Opposition  with  regard  to  foreign  policy, 
and  it  is  not  the  first  time  I  have  noticed 
the  very  great  fairness  of  Sir  Michael  in 
matters    of    this    sort    with    regard    to 
opponents.    The  noble  Marquess  the  other 
day  volunteered,  I  think  in  a  somewhat 
unprovoked  way,  at  Nottingham,  to  make 
an  attack  on  the  foreign  policy  of  Mr.  Glad- 
stone's late  Administration.  He  named  five 
Earl  Granville 


different   subjects   to  animadvert   upon* 
The  first  was  with  regard  to  the  defeat  at 
Majuba  Hill.    I  do  not  really  understand 
how  a  local  check  in  South  Africa  could 
have  been  more  injurious  to  our  reputa- 
tion than  the  check  which  Lord  Chelms- 
ford, under  a  Conservative  Government, 
unfortunately  sustained.     It  appears   to 
me  that  to  make  such  matters  subjects  of 
reproach  against  the  Home  Government  is 
really  absurd  ;  but  if  the  noble  Marquess 
meant  to  repeat  the  complaint  which  was 
made  at  the  time  tliat  we  did  not  con- 
tinue the  war  out  of  a  feeHng  of  prestige, 
when  we  had  no  practical  object  in  view, 
I  will  very  willingly  submit  to  the  cen- 
sure.   The  noble  Marquess  went  on  to  use 
the  heroic  name  of  Gordon.      Now  I  feel 
that  Gordon's  mission   is  the  subject  of 
the  greatest  sorrow  and  regret.     But  I 
adhere  to  the    opinion    now   that,    after 
viewing  the  facts,  it  would  have  been 
almost  impossible  for  the  Government  at 
that  moment  to  have  refused  the  assur- 
ances and  the  offer  of  General  Gordon  to 
go   out   on  the  instructions   he   himself 
formulated.     With  regard  to  the  rescue 
of  General  Gordon  having  failed,  I  know 
no  better  answer  than  that  which  was 
given  b}^  a  distinguished  general,  a  very 
strong  Conservative,  who   said — "  I  am 
opposed  strongly  to  Mr.  Gladstone,  but  I 
am  bound  to  admit  that,  considering  the 
dangers   and  risks  of  an  expedition   to- 
Khartoum,    Her   Majesty's   Government 
was   bound   to  consider   every    possible 
alternative  before  trying  it."     Then  the 
noble  Marquess  referi*ed  to  the  bombard- 
ment   of    Alexandria.     This    is    rather 
ancient  history  ;  but  it  is  not  my  fault 
that  the  noble  Marquess  has  introduced  it. 
The  only  thing  to  be  sjiid  about  the  bom- 
bardment of  Alexandria  is,  that  it  did  not 
take  place.     We  did  not  bombard  Alex- 
andria.    I  do  not  think  we  even  threw  a 
shell  into  Alexandria.     We  bombarded 
the  fortress.     It  may  be  a  fair  question 
whether  it  was  right  and  necessary  to  do 
so.     But  I  deny  that  the  noble  Marques& 
had  any  right  to  make  the  complaint  he 
did,  because  he  has  probably  not  forgotten 
that  up  to  the  moment  of  the  bombard- 
ment he  attacked  us  for  sacrificing  tho 
honour  and  interest  of  the  country.  Then 
there  is  another  question  brought   for- 
ward by  the  noble  Marquess — the  question 
of   Penjdeh  —  which    was   very   nearly 
settled.     How  was  Penjdeh  settled  ?     It 
was  settled  by  a  concession  on  the  part 
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of  the  uoble  Marquess  entirely  abandoning 
the  point  of  lionour,  so  that  I  think  the 
difference  in  the  polities  of  the  two 
Crovemments  does  not  appear  to  be  verj- 
obvions.  The  noble  Marqness  then 
alluded  to  the  11  millions  spent  in  a 
war  scare*  That  allusion  I  do  not  under- 
stand. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OP  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  : 
Does  the  noble  Lord  remember  when 
I  said  all  these  things  ? 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  At  Nottingham. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY:  I 
do  not  remember  them. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  It  was  reported 
in  the  Times.  I  am  very  glad  that  it  was 
H  post-prandial  speech  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess in  which  these  very  serious  charges 
were    made    against    the    Government 
•which  preceded  him.    However,  I  will 
not  argue  the  question  of  the  1 1  millions, 
as   the  noble  Marquess  has  so  entirely 
forgotten.      The  next   question   is   with 
regard  to  Portugal.  My  Lords,  I  think  the 
noble  Marquess  will  find  that  this  rather 
unprovoked  attack  of  his  in  the  Provinces 
will  not  induce  me  to  adopt  a  hostile  tone 
in  any  question  of  this  sort.     The  fact 
that  the  Portuguese  question  is  a  difficulty 
for  the  Government,  that  it  has  irritated 
H   people    with   whom    we   have   every 
reason  to  be  on  good  terms,  with  whom 
we  have  long  historical  associations,  the 
feet  that  we  have  been  much  criticised 
by  all  the  Continental  Press,  makes  one 
feel   that   it   is  the  duty  of  the  Oppo- 
sition    to     *discu8S     in     the      calmest 
possible    way    what   seems  to     concern 
the     great    interests    at  stake  and    the 
principle  of    comity  connected   with  it. 
My  Lords,  I  am  quite   sure   the  noble 
Marquess  will  regret  as  much  as  we  do 
that  the  Congo  Treaty  was  never  ratified. 
That  treaty  was  negotiated  for  two  and 
a  half  years,  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
the  chief   credit   of   it  was   due  to  my 
noble  Friend  Lord  Edmund  Fitzmaurice. 
•  In  that  treaty  there  was  one  clause  which 
stopped  the  Portuguese  at  the  confluence 
of  the  Shir^  and  another  river,  the  pro- 
nunciation of  which  I  would  rather  not 
undertake,  and  which  left  the  whole,  or 
practically  the   whole,   of   the   territor}^ 
now  in  question  to  ourselves  and  not  to 
Portugal.    That  Treaty  also  settled  nearly 
every    outstanding    difference    between 
Portugal   and    ourselves.      During    the 


whole  of  the  negotiations  and  after  the 
signature  the  opposition  was  so   warm, 
not  only  on  the  part  of  influential  Con- 
servatives both  in  the  House  of  Commons 
and  at  Manchester,  but  on  the  part  of  a 
sort   of    ex-representative  of    the   noble 
Marquess,  Mr.  Bourke,  that  it  ended  by 
exciting  the  opposition  both  of    France 
and   Germany,    who    objected    only    at 
the    last    moment   to    the   Treaty,    and 
we   were   obliged   to   postpone  the  niti- 
fication,     and     go     to    the     Conference 
at   Berlin.     There   is   another    question 
which   I   should   like  to  ask   the  noble 
Marquess.  I  see  in  the  Portuguese  Papers 
that  they  allude  to  an  informal  arrange- 
ment made  between  themselves  and  that 
excellent   Consul   Mr.   Johnston,   which 
would   have   settled   this   question,   but 
which    appears,    and    very     likely    for 
excellent    reasons,    not    to     have    been 
acceptable  to  the  Foreign  Office.     It  was 
no  fault  of   Portugal's   that   it  was  not 
carried  out,  and  it  would  be  very  satis- 
factory if  thenobleMarquess  would  explain 
to    us    how  that  matter  really  stands. 
Nobody  feels  more   strongly   than   I   do 
how  great  are  the  interests  of  this  country 
in   Africa — interests   which  must  not  bo 
interfered   with.     But   I  hold  that  it  is 
most  impoi*tant  tliat  we  should  act  in  a 
manner  as  little  likely  to  excite  irritation 
as  possible.     I   do  not  wish  to  give  an 
opinion,  but  I  am  not  sure  whether  the 
determination  of   the  Government  could 
not  have  been  shown  as  strongly  with   a 
little   less   suddenness,   and   I   also  feel 
that  in  the  very  able  and  argumentative 
despatches  of  the  noble  Marquess  stating 
our  case   it  would  have  been  better  to 
have  omitted  some  very  brilliant  sarcasms 
which  do  not  really  add  to  the   strength 
of   the    reasoning,    but    have    an    irri- 
tating   effect    upon    a    small     country, 
our     former    friend    and    ally,    whose 
people   are    very  proud    of    their     tra- 
ditions.    As  this  is  an  important  ques- 
tion  I  wish   to   avoid   any  unnecessary 
references  to  our   relations   with   other 
nationalities,  and  to  avoid  arousing  na- 
tional  susceptibilities,  but  I   would  ask 
whether  it  is  true  that  there  are  going  to 
be  naval  manoeuvres  in  the  Mediterranean? 
We  possess  Gibraltar.     Our  possession  of 
it  is  a  perfectly  legitimate  one,  and  wo 
have  not  the  slightest  intention  of  giving 
it  up,  but  there  is  no  doubt  that  it  is  a 
thorn  in  the  side  of  Spain  that  we  should 
hold   a  fortified  rock  so  very  near  her 
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territory.       The     policy    of     successive 
Governments   has   been  to  avoid   doing 
anything  calculated  to  make  our  proximity 
to     Spain     unnecessarily     galling      or 
prominent.     I  do  not  know  whether  the 
rumour     as     to     these    mancBuvres    is 
founded  upon  a  myth  or  not ;  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  Prime  Minister  and  Foreign 
Secretary  was  consulted  about  that ;  but 
in  any  case  I    may  point  out  that  there 
is  no  sufficient  practical  reason  for  mak- 
ing these  particular  waters  the  scene  of 
such  manoeuvres,  which  certainly  might 
cause   some   friction.      Another   subject 
requiring  attention  is  the  announcement 
that  Sir  Lintorn  Simmons  was  gazetted 
as  Envoy  to  the  Pope.     There  is  a  legal 
aspect  and  there  is  a  Apolitical  aspect  in 
any  such  appointment,  and  I  only  wish 
to  raise  the   legal  question.     I,  myself, 
formerly  when  the  Pope  was  a  Temporal 
Sovereign,      was     anxious     that     there 
should     be     means     of     regular     com- 
munication     between     Her      Majesty^s 
Government  and  the  Pope,  and  it  is  clear 
there  is,  in  that,  a  convenience.      That 
the   Boman  Catholic  population  of  this 
country  should   have    fitting   means   of 
communication   with  Rome  on   subjects 
afEecting    their    interests  is,    of   course, 
reasonable.     One  very  convenient  method 
of  communication  is  through  our  Ambas- 
sador in  Italy,  but  to  that  the  Pope  will 
not   consent.     We    liave    therefore   had 
recourse  to  different  modes  of  commnni- 
cation,   which    have    been  indirect   and 
inconvenient.     The  question  I  now  want 
to  raise  is  whether  the  sending  of  this 
special   Envoy  is   legal?     A  good  many 
years  ago  I  gave  a  notice  of  Motion  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  with  the  sanction 
of    Lord    Palmerston    and    Lord    John 
Russell,    with  regard  to  our  diplomatic 
relations  with  Rome.     But  just  as  the 
Motion  was  coming  on.  Lord  Palmerston 
asked  me  to  postpone  it.     He  said — "  The 
C/onservative  Government  will   not  last 
long  "  (sanguine  expectations  are  some- 
times   entertained     in    these    matters), 
"  there  is  no  real  impediment  to  diplo- 
matic communication,  and  when  we  go  in 
we  will  do  it  without  making  a  fuss  about 
the  matter."     Well,  the  Liberal  Govern- 
ment  did    come    in,     the    matter    was 
considered  by  the  Cabinet,  and  the  Cabinet 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  not 
possible  to  do  this  without  the  sanction  of 
Parliament.     A  Bill  was  introduced  into 
Parliament  and  was  passed  through  the 
£arl  GranvUle 


House  of  Commons,  but  in  this  House  it 
was  made  unworkable.  The  Act  remained 
in  operation  for   some  years,  but  under 
Lord     Beaconsfield's    Administrajbion     a 
Statute  was  jmssed  for  repealing  obsolete 
Acts,  and  among  the  obsolete  Acts  was 
the  Statute  to  which  I  have  just  referred. 
Now  as  not  only  a  previous  Grovernment, 
but  a  previous  Cabinet,  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  have  Parliamentary  sanction  for 
such  an  Act,  as  that  sanction  was  given 
and  was  afterwards  repealed  by  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  it  appears   to  me  to  be  ex- 
ceedingly doubtful  whether  the  step  that 
has   been   taken,   which  may  be  a  good 
one  in  itself,  is  either  legal  or  constitu- 
tional.     I   have    no    doubt    the    noble 
Marquess  has  considered  the  question,  and 
that  he  will  be  able  to  give  a  satisfactory 
answer  on  that  point.     Now,  my  Lords, 
there  are  other  foreign  questions  which 
have  been  alluded  to  by  both  the  Mover 
and  Seconder  of  the  Address.     On  the 
question  of  the  Belgian  Conference  I  am 
in  entire  sympathy  with  the  action  of  the 
noble  Marquess,  but,  as  I  have  bad  an  op- 
portunity of  publicly  expressing  my  sym- 
pathy with  that  action  I  need  not  dwell 
upon  that.  Tliere  is  another  question  upon 
which  1  have  an  exactly  similar  feeling, 
namely,  the  prospect  of  a  North- American 
Federation.     I   heartily   hope    that    the 
projects  of  the  Government  may  meet 
with  success,  and  that  the  result  may  be 
the  federation  of  Her   Majesty's  North 
Amencan    Colonies.      Now,  my  Lords, 
coming  to  the  Bills  mentioned  in     the 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  I  find  that,  in 
spite  of  much  that  we  haVie  been  told, 
Ireland  still  leads  the  way.     We  hear  a 
great  deal  about  Ireland  not  being  allowed 
to  interfere  with  legislation,  butsome  how 
or  other  Ireland  does  assert  herself.     I 
can   only   say  that,  with   regard  to  the 
Bills  which  are  named,  some  of  them  will 
contain  qualifications  I  should  wish  to  see 
carried,  and  if  the  Bills  relating  to  Ireland 
are   really  likely   to  be   remedial,   they 
must,  of  course,  command  our  most  atten- 
tive   consideration.     Amongst  the  other 
Bills  mentioned  some  are  old  and  some 
new,    but    as    they    are    not    of    great 
import  I  will  not  go  into  them  in  much 
detEiil.      With     the     Mover     and     the 
Seconder  of  the  Address  I  rejoice  over 
the  Bill  for  cheapening  and  j^cilitating 
the  transfer  of  land,  and  I  gladly  repeat 
my  offer  to  the  noble  Marquess  of  my 
assistance  in  passing  a  measure  of  that 
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kind.  Hero  I  may  take  tlie  opportunity 
of  saying  that  my  position  on  this  side  of 
the  House  has  not  been  strengthened 
since  last  Session.  The  noble  Marquess,  I 
understand,  has  been  more  fortunate,  and 
has  found  several  useful  recruits  on  his 
side  of  the  House.  Another  Bill  was  al- 
luded to  by  the  Mover  and  Seconder  ^-ith 
regard  to  tithes.  Tlie  noble  Mover  gave 
Lis  views  of  the  general  manner  in  which 
that  question  would  be  settled.  Tlie  Gov- 
ernment were  obliged  to  change  a  good 
deal  the  Bill  they  introduced  last  year,  and 
lamafraid  that  however  desirable  it  may  be 
to  settle  this  important  question,  it  is  one 
of  more  difficulty  tlian  would  at  fii-st  ap- 
pear. My  Lords,  with  regard  to  other 
Bills  of  a  social  character,  Bills  of  a  sani- 
tary character,  whether  applied  to  civil 
life  or  military  life,  for  the  better  jiccom- 
modation  of  our  soldiei-s,  I  have  no  doubt 
whatever  that  the  Government  will  gain 
tlie  support  of  the  Opposition  as  well  as  that 
of  their  own  supporters.  Adverting  to  the 
project  with  regard  to  Scotland  in  the 
matter  of  private  legislation,  I  may  observe 
that  I  regret  verj-  much  Lord  Rosebery 
is  unavoidably  prevented  from  being  here 
to-day,  for  I  think  he  would  have  liked 
to  be  present  in  order  to  point  out  that 
the  scheme,  if  it  is  to  be  satisfactory,  must 
embody  a  representative  as  Avell  Jis  a 
judicial  element.  Another  matter  for 
complaint  which,  I  think,  Lord  Rose- 
bery  would  have  liked  to  have  the 
opportunity  of  making,  is  the  sudden  dis- 
appearance of  the  Bill  promised  at  the 
beginning  of  last  Session  with  reference 
to  local  government.  That  the  defects  in 
the  legislation  dealing  with  tliat  impor- 
tant question  should  not  lie  remedied  is  a 
matter  which  cannot  but  cause  dissatis- 
faction on  both  sides  of  the  House.  My 
Lords,  there  is  another  question  upon 
which  I  think  there  was  a  positive  pledge 
given  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  last 
year.  I  observe  that  a  Bill  to  amend  the 
legislation  relating  to  allotments  is  not 
included  in  the  Government  scheme. 
Tlxen  we  were  told  at  the  beginning  of 
last  year  that  it  was  necessaiy  to  have 
Parliamentary'  sanction  to  the  Sugar  Con- 
vention. Tliis  year,  however,  nothing  is 
said  about  the  subject,  and  I  should  be 
very  glad  to  know  whether  the  absence 
of  any  allusion  to  it  means  what  would 
be  eminently  satisfactory  to  myself,  and  I 
believe,  to  the  great  majority  of  the  people 
of  this  country,  namely,  the  abandonment 


of  the  Sugar  Bounties  Convention  itself^ 
There  is  another  subject  wliich  does  not 
appear,  and  which  we  rather  expected  to 
appear,  and  that  is  free  education.      Per- 
haps the  noble  Marquess  has   forgotten 
that  on    a  certain  occasion    he   alluded 
to  free  education,  and  I  have  a  sort  of 
notion  that  he  may  have  been  reminded 
of  it  since.     On  that  occasion  the  noble 
Marquess,  not  content  with   performing 
the  duties  both  of  Prime   Minister  and 
Foreign  Secretary,  undertook,  in  addition,, 
the  functions   of  the   Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,   and  went  even  further  than 
any  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  I  have 
ever  kno>vn  has  done,  because  they  have 
never  been  in  the  habit  of   confiding   to 
the   public  the  principal  point  of   their 
Budget  for  the  ensuing  year.      Dealing 
with  the  Budget  the  noble  Marquess  gave 
assurances  with  respect  to  free  education 
which  have  excited  very   strong   feeling 
on  the  subject.  The  fact  is,  that  formerly 
nearly  all  the  experts  on   free   education 
gave  very  plausible  reasons,  and  reasons, 
of  considerable  weight,  agjiinst  free  educa- 
tion.    But  a  very  great  cliange  of  opinion 
has  taken  place    upon   the   subject.      A 
strong   feeling   has   taken    hold    of   the 
popular  mind.     Depend  upon  it,  after  the 
endorsement    of    the    principle    of   free 
education   by   the   noble   Marquess,   the 
subject  cannot  be  entii*ely  dropped.     My 
Lords,    there    is     no    mention    in    the 
Speech  of  tlie  Pamell  Commission,  and 
quite  properly  so,  because    we   have   not 
yet  got   the  Report.       I  do    not   know 
whether  the  noble  Marquess  ^^ill  be  able 
to  tell  us  when  it  will  be  in  our   hands. 
Without  going  over  the  Avhole  of  this  old 
question,  I  may  remind  the   House   that 
the  object'ons  to  the  Bill  which   created 
that  tribunal  were  stated  in  both  Houses,, 
and  by  no  one  so  strongly  and  so  forcibly 
as  by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  Lord 
Herschell,  to  whom  absolutely  no  answer^ 
was  given.     He  pointed  out  every  objec- 
tion to  it.     He   showed   how  extremely 
unfair  it  would    be    to    the   individual 
accused  to  depart  from  the   usual  prece- 
dent, and  to  refuse  to  appoint  a  Conmiittee 
of  Members   to  investigate  the  charges 
affecting  his  character.      The   argument 
on  the  side  of  the  Government  was  that 
a  Committee  of  the  House   of  Commons 
would  not  be  an  impartial  tribunal,   that . 
it  was  impossible  to  get  even  the  best 
men    in    the    House    of    Commons     to 
be    impartial    on    a    subject  in   which 
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iheir  politimi  foelingn  were  luinised. 
Mr.  Parnell  vran  told  on  liigh  authority 
that,  an  annnymotis  newspaper  writer 
liaving  attjiiiked  him  in  »  newspaper 
whioh  diffeppd  from  him  entirely  in 
political  opinions,  unless  lie  was  prepared 
at  once  to  go  into  a  Court  of  Justice,  he 
must  be  deemed  to  be  guilty,  contrary  to 
the  absolutely  i-eragnised  priueiple  of 
English  Law,  that  until  a  man  iias  been 
proved  to  be  j^ilty  he  must  he  deemed 
t«  he  innocent.  My  Lords,  I  do  not  wish 
to  go  into  delail,  hut  1  can  only  say  it 
nppeara  to  me,  without  giving  the 
slightest  opitiion  upon  the  action  iif 
anybody  in  the  matter,  that  the  course  nf 
lihe  evidence  given  before  that  tribunal 
more  tlian  justilipd  the  objection.i  to  this 
inl«rweaving  of  political  action  with  an 
inqairy  of  this  sort.  With  regartl  to 
Ireland,  the  G-ovemment  point  out  with 
great  satisfartion,  which  was  eclioed  by 
the  nobie  Mover  and  Seconder,  that  thei-o 
is  a  txmtinnc'd  improvement  in  the  state 
of  that  country.  Now  the  same  sort  <if 
declaration  was  mode  liLst  year,  and  was 
affirmed  by  a  vote  uf  the  House  of 
Commons.  Latt  year  I  ventured  to 
quote  the  words  of  a  distingniflhed 
Member  nf  the  House  of  Commons — not 
using  my  own  words,  not  UBing  the 
words  of  any  Ti-ish  or  English  Home 
Rulers,  Init  using  the  words  of  one  of 
the  most  distinguished  Membera  of  the 
House  of  f'oinmuns,  and  a  very  strong 
anti-Hoiue  Ruler,  Mi-.  Leonard  Courtney, 
who  put  three  or  four  questions  on  the 
subject.  1  am  speaking  from  memory, 
but  I  think  I  am  accurate — ho  asked 
whether  it  wa.s  satisfactory  to  the 
Gmemment  that  something  like  civil 
war  should  prevail  in  parts  of  Ireland, 
that  the  fi-overnment  should  be  constantly 
flouted,  that  trial  by  jury  should  be 
BUKi^nded,  that  peasants  here  and  police- 
men there  should  be  killed,  that  priests 
and  Members  of  Parliament  should  be 
imprisoned  by  the  dozen.  I  rej)eated 
the  same  (|upstious  and  made  an  appeal 
to  the  noble  Manguess  to  answer  them, 
but  I  did  not  get  any  answer.  Well, 
I  have  no  doubt  there  is  improvement 
in  the  state  of  Ireland  of  a  certnin  sort ; 
hut  when  Her  MajeBty's  Government 
attribute  that  improvement  to  the  system 
of  repression  which  they  have  adopteil, 
I  am  not  at  all  convinced,  and  thei-e  are 
Heveral  reasons  why  I  do  not  agree  with 
them.     In  the  fir.st  place,  it  is  rather  a 
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fact  that  beyond  the  diminution 
of  a  certain  class  of  crime  —agrarian 
crime — ^there  has  lieen  especially  & 
diminution  of  boycotting  oRences,  I 
quite  certain  that  the  officials  who 
supply  those  statistics  do  sn  jierfectly 
honestly,  but  theit-  is  no  dnulit  that  witJi 
regard  to  the  statistics  of  boycotting 
there  is  such  a  marked  distinction 
offences  of  that  kind  and  oth«r 
In  regard  to  boycotting  you 
cannot  depend  upon  those  Returns  as  you 
can  upon  those  relating  |o  mnrder  and 
crimes  of  that  sort.  Another  ptrint  in 
that  crime  in  general  ha«  not  diminished 
at  all.  The  atatistiea  with  regard  to  non- 
indictable offences  over  the  whole 
country  do  not  support  the  boast  of  thu 
Government  In  1878  thei-o  were 
275.000  cases;  in  lfi79  there  were 
263,000  cases.  The  Liberal  Goi-emment 
came  into  office  in  1S80,  and  when  Lord 
Salisbury  came  into  power  in  1886  he 
found  the  number  reduced  to  23-^,000 
cases.  But  what  has  happened  since! 
Under  the  noble  Marquess's  Government 
these  figures  have  risen  again  to  236,000 
in  18S8.  an  increase  of  13,000  cfum  nf 
crime  in  two  years,  and  this  with  a 
regrettably  diminishing  population,  I  do 
not  think  that  these  figures  prove  that 
contentment  and  good  order  are  eitendiog 
in  Ireland.  I  am  always  very  glad  to 
acknowledge  anj-thing  I  can  in  fairness 
to  opponents.  The  operation  of  the  I^nd 
Act,  in  promoting  settlements  as  between 
landlord  and  tenant,  and  the  Plan  rf 
Campaign,  however  objectionable  in  other 
respects  it  may  be.  certainly  removes  from 
the  peasants  that  stimulus  to  ontrago 
which  otherwise  would  exist,  and  after 
all,  it  is  impossible  to  deny  that  tlie 
enormous  masses  of  the  Knglish,  Scotch, 
and  Welsh  people  have  shown  a  sympatlr^ 
which  is  perfectly  new  towai-ds  the  Iriw 
peojjle,  and  (whether  reasonable  or  un- 
reasonable, 1  M*ill  not  inquire  into  at  tbift 
moment)  the  very  fact  of  that  sympathr 
has  a  very  great  effect  oti  a  warm-heartoo 
people  tike  the  Irish.  Therefore  I  do  not 
think  it  is  logicftl  to  atlribnta  whatever 
improvement  there  is  in  the  condition  of 
Ireland  inregardto  the  decrease  of  crime, 
to  the  action  of  the  Administration  and 
their  system  of  repression,  further  aided' 
as  it  lias  been  by  the  great  increase  of 
[irices  in  some  of  the  staple  products  of 
the  conntrj-.  While  these  things  con- 
tinue, while  you  have  the  state  of  things 
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"mentioned  by  Mr.  Leonard  Courtney, 
while  there  is  permanent  exceptional 
legislation  for  Ireland,  while  you  are  im- 
prisoning priests  and  Members  of  ParHa- 
ment,  while  you  have  suspended  trial  by 
•jury  to  a  great  extent,  and  while  you  are 
obliged  to  deprive  a  great  city  of  one 
form  of  local  government — while  all 
these  irritating  things  continue,  do  not 
flatter  yourselves  that  you  will  solve  the 
very  difficult  problem  of  the  state  of 
Ireland. 

The  Marquess  op  SALISBURY: 
My  Lords,  in  the  first  place  I  must 
express  my  hearty  concurrence,  in  words 
of  no  common  sincerity,  in  the  congratu- 
lations which  the  noble  Earl  opposite  has 
addressed  to  my  two  noble  Friends  the 
Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Address.  I 
do  earnestly  hope  that  my  noble  Friend 
who  moved  the  Address  in  a  speech  of 
so  much  vigour  and  so  much  clearness, 
and,  if  I  may  add — a  circumstance  not 
indifferent  to  this  House — in  a  voice  so 
.satisfactory  in  this  Chamber — I  do  hope 
we  shall  hear  him  often  in  the  discussions 
of  public  business  that  we  have.  It  is 
the  defence  of  the  existence  of  this  for- 
mality, which  the  noble  Lord  has  expressed 
«,  carrying  with  it  more  difficulty  than 
any  other  oratorical-  exercise,  that  it 
introduces  new  gladiators  to  our  arena, 
new  collaborateurs  in  the  work  of  carry- 
ing on  the  legislation  of  the  country,  and 
of  enlightening  as  far  as  in  our  power 
the  public  opinion  of  this  country  in 
regard  to  the  principles  upon  which  we 
act.  My  Lords,  I  must  further  express 
my  very  warm  thanks  to  the  noble  Earl 
for  the  extremely  kind  and  graceful  man- 
ner in  which  he  alluded  to  my  health. 
May  I  express  a  regret  that  he  deemed 
it  neces.sary  to  found  upon  that  text  a 
renewal  of  his  ancient  thesis  that  the 
present  condition  of  the  offices  I  hold  is 
one  which  it  is  impossible  to  sustain  ?  I 
venture  to  differ  from  him.  After  four 
years'  experience  of  this  arrangement, 
and  after  some  experience  as  a  spectator 
and  actor  of  the  other  arrangement  of  a 
Foreign  Minister  working  with  Prime 
Minister,  I  am  bound  to  record  my 
opinion  that  it  is  an  absolute  delusion  to 
think  that  any  real  efficient  check  upon 
the  action  of  the  Foreign  Minister  is  pro- 
duced by  the  separation  of  the  Foreign 
Minister  from  the  Prime  Minister. 
Business  like  that  of  the  Foreign  Office 
must     bo     conducted     by     those     who 


are  attending  to  it  constantly ;  and 
if  an  outside  power  sti  ikes  in  with  sug- 
gestions which  he  insists  shall  be 
adopted,  it  is  much  more  likely  to  pro- 
duce confusion  than  to  exercise  control. 
On  the  other  hand,  as  I  explained  to  the 
House  on  a  previous  occasion,  the  large 
use  of  telegrams  and  the  extensive  em- 
ployment of  printing,  really  enable  the 
Cabinet  to  supervise  and  control  the  con- 
duct of  the  Foreign  Office  in  a  way 
which  20  or  30  years  ago  would  have 
been  absolutely  impossible.  My  Lords, 
the  noble  Earl  proceeded  to  repeat  a 
criticism  which  he  has  made  elsewhere, 
that  our  Cabinets  were  terribly  i-are  and 
were  terribly  short.  Well,  that  may  be 
due,  not  to  the  paucity  of  business,  but 
to  other  causes.  I  see  that  outside 
among  labouring  men  there  is  a  great 
objection  to  being  employed  by  the 
piece ;  they  all  desire  to  be  employed  by 
time.  Now  I  claim  for  Cabinet  Ministers 
exactly  the  opposite  treatment.  Let  us 
be  employed  and  judged  by  the  piece ; 
let  us  not  be  judged  by  the  amount  of 
time  that  we  sit  at  the  table  doing  it. 
The  time  that  any  deliberative  body 
spends  over  any  business  that  is  as- 
signed to  it  depends  upon  the  volubility 
of  the  persons  who  compose  that  de- 
liberative body.  If  they  are  very  free 
in  the  delivery  of  their  opinions,  it  is 
likely  that  that  deliberative  body 
will  sit  for  a  long  time,  and  will 
have  to  meet  again.  If  they  are 
able  to  practise  conciseness,  and  to  express 
their  opinions  in  short  and  less  diffuse 
language,  then  the  work  may  be  done 
more  quickly.  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
the  fault  with  which  the  noble  Earl 
charges  our  Cabinet  is  largely  due  to 
myself.  Other  Prime  Ministers  have 
possessed  that  wealth  of  language,  that 
diffuseness,  that  abundance,  that  power 
of  carrying  every  subject  into  the 
furthest  possible  detail,  and  adorning  it 
with  all  the  verbal  decorations  of  a 
fervid  imajnriwtion  and  an  unlimited 
vocabulary  ;  and,  of  course,  if  the  Prime 
Minister  possesses  those  qualifications, 
his  adoring  and  listening  Cabinet  will 
enjoy  the  advantage  of  a  succession  of 
brilliant  speeches  of  which  the  world 
knows  nothing,  but  necessarily  the  Cabi- 
net must  sit  for  a  long  time  and  must 
meet  very  often.  But  my  poor  hard- 
bound brains  cannot  produce  these  tre- 
mendous speeches,  1  am  sorry  to  say,  and 
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the  resTiltis  tliat  we  can  get  over  our  work 
ill  half  an  hour,  an  hour,  or  two  hours. 
But  if  the  noble  Earl  really  thinks  a  larger 
exhibition  of  eloquence  is  absolutely 
necessary  to  the  proper  performance  of 
our  duty,  I  will  try  to  find  some  person 
among  our  colleagues  of  authority  who 
will  entertain  us  for  half  an  hour  or 
tliree  quarters  of  an  hour  with  a  speech 
at  every  Cabinet  meetins^.  I  would  Tvdsh, 
however,  to  urge  uj)on  the  noble  Earl 
that  he  has  omitted  to  consider  a  most 
important  Const itutioiuil  doctrine.  He 
seems  to  think  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Prime  Minister  alone  '  to  summon  a 
Cabinet  Council.  Tliat  is  not  so.  Any 
Member  of  the  Cabinet  can  summon  it 
whenever  he  pleases.  I  liave  never  heard 
one  word  of  complaint  from  any  one  of  my 
sixteen  colleagues  that  the  meetings  of 
the  Cabinet  have  not  been  suflficiently 
frequent,  or  that  we  sat  too  short  a  time  ; 
but  I  promise  the  noble  Earl  that,  if  there 
ever  is  an  insurgent  action  in  the  Cabinet 
in  tliat  regard  we  will  correct  the  evil  to 
which  he  lias  pointed.  My  Lords,  there 
is  much  in  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl  to 
which  I  am  liappy  to  say  it  is  not  necessary 
for  me  to  reply.  I  take  it  as  a  great 
compliment  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
tliat  he  finds  nothing  in  our  present 
conduct  to  criticise,  and  so  goes  back  to 
the  ample  volumes  of  ancient  history. 
He  goes  back  to  the  bombardment  of 
Alexandria,  Majuba  Hill,  the  war  scare, 
and  other  matters  which  I  shall  be 
willing  to  discuss  with  him  if  he  will 
give  me  sufficient  notice  ;  but  I  frankly 
confess  that  I  am  now  unable  to  deal  with 
them  with  the  fulness  which  I  should 
desire.  1  cannot  now  discuss  with  him 
the  battle  and  the  peace  of  Majulxi  Hill, 
or  whether  peace  was  concluded  liecause 
tlie  Boers  gave  us  all  tliat  we  desired. 
Tliat  is  not  my  recollection,  I  cannot 
now  discuss  with  him  whether 
Alexandria  went  entirely  uninjured  in 
consequence  of  the  bombardment.  I 
have  a  vague  recollection  of  fires  and  of  a 
sum  of  four  millions  in  damages  being 
paid  by  the  Khedive  :  but  those  are 
matters  which  we  may  more  profitiibly 
discuss  on  another  occasion.  I  will  only 
say  that  I  think  the  noble  Lord  did  not, 
when  he  intended  to  criticise  me,  pay 
me  the  compliment  to  read  the  observa- 
tions I  made  at  Nottingliam.  As  far  as 
my  recollection  goes,  I  only  referred  to 
the  foreign  policy  of  the  noble  Earl  for 
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one  particular  purpose.  I  pointed  out  to* 
our  fellow-workers  the  injustice  of  the 
charge  that  was  made  against  the  last 
Conservative  Government  of  which  I 
was  Foreign  Minister — a  charge  con- 
stantly made  against  us — that  we  pursued' 
an  adventurous  polic}-.     I  said — 

**  I  ask  you  to  judge  the  past  by  the  present  ; 
I  ask  you  to  look  at  the  last  four  years  of  our 
foreign  policy  and  compare  it  with  the  policy 
of  Mr.  Gladstone*^  Government,  and  tell  us- 
whether  peace  and  quiet,  tranquillity  and  the 
absence  of  adventure  were  characteristics  of  tho- 
first  or  the  second  of  those  two  stretches  of 
foreign  policy." 

But  at  the  same  time  I  did  not  enter 
into  a  discussion  of  the  merits  of  the 
noble  Earl's  policy ;  on  the  contrary-,  I 
frankly  acknowledged  the  difficulties 
with  which  he  had  to  contend.  Now, 
my  Lords,  it  is  not  only  the  ancient 
history  of  Penjdeh  and  Majuba  Hill  that 
the  noble  Lord  has  raised  again,  but  he 
has  again  brought  up  before  us  the 
question  whether  a  Bill  which  we  passed 
two  years  ago,  which  is  not  mentioned  in 
the  Queen's  Speech,  and  which  is  not 
before  us  in  an}-  document,  is  a  Bill  that 
we  ought  to  have  passed  or  not ;  and  he 
proposes,  finally,  as  I  understand  as  a^ 
kind  of  exercise  which  it  might  be  useful 
for  me  to  perform,  that  I  should  now 
proceed  to  answer  the  speech^  of  Lord 
Herschell  made  on  that  occasion..  I  can 
only  accept  these  references  to  matters- 
which  have  entirely  passed  by  as  proof 
that  there  is  not  much  to  comment  upon 
or  to  condemn  in  our  present  policy. 
My  Lords,  may  I  say  one  word  more  in 
correction  of  the  noble  Earl's  impression 
as  to  what  I  said  at  Nottingham?  He 
assumes,  as  I  understand  him,  that  I 
promised  that  a  certain  proportion  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  re- 
sources should  be  devoted  to  assist 
education.  I  am  afraid  that  shows  that 
the  noble  Earl  gave  a  veiy  unflattering 
study  to  m}'  observations.  I  said  exactly 
the  reverse,  and  quoted  what  I  had  said 
at  Newport.  I  said  then,  as  I  said  at 
Nottingham,  and  as  I  say  now,  that, 
within  limits,  up  to  a  certain  point,  there 
is  in  principle  a  strong  case  to  be  made 
out  for  assisted  education;  that  the  question . 
wjks  one  of  finance  more  than  of  principle 
and  that  the  application  of  the  principle 
depended  entirely'  upon  the  resources 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
might  have  at  his  disposal,  and  the  objects 
to    which    it    might    be     his    duty    to 
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devote  them.  That  is  the  statement 
which  I  made  at  Nottingham,  and 
the  statement  which  I  rapeat  to-day. 
The  noble  Earl  asks  me  whether  we  are 
satisfied  that  sending  Sir  John  Simn^pns 
to  the  Vatican  was  a  legal  proceeding. 
I  looked  into  the  matter,  not  for  that  pur- 
pose, bnt  when  we  sent  the  Duke  of  Nor- 
folk to  congratulate  the  Pope  two  years 
ago,  or  rather  to  return  the  congratula- 
tions of  the  Pope  about  the  Jubilee.  We 
examined  into  the  matter,  and  took  the. 
advice  that  was  at  our  disposal,  and  we 
were  quite  satisfied  that  there  was  no  legal 
obstacle  in  the  way  of  the  measure  we 
have  taken.  The  policy  in  question  I 
shall  be  happy  to  discuss  with  the  noble 
Earl  whenever  he  wishes.  The  mission 
is  one  purely  concerning  the  affairs  of 
Malta,  and  the  noble  Earl  is  aware  that 
we  are  bound  to  maintq^in  the  Roman 
Catholic  religion  as  established  in  that 
country  ;  and  if  questions  arise  they 
have  to  be  settled  with  the  head  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church.  Now, 
my  Lords,  I  will  say  a  few  words  with 
respect  to  Portugal.  I  entirely  con- 
cur with  all  that  has  been  said  with 
regard  to  the  pain  which  it  has  neces- 
sarily caused  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  have  a  strong  difference  of 
opinion  with  an  ancient  ally,  and  I  think 
that  when  all  the  Papers  which  have  been 
laid  upon  the  Table,  which  will  lie  dis- 
tributed immediately,  come  into  the 
hands  of  noble  Lords,  they  will  see  that 
Portugal  was  warned  again  and  again 
during  the  lasfc  two  years  that  it  was  im- 
possible for  us  to  accept  the  claims  which 
she  made  either  to  territory  occupied 
by  tribes  that  were  under  Her  Majesty's 
protection,  or  to  the  territory  occupied 
by  British  settlers  along  the  cours3  of 
the  Shir^  and  the  banks  of  the  Lake 
Nyassa.  The  claims  and  intentions  of 
this  country  in  respect  to  those  terri- 
tories were  again  and  again  impressed 
upon  the  Portuguese  Government.  We 
had  no  wish  to  bring  matters  to  an  issue. 
If  they  had  not  sent  Majcr  Serpa  Pinto 
with  4,000  armed  men  and  a  number  of 
Gutling  guns,  if  they  had  not  taken  steps 
which. led  to  sanguinary  collisions  and 
violently  hauled  down  the  British  flag, 
we  should  have  been  very  pleased  to 
leave  the  matter  to  a  more  leisurely 
settlement.  But  I  think  it  is  the  general 
opinion  of  this  country  and  the  universal 
opinion  of  this  House  that  it  was  absolutely 
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impossible  for  us  to  allow, the  natives  of 
Africa  to  believe  that  we  were  incapable 
of  defending  those  whom  we  had  taken 
under  our  protection,  or  those  missionaries 
and  traders  who  had  formed  centres  of 
civilisation  and  colonisation  in  that 
country  which  they  had  occupied  so  long. 
I  did  not  understand  the  noble  Earl  to 
question  the  policy  in  general,  but  he 
seemed  to  think  that  when  we  had 
resolved  that  the  Portuguese  Govern- 
ment were*  not  really  complying  with  our 
request  and  that  it  wjis  necessary  to  speak 
to  them  in  tones  of  greater  pressure, 
we  might  by  doing  it  more  slowly 
have  made  the  operation  more  palatable 
to  the  Portuguese  Government  and  have 
caused  less  annoyance  among  the  popula- 
tion. But  other  considerations  pressed 
themselves  very  strongly  upon  my  mind. 
The  danger  was  that  if  there  was  any 
great  length  of  time  given  for  the  purpose 
of  considering  our  demands  the  decision 
would  pass  from  the  councils  of  statesmen 
to  the  councils  of  the  populace  in  the 
streets.  The  feeling  among  the  populace 
was  so  inflammable,  there  were  such 
elements  of  disorder,  that  it  was  doubtful 
whether  the  Government  would  be  able 
to  hold  them  in  hand.  We  felt  there  was 
great  danger  if  the  matter  was  delayed 
that  it  would  fall  into  the  hands  of  public 
meetings  to  decide,  and  that  the  decision 
would  be  given  in  favour  of  resistance, 
and  resistance  must  have  brought  with  it 
probably  bloodshed,  and  certainly  con- 
siderable danger  to  the  integrity  of  the 
Portuguese  Monarchy.  We  were  of 
opinion  that  to  avoid  those  complications, 
and  to  avoid  other  complications  into* 
which  I  need  not  enter,  it  was  necessary, 
when  once  we  had  resolved  to  indicate  that 
greater  pressure  would  be  applied,  that 
as  little  time  should  pass  as  possible  before 
the  ultimate  decision  was  arrived  at,  and 
we  came  to  that  decision  in  the  interests  of 
Portugal  and  in  the  interests  of  humanity. 
The  noble  Earl  asks  me  with  respect  tO" 
Mr.  Consul  Johnston's  so-called  negotia- 
tions. A  most  excellent  and  admirable 
Consul  was  Mr.  Consul  Johnston.  He 
was  going  out  to  Zanzilar,  and  I 
requested  him  to  go  by  way  of  Lisbon, 
as  he  was  acquainted  with  the  Portu- 
guese, and  had  acquaintances  in  the 
town.  I  stated  that  we  should  be  glad 
to  know  what  his  pri\-ate  impressions 
were  with  respect  to  the  views  taken  in 
that    city.       Unoftioial     proposals    were 
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mado  to  him,  which  he  transmitted, 
naturally  not  in  a  despatch,  but  in  a 
private  letter  to  one  of  the  Under 
Secretaries.  Tlie  proposals  were  neces- 
sarily unpalatable  to  the  Foreign  Office, 
because  they  involved  a  sacrifice  of  those 
very  settlements  on  the  Shir^  and  the 
Nyassa  which  are  a  part  of  the  main 
subjects  of  our  controversy.  Therefore 
it  was  quite  impossible  for  us  to  go 
further  with  that  discussion.  When 
the  noble  Lord  asks  me  whether  there 
are  to  be  any  manoeuvres  at  Gibraltar  I 
am  bound  to  confess  that  I  do  not  know. 
It  is  leather  early  to  decide.  1  should 
doubt  very  much  whether  Lord  George 
Hamilton  knows  where  the  manoeuvres 
in  August  are  to  take  place.  I  should 
think  that  the  dangers  which  the  noble 
Lord  indicates  with  respect  to  the  use  of 
Gibraltar  are  somewhat  exaggerated  but 
I  have  no  knowledge  whatever  of  any 
intention  t.)  conduct  manoeuvres  there. 
However,  I  have  no  doubt  the  considera- 
tions to  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
referred  will  be  carefully  considered  by 
the  Admiralty.  With  respect  to  the 
state  of  Ireland,  I  may  say  that  the 
noble  Lord  has  expressed  some  consider- 
able discontent  because  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne  is  not  a  long  one,  and  because 
our  list  of  measures  is  not  more 
voluminous.  I  can  only  say  that  if  we 
pass  all  those  measures  I  shall  be  exceed- 
ingly glad,  although  somewhat  surprised  ; 
and  I  do  not  think  any  good  object  is 
attained  by  piling  up  promises  year  after 
year  which  our  exparience  of  the  slow 
working  of  the  Parliamentary  machine 
must  have  convinced  us  by  this  time  it  is 
unable  adequately  to  fulfil.  The  noble 
Lord  demurred  very  much  to  our  self- 
<X)ngratulation8  on  the  improved  state  of 
Ireland,  and  he  produced  a  set  of  figures. 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  There  is  one 
quostion,  before  the  noble  Marquess  deals 
with  Ireland,  with  regard  to  the  sugar 
bounties. 

Thk  Marquess  of  SALISBURY :  I  think 
the  ratification  of  the  sugar  bounties  is 
not  due  until  the  end  of  next  year,  and 
wa  have  always  expressed  our  opinion 
that  the  ratification  of  that  instrument 
must  depend  upon  the  amount  of  co- 
operation which  we  receive  from  the 
principal  producers  of  sugar.  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  matters  are  not  as  favourable 
as  they  were  at  this  time  last  year.  The 
French  Government  have  expressed  them- 
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selves  in  very  distinct  language,  which  a 
year  ago  they  had  not  done.  The  spirit 
of  protection  is  stronger  in  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  than  it  was 
then,  and  we  have  had  from  what 
was  the  Empire  of  Brazil  an  indication 
that  Brazil  is  not  disposed  to  take  the 
view  we  take  on  the  subject.  I  should  be 
sorry  to  speak  precipitately,  because  things 
change,  and  even  in  Brazil  Govermnents 
are  not  absolutely  perfect.  I  am  not 
therefore  able  to  promise  the  noble 
Lord  an  early  introduction  of  the 
Bill.  With  respect  to  Ireland,  the  noble 
Lord  showed  by  certain  statistics  which 
he  had,  and  which  I  must  say  seem  to 
me  to  be  peculiarly  his  own,  that  crime 
had  very  much  risen  from  the  year  1879 
to  1889.  But  the  noble  Lord  was  lost 
in  hundreds  of  thousands,  and  I  am  not 
quite  sure  what  particular  calculation 
will  come  out  to-morrow  morning  afi  the 
result  of  the  noble  Lord's  arithmetical 
efforts.  But  if  I  may  be 'permitted  to  do 
so,  I  should  like  to  read  some  figures 
handed  to  me  by  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (Lord  Ashbourne)  showing  what, 
from  our  point  of  view,  is  the  real  con- 
dition of  persons  boycotted  wholly  or 
partially  in  Ireland  during  the  last  three 
years.  On  the  30th  of  June,  1887,  the 
number  of  persons  boycotted  wholly  and 
partially  was  4,901  ;  on  the  30th  of  June, 

1888,  the  number  had  fallen  to  1,324  ;  on 
the  30th  of  June,  1889,  the  number  had 
fallen  to  317.     On  the  31st  of  December, 

1889,  the  number  had  fallen  to  152. 
Now,  those  figures  seem  to  me  to  show 
very  clearly  that,  whatever  else  has  hap- 
pened, or  whatever  the  cause  may  be, 
boycotting  has  received  a  severe  and 
exemplary  blow  in  Ireland.  I  may  state, 
perhaps,  as  also  interesting  with  respect 
to  agrarian  crime,  that  in  the  quarter 
ending  the  30th  of  June,  1887,  the  total 
was  231  ;  in  the  quarter  ending  the  30th 
June,  1889,  the  number  was  181  ;  and  in 
the  quarter  just  ended,  the  31st  of  Decem- 
ber, 1889,  the  number  had  sunk  to  95. 
We  have,  therefore,  every  ground  for 
believing  that  the  system  of  govern- 
ment that  has  been  pursued  in  Ireland 
has  t3nded  to  restore  respect  for  law  and 
for  property  and  to  diminish  the  pre- 
valence of  crime.  That  we  can  produce 
an  absolute  and  immediate  content,  abso- 
lut3  peace,  absolute  harmony  among  the 
various  parts  of  the  population  by  any 
systom  that  we  cdn  devise,  we  do  not  for 
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a  moment  pretend.  Has  anybody  in  the 
past  been  able  to  do  such  a  thing  in 
Ireland?  Does  the  noble  Lord  for  a 
moment  believe  that -when  Mr.  Davitt 
and  Mr.  Pamell  are  installed  at  Dublin, 
and  are  governing  Ulster  at  their  will, 
there  will  be  perfect  harmony  and  good- 
will among  all  portions  of  the  Irish 
population?  It  is  impossible  in  a  few 
years — it  is  impossible,  I  fear,  in  many 
jrears — ^to  undo  the  evil  work  which 
centuries  of  hesitating  government  have 
caused.  It  is  impossible  to  produce  an 
agreement  among  men  of  different  and 
hostile  creeds,  of  different  races,  of 
antagonistic  traditions,  to  restore  a 
harmony  which  has  never  existed  there, 
and,  I  may  almost  say,  has  hardly  existed 
in  any  other  part  of  the  world  where 
similar  conditions  obtain.  But  we  can 
do  our  best  to  enable  that  plant  of 
harmony  to  grow,  and  we  believe  that  all 
history  points  to  this  lesson — that  it  is 
only  under  the  shadow  of  a  just,  dis- 
criminating, and  firm  government  that 
the  plant  of  harmony,  of  love,  and  good- 
will among  the  various  sections  of  the 
population  can,  even  aftar  the  lapse  of 
many  generations,  be  expected  to  grow. 

Address  ^reed  to,  nevnine  dissentiente, 
and  ordered  to  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  by  the  Lords  with  White  Staves. 

CHAIRMAN  OF  COMMITTEES. 

The  Earl  of  Morley  appointed,  nemine 
dissentiente,  to  take  the  Chair  in  all  Com- 
mittees of  this  House  for  this  Session. 

CoMMiTi'EE  FOR.  Privii;eges — Appointed. 

SuB-CoMMrrrEE  foe  the  Journals — 
Appointed. 

Stoppagks  in  the  Streets — Order  to 
prevent,  renewed. 

Appeal  CoMMirrEE — Appointed. 

DURATION   OP   SPEECHES     IN    THE     HOUSE    OP 

LORDS  BILL. 

A  Bill  to  ascertain  and  limit  the  duration  of 
speeches  in  the  Houae  of  Lord — Was  presented 
by  the  Iiord  Denman ;  read  1* :  and  to  be 
printed.    (No.  4.) 

ARCHDEACONRY  OP  CORNWALL   BILL. 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  law  as  to  the  endowment 
of.  the  Archdeaconry  of  Cornwall — Was  pre- 
sentad  by  the  Lord  Steward ;  read  l** ;  and  to  he 
printed.    (No.  5.)  ^ 


HARES   PRESERVATION   BILL. 

A  Bill  to  provide  a  close  time  for  har^s  in 
England,  Scotland,  anl  Wales— Was presanted 
by  the  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley  ;  read  !•  ;  and 
to  be  printed.     (No.  6. 

House  adjourned  athalf-pa^t  Six  o'clock 
to  Thursday  n<  x  •,  a  quarter 
past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  11th  February,  1890, 


The  House  met  at  half  after  One  of 
the  clock. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Com- 
missioners ; — 

The  House  went ; — and  being  re- 
turned ; — 

NEW    WRITS    DURING    THE    RECESS' 

Mr.  Speaker  acquainted  the  House, — 
That  he  had  issued,  during  the  Recess, 
Warrants  for  New  Writs, — for  Dundee 
Burgh,  V,  Joseph  Firth  Bottomley  Firth, 
esquire,  deceased;  for  Lincoln  Couniy 
(North  Kesteven  or  Sleaford  Division), 
V,  Right  Honble  Henry  Chaplin,  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  for 
Great  Britain;  for  Peterborough,  v. 
Honble  William  John  Wentworth  Fitz- 
William,  deceased ;  for  Counties  of  Elgin 
and  Nairn,  v.  Charles  Henry  Anderson, 
esquire,  deceased ;  for  Buckingham 
County  (Northern  or  Buckingham 
Division),  v,  Honble  Egerton  Hubbard 
(now  Lord  Addington);  for  Brighton, 
V.  Sir  William  Tindal  Robertson,  knight, 
deceased ;  for  Lanark  County  (Partick 
Division),  v.  Alexander  Craig  Sellar, 
esquire,  deceased. 

elections. 

Ordered,  That  all  Memhers  who  are  returned 
for  two  or  more  places  in  any  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom  do  make  their  election  for 
which  of  the  places  they  will  serve,  within  one 
week  after  it  shall  appear  that  there  is  no 
question  upon  the  return  for  that  place  ;  and 
if  any  thing  shall  come  in  question  touching 
the  return  or  election  of  any  Member,  he  is  to 
withdraw  during  the  time  the  matter  is  in 
debate  ;  and  that  all  Members  returned  upon 
double  returns  do  withdraw  till  their  returns 
are  determined. 

Resolved,  That  no  Peer  of  the  Realm,  except 
such  Peers  of  Ireland  as  shall  for  the  time 
C  2 
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Yieint^  be  actually  elected,  and  shall  not  have 
declined  to  serve,  for  any  county,  cit)',  or 
b Drouth  of  Great  Britain,' hath  anv  rigrht  to 
^ve  his  vote  in  the  election  of  any  Member  to 
serye  in  Parliament. 

Resolved,  That  it  is  a  high  infringement  of 
the  liberties  and  privileges  of  the  Commons  of 
the  United  Kingdom  for  any  Lord  of  Parlia- 
ment, OP  other  Peer  or  Prelate,  not  being  a 
Peer  of  Ireland  at  the  time  elected,  and  not 
having  declined  to  serve  for  any  county,  city, 
or  borough  of  Great  Britain,  to  concern  himself 
in  the  election  of  Members  to  serve  for  the 
Commons  in  Parliament,  except  only  any  Peer 
of  Ireland,  at  such  elections  in  Great  Britain 
respectively  where  such  Peer  shall  appear  as  a 
Candidate,  or  by  himself,  or  any  others,  be 
proposed  to  be  elected  ;  or  for  any  Lord  Lieu* 
tenant  or  Governor  of  any  county  to  avail 
himself  of  any  authority  derived  from  his  Com- 
mission, to  influence  the  election  of  any  Member 
to  serve  for  the  Commons  in  Parliament. 

Resolved,  I'hat  if  it  shall  appear  that  any 
person  hath  been  elected  or  returned  a  Member 
of  this  House,  or  endeavoured  so  to  be,  by 
bribery,  or  any  other  corrupt  practices,  this 
House  will  proceed  with  the  utmost  severity 
against  all  such  persons  as  shall  have  been 
wilfully  concerned  in  such  bribery  or  other 
corrupt  practices. 

WITNESSES. 

Resolved,  That  if  it  shall  appear  that  any 
person  bath  been  tampering  witti  any  Witness, 
m  respect  of  his  evidence  to  be  given  to  this 
House,  or  any  Committee  thereof,  or  directly 
or  indirectly  hath  endfravoured  to  deter  or 
hinder  any  person  from  appearing  or  givin^r 
evidence,  tht^  same  is  declared  to  be  a  high 
crime  and  misdemeanor;  and  this  House  will 
proceed  with  the  utmost  seveiity  against  such 
offender. 

Resolved,  That  if  it  shall  appear  that  any 
person  ha'h  given  false  evidence  in  any  case 
before  this  House,  or  any  Committee  thereof, 
this  House  will  proceed  with  the  utmost  seveiity 
against  such  ofi'ender. 

METROPOLITAN    POLICE. 

Ordered,  That  the  Cummissioners  of  the 
Police  of  the  Metropolis  do  take  care  that, 
during  the  Session  of  Parliament,  the  passages 
through  the  streets  leading  to  this  House  be 
kept  free  and  open,  and  that  no  obstruction  be 
permitted  to  hinder  the  passage  of  Members  to 
and  from  this  House,  and  that  no  disorder  be 
allowed  in  Westminster  Hall,  or  in  the  passages 
leading  to  this  House,  during  the  sitting  of 
Parliament,  and  that  there  be  no  annoyance 
therein  or  thereabouts ;  and  that  the  Serjeant 
ac  Arms  attending  this  House  do  communicate 
thij  Order  to  the  Commissioners  aforesaid. 


VOTES  AND   PROCEEDINGS. 

Ordered,  That  the  Vot<  s  and  Proceedings  of 
this  House  be  printed,  being  first  perused  by 
Mr.  Speaker;  and  that  he  do  appoint  the 
printiog  thereof ;  and  that  no  person  but  such 
as  he  shall  appoint  do  presume  to  print  the 
same. 


PRIVILEGES. 

Ordered,      That     a     Committae 
Privileges  be  appointed. 
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OUTLAWRIES  BILL. 
"  Bill  for  the  more  eff  jctnal  prevent- 
ing Clandestine   Outlawries,"  read  the 
first  time  ;  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

NEW  MEMBERS  SWORN. 
Captain  Edmund  Hope  Verney,  for 
Buckingham  County  (Northern  or  Buck- 
ingham Division) ;  John  Leng,  esquire, 
for  Dundee  Burgh  ;  The  Right  honour^ 
able  Henry  Chaplin,  for  Lincoln  County 
(North  Kesteven  or  Sleaford  Division)  ; 
John  Seymour  Keay,  esquire,  for 
Counties  of  Elgin  and  Nairn  ;  Alpheus 
Cleophas  Morton,  esquire,  for  Peter- 
borough ;  Gerald  Waltar  Erskine  Loder, 
esquire,  for  Brighton. 

NEW  WRIT. 
For  Mid-Glamorganshire,  v.  Christopher 
Rice  Mans3l  Talbot,  esquire,  d?ceased. 

QUESTIONS. 

THK  PORTUGUESE  IN  E\ST  AFRICA. 

Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston) :  As  a  matter  of  urgency,  I  beg 
leave  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  the  following  question, 
of  which  I  have  given  him  private 
notice  : — ^Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  numerous  statements  which 
have  appeared  in  the  Press  concerning 
the  excited  state  of  public  opinion  in 
Portugal,  and  the  hostility  displayed 
towards  British  subjects  resident  there  ; 
whether  he  can  state  that  the  excitement 
arises  from  a  belief  on  the  part  of  the 
Portuguese  that  this  country  has  acted 
towards  them  with  precipitancy  and 
severity ;  what  is  the  nature  of  ^the 
relations  at  present  existing  between 
this  country  and  Portugal ;  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  received  any 
request  from  the  Government  of  Portugal 
that  the  questions  in  dispute  shall  be 
referred  to  the  mediation  of  a  friendly 
Power  or  submitted  to  arbitration ;  and 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
willing,  or  have  considered  the  advisa- 
bility of  submitting  the  differences 
between  this  country  and  our  ancient 
ally  to  such  a  friendly  and  peaceful 
settlement? 
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The  under  SECRETARY  ot 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
Jakes  FERonssoN,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :  I 
do  not  think  there  are  aulGcient  ^round^ 
for  not  following  the  usual  pi-actice  and 
pving'  notice  of  this  question.  I  may, 
however,  mention  now  that  papers  in 
relation  to  afEaim  in  East  Africa  will  b: 
presented  immediately,  and  when  he  has 
these  the  hon.  Member  can  form  his  own 
judgment. 

Mb.  CRBMEE  :  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  I  uh&ll  repeat  my  question  to-mor- 


IKDIA— THE   CHIN-LDSHAI  KXPEDI- 

TION, 
Me.  BRADIiAUGH  (Nortliampton) : 
I  beg  to  ask  tlie  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  a  question  of  which  I 
hare  only  been  able  to  give  him  brief 
private  notice,  but  which,  is  of  special 
mrgency,  as  affecting  the  lives  of  our 
troops.  The  question  is  to  ask  whether 
the  attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
has  been  drawn  to  the  telegrams  in  the 
Tijneg  of  yesterday  as  to  the  deaths,  sick~ 
ness,  and  suffering  among  the  troops. 
English  and  native,  engaged  in  the  Chin- 
Imshai  Expedition ;  whether  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  can  make  any  statement 
to  the  House  on  the  subject ;  and 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  will  cause 
full  inquiry  to  be  made  1 

The  under  SECRETARY  or  STATE 
TOR  INDIA  (Sir  John  Qorst,  Chatham)  ; 
I  only  received  notice  of  this  question 
OS  I  was  leaving  the  India  Office  for  the 
House,  and  I  am  afraid  I  am  unable  to 
give  the  hon.  Member  a  full  or  satis- 
Eactory  answer.  So  far  as  I  am  able  to 
speak  from  a  cursory  perusal  of  the 
Reports  that  have  come  from  India  as  te 
this  expedition,  mention  is  made  in  those 
Keports  of  considerable  sicknetis  and 
mortality  among  the  troops  engaged,  and 
of  certain  remedial  measures  that  have 
been  adopted,  but  I  am  not  in  a  position 
at  thin  moment  to  give  any  detailed 
information.  As  to  the  statements  in 
the  TVnW  telegrams,  I  will  look  into  the 
matters  referred  to,  and,  if  necessary, 
farther  inquiry  shall  be  made. 

Mk.  BRADLAUGH:  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  the  in- 
frntnation  he  has  shows  that  a  large 
number  of  deaths  were  caused  by  the 
improper  encampment  of  the  troops  )        | 
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I  Sir  JOHN  GORST ;  I  have  no  in- 
formation that  shows  that,  but  if  the 
hon.  Member  will  repeat  his  question 
to-morrow,  I  will  give  him  more  explicit 
and  detailed  information. 

BUSINESS   OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton)  : 

May  I  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 

what  arrangement  he  proposes  to  allow 

of  Bills  being  brought  in  to-morrow  ) 

•Thk  first  lord  of  thk  TREASURY 
(Mr.  W,  H.  Smith,  Strand,  Westminster)  : 
I  desire  as  far  as  possible  to  consult  the 
convenience  of  hon.  Members,  and  I 
think  that  the  more  convenient  course 
will  be  to  adjourn  the  debate  upon  which 
we  may  be  engaged  about  4  o'clock,  and 
this  will  allow  of  Bills  being  brought  in 
by  hon.  Members. 

•Mr.  J.  C.  STEVENSON  (South 
Shields):  Is  it  not  doubtful  if  4  o'clock 
would  leave  sufficient  time  for  the  pur- 
pose ?  Would  it  not  be  advisable  to 
suspend  the  6  o'clock  rule  ? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  wish  to  meet 
the  desire  of  hon.  Members  as  to  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate,  but  I  think  it 
is  undesirable  to  commence  so  early  in 
the  Session  with  a  suspension  of  the 
Standing  Order.  We  shall  be  guided 
very  much  by  the  number  of  notices 
which  may  be  given  to^y,  and  I  will 
place  myself  in  communication  with  hon. 
Members  able  to  give  me  information  as 
to  the  course  desired. 


Mr.  BURT  (Morpeth)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Home  Secretary  a  question  of  which 
I  have  given  him  private  notice.  It  is 
whether  he  is  able  to  state  what  steps 
have  been  taken  to  ensure  a  complete . 
inquiry  into  the  terrible  explosion  which 
has  recently  token  place  in  Monmouth- 
shire T 

Tub  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Maithewb,  Birmingham,  E.)  ;  I  have 
appointed  distinguished  counsel  to  attend 
the  inquest  on  behalf  of  the  Home  Office, 
and  also  two  Chief  Inspectors  to  attend 
^ind  give  any  assistance  they  can  to  the 
Coroner ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  there  will 
be  a  full.investigation  into  all  the  circum- 
stances attending  this  calamity. 
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THE  r/.lf ^5  NEWSPAPER  AND  MR. 

PARNELL. 

•   Sir  W.  HARCOURT   (Derby)  :    Mr. 
Speaker,  I  rise  to  ask  leave  to  submit  to 
the  House  a  Motion  in  the  character  of 
privilege.     Those  who  are  familiar  with 
the  practice  of  tliis  House  are  aware  that 
this  is  the  proper  time  at  which  a  Motion 
of  Privilege  should  be  submitted  to  the 
House.       The     subject-matter     of     this 
Motion  is,  unfortunately,  only  too  familiar 
to  this  House,  and  therefore  I  shall  not 
find  it  necessary  to  trespass  at  any  length 
Tipon    your   attention.       It    is,    indeed, 
necessary  for  me  to  say  extremely  little 
about  it.     The  Motion  refers  to  what  is 
known  here  .and  throughout  the  world 
as   the   forged    letter  published   in   the 
Times  newspaper  on  April  18,  1887.     I 
nlust  say  a  word  upon  the  reason  why 
for  so  long  a  period  the  bringing  forward 
of  this  .Motion  has  been  delayed.     It  was 
my  duty.  Sir,  to  consult  you  in  refeitence 
tb  this  Motion ;  and  you,  with  your  usual 
kindness  and  courtesy,  pointed  out  to  me 
that  it  was  necessary  and  proper  that 
some  account  should   be  given  of  why 
this  Motion  is  brought  forward  now,  and 
was  not  brought  forward  before.     I  do 
toot   desire   to  go  into  any  of   the  past 
controversies  with  reference  to  the  sub- 
ject.    The  matter  of  delay,  as  a  matter 
of  principle  in  respect  of    questions  of 
privilege,  is  not  primd  facie  a  material 
one.     In  the   book  of   authority  which 
WQ  consult  on  this  subject  it  is  said  that 
the  House  will   punish   in  one   Session 
offences  which  have  been  committed  in 
another  ;  it  also  appears  that  a  breach  of 
privilege  committed  against  one  Parlia- 
ment can  be   punished  by  another,  and 
libels  against  former   Parliaments  have 
often  been  punished.     Selden  says  it  is 
clear  a  breach  of  privilege  in  one  Parlia- 
ment may  be  punished  in  another  suc- 
ceeding Parliament.     I  do  not  wish  to 
weary  the  House  with  the  precedents; 
they  will  be  found  collected  in  the  second 
volume  of  Hataell,  at  page  335,  where 
breaches   of  privilege   have  been  dealt 
with  in  different  Sessions  and  even  in 
different     Parliaments.       The     circum- 
stances which  have  delayed  this  Motion 
are     familiar     to    the    House,     and    I 
will     endeavour    not    to    raise    any  of 


the    ill-feeling    which    attached  to  'fhe 
former  controversies.     It  is  quite  plaiik 
that    if    a  question    is    raised   of    thia 
character — a  charge  or  calumny  or  libel 
of  a  character  which  would  be  a  breach 
of  privilege — if  it    is    denied    by    the 
party   inculpated,   there   must  be  some 
method  of  investigating  the  facts  Upon 
either  side.     Well,    we   on   this   of  the 
House   desired    at  the    time    that    the 
House  should  have  taken  this  matter  into 
its  own  hands,  and  should  have  investi- 
gated the  matter  itself  at  the  time.  '  I  ^un 
not  going  to  re-open  that  argument  fur- 
ther than  to  say  I  think  that  everything 
that  has  occurred  confirms  my  opinion  of 
the  injustice  of  that  omission,  and  our 
regret  at  the  depaiture  from  the  regular 
and   Constitutional  methods  of  dealing 
witli  those  matters.     However,  the  ma- 
jority  of  the  House  decided  otherwise, 
and  it  was  impossible  therefore  to  arrive 
at  any  judicial  decision  upon  this  matter 
until  the  verdict  was  given  in  a  Court  of 
Law  the  other  day,  about  10  days  ago, 
I  think  it  was  on  February  4.   Of  course, 
if  the  Commission  appointed  to  inquiie 
into  these  matters  had  made,  in  reference 
to  these  letters,  an  interim  report,  wfcich 
it  had  power  to  do  and  might  have  done^ 
we  might  then  have  proceeded  upon  the- 
witlidrawal  of  the  letters,  and  we  cotdd 
have  come  to  this  House  and  said  the 
matter  was  res  judicata^  and  therefore  it 
is  ripe  for  you  to  deal   with   it.     That 
was   not  the   case.       It   was  not  until 
the   decision   in   the   case    of    "Pamell 
V.    Walter"  that     we    were    placed    in 
the  position  in  .which  we  are  to-day,  to* 
say  to  the  House  of  Commons,  "  There  ia 
no  longer  any  dispute  about  the  facts  ;  it 
has  been  judicially  determined  in  a  Ooort 
of  Law,  and  therefore  there  is  nothing 
further  in  this  matter  to  inquire  into " 
That,  Sir,  is  the  ground  upon  which  I 
have  to  submit  to  you  that  I  have  given 
a  suflficient  account  of  the  delay  which 
has  taken  place  in  this  matter,  and  whidi 
will  relieve  it  from  the  difiiculties  which 
might  otherwise  attach  to  the  principle 
which  certainly  ought  to  be  observed  in 
privilege — and  which  I  know,  Sir,  from 
what  you  have  been  kind  enough  to  say  to 
me,  is  a  thing  to  which  you  attach  very  high 
importance — that  a  question  of  privilege 
should  be    brought  on   as    soon    as    it 
possibly  can  be.     What  is  the  position  of 
this  matter?     On  April   18,   1887,  waa 
published  in  the  Times  what  is  known  ad 
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the  forged  letter.  I  do  not  think,  Sir,  it  is 
neoesaary  I  should  read  to  the  House  that 
foul  and  felonious  document.  It  is  branded 
in  the  memory  of  every  man,  I  should 
think,  who  sits  in  this  House.  It  will 
have  to  be  read  at  the  Table,  and  I  need 
not  read  it  now.  But,  Sir,  it  is  of  the 
essence  of  breach  of  privilege  that  you 
should  show  that  the  incriminated  docu- 
ment affected  the  action  of  this  House — 
that  it  was  intended  to  affect  the  action 
of  this  House.  It  is  not  every  libel  upon 
a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons 
which  forms  a  breach  of  privilege — it  is 
a  libel  which,  in  its  intent,  in  its  charac- 
ter, and  its  consequences,  is  intended  to 
a&ct  the  conduct  and  pervert  the  judg- 
ment of  the  House  of  Commons.  Well 
now,  for  that  purpose,  I  will  read — I  will 
ask  the  clerk  formally  at  the  Table  to 
read — the  comment  in  the  leading  article 
of  the  Times  newspaper,  with  which  that 
letter  was  introduced.  We  might  have 
inferred  from  the  character  of  the  letter 
itself  and  the  time  at  which  it  was 
introduced  what  were  its  object  and 
intent.  April  18,  1887,  was  a  marked 
day,  a  day  which  will  be  long  remem- 
bered, especially  in  Ireland,  for  it 
was  the  day  which  was  fixed  for  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Crimes  Act.  That 
was  an  issue  gravely  affecting  the  Mem- 
bers for  Ireland,  and  gravely  affecting 
the  character  of  the  House  of  Commons 
in  its  dealings  with  Ireland.  You  might 
have  inferred  what  was  the  meaning  of 
this  publication  then  without  any  avowal 
of  it,  but  the  Times  newspaper  wrote 
this  : — 
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We  place  before  our  readers  to-dav  a  docu- 
ment the  grave  importance  of  which  it  would 
be  difficult  to  over-estimate.  It  is  a  facsimile 
of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Parnell,  written  a  week 
after  the  Phoenix  Park  murders,  excusing  his 
public  condemnation  of  the  crime,  and  distinctly 
condoning,  if  not  approving,  the  murder  of 
Mr.  Burke.  It  needs  no  further  words  to  recom- 
mend this  document  to  the  serious  considera- 
tion of  the  public,  and  especially  of  Membeis 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  At  the  close  of  to- 
night's sitting,  if  the  arrangements  made  by 
the  Whips  hold  good,  the  division  will  be  taken 
in  the  House  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Crimes  Bill.  Ihat  the  Amendment  moved  at 
Mr.  Gladstone's  instance,  and  in  the  interest  of 
his  Pamellite  allies,  will  be  defeated  by  a  g^eat 
majority  is  beyond  doubt.  There  is,  however, 
a  preliminary  question  of  great  signiBcance  to 
be  settled.  No  graver  danger  has  ever 
threatened  public  life  in  England  tban  *the 
demoralization  in  politics  *  against  wbich  Mr. 
Gofichen,  in  hisspeech  on  Saturday  at  Edinburgh, 
abjured  all  honest  men  to  make  a  stand.*' 


When  1  sit  down  I  shall  have  to  ask  the 
House  of  Commons  — I  will  say  both  sides  of 
the  House  of  Commons — tomakeastand  as 
honest  men  against  the  greatest  example, 
as  I  think,  of  demoralization  in  politics 
of  whichmoderntimeshasanyexample.  It 
is  not,  perhaps,  necessary  after  that  quota- 
tion to  add  anything,  but,  as  if  to  leave 
no  doubt  in  the  matter,  the  responsible 
manager  of  the  Times  admitted  in  the 
witness-box  what  his  object  was  in 
publishing  that  letter.  Thesa  were  some 
of  the  questions  put  to  the  manager  of 
the  Times — 

"  Whv  di.l  you  select  April  18,  1887,  for  the 
publication  of  the  letter?— Because  1  thought 
it  was  a  prop'^r  occasion  to  produce  it.  Why 
did  you  think  it  was  a  prctper  occasion  to  produce 
it  P — I  thought  it  was  a  suitable  time  at  which  to 
make  the  public  acquainted  viith  the  character 
of  the  men  who  were  then  prominent  in  puhlic 
affairs  Why  did  you  select  April  18  as  a 
suitable  time?— There  were  discussions  then 
going  on  in  Parliament  which  made  that  a 
proper  moment.  .  Discussions  .about  what  ? — 
Discussions  goins;  on  in  Parliament  upon  Irish 
affaiis  which  made  that  a  proper  lime— a  suit- 
able time  for  publishing  the  letter.  Every 
journalist  chooses  his  own  moment.  You 
selected  the  moment  of  the  second  reading  of 
Mr.  Balfour's  Crimes  Bill  P-I  did." 

So  that  we  are  not  left  to  inference  as 
to  what  was  the  intention  and  object 
with  which  this  forgery  was  uttered. 
It  was  intended  to  have  a  direct  and 
immediate  effect  on  the  conduct  of  Par- 
liament. There  is  now,  therefore,  no 
issue  of  fact  in  dispute.  The  publication 
is  undisputed.  The  object  is  not  dis- 
puted. It  is  not  disputed  by  the  Timts 
newspaper  itself  that  this  letter  was  a 
forgery.  It  was  forged  for  the  express 
purpose,  and  it  was  procured  for  the 
express  purpose,  of  destroying  the 
character  of  the  Member  in  question  ; 
and  it  was  intended  to  destroy  the 
political  party  and  the  political  ob- 
jects with  which  that  Member  was 
connected.  In  the  action  of  "Parnell 
against  Walter"  Mr.  Walter  has  not 
affected  to  palliate  or  to  allege  anything 
in  mitigation  of  this  publication.  He 
has  been  called  upon  to  pay  wliat  I 
think  I  will  call  exemplary — I  cannot 
call  them  vindictive — damages.  So  far 
the  law  has  vindicated  Mr.  Parnell  from 
what  I  can  only  call,  as  I  have  called  it 
before,  this  foul  and  felonious  assault 
It  has  visited,  as  far  as  the  law  can  go, 
condign  punishment  on  the  utterer  of 
this  forgery.  It  has  inflicted  a  still 
graver  and  still  more  righteous  penalty 
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BMI  VILEGS, 


THE  TIi[ES  NEWSPAPER  AND  MR. 

PARNELL. 

.   Sib  W.  HARCOURT   (Derby) :    Mr. 
Speaker,  I  rise  to  ask  leave  to  submit  to 
the  House  a  Motion  in  the  character  of 
privilege.     Those  who  are  familiar  with 
the  practice  of  this  House  are  aware  that 
this  is  the  proper  time  at  which  a  Motion 
of  Privilege  should  be  submitted  to  the 
House.       The     subject-matter     of     this 
Motion  is,  unfortunately,  only  too  familiar 
to  this  House,  and  therefore  I  shall  not 
find  it  necessary  to  trespass  at  any  length 
^pon    your   attention.       It    is,    indeed, 
necessary  for  me  to  say  extremely  little 
about  it.     The  Motion  refers  to  what  is 
known  here  .and  throughout  the  world 
as  the   forged    letter  published  in  the 
Times  newspaper  on  April  18,  1887.     I 
ndust  say  a  word  upon  the  reason  why 
for  so  long  a  period  the  bringing  forward 
of  this  -Motion  has  been  delayed.     It  was 
my  duty.  Sir,  to  consult  you  in  reference 
to  this  Motion ;  and  you,  with  your  usual 
kindness  and  courtesy,  pointed  out  to  me 
that  it  was  necessary  and  proper  that 
some  account  should   be  given  of  why 
this  Motion  is  brought  forward  now,  and 
was  not  brought  forward  before.     I  do 
Hot  desire   to  go  into  any  of   the  past 
controversies  with  reference  to  the  sub- 
ject.    The  matter  of  delay,  as  a  matter 
of  principle  in  respect  of    questions  of 
privilege,  is  not  prinid  facie  a  material 
one.     In  the  book  of   authority  which 
we  consult  on  this  subject  it  is  said  that 
the  House  will   punish   in  one   Session 
offences  which  have  been  committed  in 
another  ;  it  also  appears  that  a  breach  of 
privilege  committed  against  one  Parlia- 
ment can  be   punished  by  another,  and 
libels  against  former   Parliaments  have 
often  been  punished.     Selden  says  it  is 
clear  a  breach  of  privilege  in  one  Parlia- 
ment may  be  punished  in  another  suc- 
ceeding Parliament.     I  do  not  wish  to 
weary  the  House  with  the  precedents ; 
they  will  be  found  collected  in  the  second 
volume  of  Hatsell.,  at  page  335,  where 
breaches  of  privilege   have  been   dealt 
with   in  different  Sessions  and  even  in 
different     Parliaments.       The     circum- 
stances which  have  delayed  this  Motion 
are     familiar     to    the    House,     and    I 
will     endeavour    not    to    raise    any  of 


the    ill-feeling    which    attached  to  fhe 
former  controversies.     It  is  quite  plaih 
that    if    a  question    is    raised  of    thi& 
character — a  charge  or  calumny  or  libel 
of  a  character  which  would  be  a  breach 
of  privilege — if  it    is    denied    by    the 
party   inculpated,   there   must   be  some 
method  of  investigating  the  facts  lipan 
either  side.     Well,    we   on   this   of  the 
House   desired    at  the    time    that    the 
House  should  have  taken  this  matter  into 
its  own  liands,  and  should  have  investi- 
gated the  matter  itself  at  the  time.   I  am 
not  going  to  re-open  that  argument  fur- 
ther than  to  say  I  think  that  everything 
that  has  occurred  confirms  my  opinion  of 
the  injustice  of  that  omission,  and  our 
regret  at  the  depai-ture  from  the  regular 
and   Constitutional   methods  of  dealing 
with  those  matters.     However,  the  ma- 
jority  of  the  House  decided  otherwise, 
and  it  was  impossible  therefore  to  arrive 
at  any  judicial  decision  upon  this  matter 
until  the  verdict  was  given  in  a  Court  of 
Law  the  other  day,  about  10  days  ago, 
I  think  it  was  on  February  4.   Of  course^ 
if  the  Commission  appointed  to  inqniie 
into  these  matters  had  made,  in  reference 
to  these  letters,  an  interim  report^  which 
it  had  power  to  do  and  might  have  done, 
we  might  then  have  proceeded  upon  the 
withdrawal  of  the  letters,  and  we  cotild 
have  come  to  this  House  and  said  the 
matter  was  res  judicata,  and  therefore  it 
is  ripe  for  you  to  deal  with   it.     That 
was   not  the   case.       It  was'  not  until 
the   decision  in   the   case   of    "Ptomell 
V.    Walter"  that    we    were    placed    in 
the  position  in  .which  we  are  to-day,  to» 
say  to  the  House  of  Commons,  "  There  i» 
no  longer  any  dispute  about  the  facts  ;  it 
has  been  judicially  determined  in  a  Court 
of  Law,  and  therefore  there  is  nothing 
further  in  this  matter  to  inquire  into/' 
That,  Sir,  is  the  ground  upon  which  I 
have  to  submit  to  you  that  I  have  giren 
a  sufficient  account  of  the  delay  whidi 
has  taken  place  in  this  matter,  and  whid> 
will  relieve  it  from  the  difiBculties  which 
might  otherwise  attach  to  the  principle 
which  certainly  ought  to  be  observed  in 
privilege — and  which  I  know,  Sir,  from 
what  you  have  been  kind  enough  to  say  to 
me,  is  a  thing  to  which  you  attach  very  high 
importance — that  a  question  of  privilege 
should   be    brought  on  as    soon    as    it 
possibly  can  be.     What  is  the  position  of 
this  matter?    On  April  18,  1887,  waa 
published  in  the  Times  what  is  known  ad 
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the  forged  letter.  I  do  not  think*  Sir,  it  is 
iieces9$bry  I  should  read  to  the  Qouse  that 
foul  and  felonious  document.  It  is  branded 
in  the  memory  of  every  man,  I  should 
think,  who  sits  in  this  House.  It  will 
have  to  be  read  at  the  Table,  and  I  need 
not  read  it  now.  But,  Sir,  it  is  of  the 
essence  of  breach  of  privilege  that  you 
should  show  that  the  incriminated  docu- 
ment afEected  the  action  of  this  House — 
that  it  was  intended  to  affect  the  action 
of  this  House.  It  is  not  every  libel  upon 
a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons 
which  forms  a  breach  of  privilege — it  is 
a  libel  which,  in  its  intent,  in  its  charac- 
ter, and  its  consequences,  is  intended  to 
affect  the  conduct  and  pervert  the  judg- 
ment of  the  House  of  Commons.  Well 
now,  for  that  purpose,  I  will  read — I  will 
ask  the  clerk  formally  at  the  Table  to 
read — the  comment  in  the  leading  article 
of  the  Times  newspaper,  with  which  that 
letter  was  introduced.  We  might  have 
inferred  from  the  character  of  the  letter 
itself  and  the  time  at  which  it  was 
introduced  what  were  its  object  and 
intent.  April  18,  1887,  was  a  marked 
day,  a  day  which  will  be  long  remem- 
bered, especially  in  Ireland,  for  it 
was  the  day  which  was  fixed  for  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Crimes  Act.  That 
was  an  issue  gravely  affecting  the  Mem- 
bers for  Ireland,  and  gravely  affecting 
the  character  of  the  House  of  Commons 
in  its  dealings  with  Ireland.  You  might 
have  inferred  what  was  the  meaning  of 
this  publication  then  without  any  avowal 
of  it,  but  the  Times  newspaper  wrote 
this  >— 

"  We  place  before  our  readers  to-dav  a  docu- 
ment the  grave  importance  of  which  it  would 
be  difficult  to  over-estimate.  It  is  a  facsimile 
of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Parnell,  written  a  week 
after  the  Phoenix  Park  murders,  excusing  his 
pnblic  condemnation  of  the  crime,  and  distinctly 
condoning,  if  not  approving,  the  murder  of 
Mr.  Burke.  It  needs  no  further  words  to  recom- 
mend this  document  to  the  serious  considera- 
tion of  the  public,  and  especially  of  Membei  s 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  At  the  close  of  to- 
night's sitting,  if  the  arrangements  made  by 
the  Whips  hold  good,  the  division  will  be  taken 
in  the  House  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Crimes  Bill.  Ihat  the  Amendment  moved  bt 
Mr.  Gladstone's  instance,  and  in  the  interest  of 
his  Pamellite  allies,  will  be  defeated  by  a  g^eat 
majority  is  beyond  doubt.  There  is,  however, 
a  preliminary  question  of  great  signi6cance  to 
be  settled.  No  graver  danger  has  ever 
threatened  public  life  in  England  than  *the 
demoralization  in  politics  *  against  which  Mr. 
GhDfichen,  in  his  speech  on  Saturday  at  Edinburgh, 
adjured  all  honest  men  to  make  a  stand.*' 


When  1  sit  down  I  shall  have  to  ask  the 
House  of  Commons  — I  will  say  both  sides  of 
the  House  of  Commons — tomakeastand  as 
honest  men  against  the  greatest  example, 
as  I  think,  of  demoralization  in  politics 
of  whichmoderntimeshasanyexample.  It 
is  not,  perhaps,  necessary  after  that  quota- 
tion to  add  anything,  but,  as  if  to  leave 
no  doubt  in  the  matter,  the  responsible 
manager  of  the  Times  admitted  in  the 
witness-box  what  his  object  was  in 
publishing  that  letter.  Thesa  were  some 
of  the  questions  put  to  the  manager  of 
the  Times — 

*•  Whv  did  you  select  Ap»il  18,  1887,  for  the 
publication  of  the  letter?— Because  1  thought 
it  was  a  proper  occasion  to  produce  it.  Why 
did  you  think  it  was  a  proper  occasion  to  produce 
it  P — I  thought  it  was  a  suitable  time  at  which  to 
make  the  public  acquainted  viith  the  character 
of  the  men  who  were  then  prominent  in  public 
affairs  Why  did  you  select  April  18  as  a 
suitable  time?— There  were  discussions  then 
going  on  in  Parliament  which  made  that  a 
proper  moment.  Discussions  .about  what  ? — 
Discussions  goins;  on  in  Parliament  upon  Irish 
affaiis  which  made  that  a  proper  time— a  suit- 
able time  for  publishing  the  letter.  Every 
journalist  chooses  his  own  moment.  You 
selected  the  moment  of  the  second  reading  of 
!ilr.  Balfour's  Crimes  Bill  P-I  did." 

So  that  we  are  not  left  to  inference  as 
to  what  was  the  intention  and  object 
with  which  this  forgery  was  uttered. 
It  was  intended  to  have  a  direct  and 
immediate  effect  on  the  conduct  of  Par- 
liament. There  is  now,  therefore,  no 
issue  of  fact  in  dispute.  The  publication 
is  undisputed.  The  object  is  not  dis- 
puted. It  is  not  disputed  by  the  Tim^s 
newspaper  itself  that  this  letter  was  a 
forgery.  It  was  forged  for  the  express 
purpose,  and  it  was  procured  for  the 
express  purpose,  of  destroying  the 
character  of  the  Member  in  question  ; 
and  it  was  intended  to  destroy  the 
political  party  and  the  political  ob- 
jects with  which  that  Member  was 
connected.  In  the  action  of  "Parnell 
against  Walter"  Mr.  Walter  has  not 
affected  to  palliate  or  to  allege  anything 
in  mitigation  of  this  publication.  He 
has  been  called  upon  to  pay  wliat  I 
think  I  will  call  exemplary — I  cannot 
call  them  vindictive — damages.  So  &.r 
the  law  has  vindicated  Mr.  Parnell  from 
what  I  can  only  call,  as  I  have  called  it 
before,  this  foul  and  felonious  assault 
It  has  visited,  as  far  as  the  law  can  go, 
condign  punishment  on  the  utterer  of 
this  forgery.  It  has  inflicted  a  still 
graver  and  still  more  righteous  penalty 
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than  any  pecuniary  fine — the  perpetual 
ignominy  which  attends  the  memory  of 
that  transaction.  So  far,  then,  the 
judicial  tribunals  have  made  amends  to 
the  Member  for  Cork.  But  behind  and 
beyond  the  offence  against  the  Member 
himself  lies  what  I  conceive  to  be  a  far 
more  important  issue — the  gross,  palpable, 
flagrant  outi*age  which  has  been  at- 
tempted, and  in  a  great  part  accom- 
plished, on  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  object  of  this  atrocious  calumny  is 
avowed.  It  was  thouorht,  perhaps,  that 
there  were  some  weak-kneed  Members  of 
this  House  who  might  have  a  hesitation 
as  to  the  vota  they  were  going  to  give 
upon  the  Crimes  Bill.  It  was  thought 
that  there  might  be  men  who  might  hav^3 
scruples  as  to  the  pledges  they  had  given 
to  their  constituents  upon  the  subject  of 
coercion.  It  was  thought  necessary  to 
inflame  public  prejudice,  to  poison  the 
public  mind,  to  strengthen  Members  into 
giving  this  vota — to  supply  them  with  a 
justification  for  the  vote  they  were  to 
give  or  had  given.  That  was  the  object 
of  this  publication.  It  was  for  this 
object,  Sif,  that  this  letter  was  procured, 
was  kept  lying  by,  was  treasured  up 
until  a  propitious  moment  came,  and  then 
was  produced  and  launched  upon  the 
world  on  the  morning  of  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill.  It  would  be  a 
waste  of  time — I  should  be  abusing  the 
patienca  of  the  House — if  I  were  to 
argue  at  any  length  that  this  was  a 
breach  of  tlie  privileges  of  this  House. 
Any  man  who  knows  anything  of  Par- 
liamentary law  knows  very  well  that  a 
grosser,  more  palpable,  breach  of  the 
privileges  of  this  House  cannot  possibly 
be  conceived.  I  am  not  going  to  weary 
you  by  a  recital  of  many  musty  prece- 
dents on  this  matter.  I  ^vill  just  for  a 
moment  call  your  attention  to  recent 
action  in  matters  of  this  kind  by  leaders 
of  this  House  whose  memories  are 
respected.  I  would  call  attention  just 
for  one  moment  to  the  case  in  February, 
1875,  when  Mr.  Disraeli  was  leader  of 
the  Hous3,  and  a  Member  of  the  House 
was  charged  with  a  breach  of  privilege 
by  the  Irish  Members.  It  was  the  present 
Lord  Justice  Lopes,  whose  language  was 
complained  of.  He  was  charged  with 
having  said  that  the  Liberals  were  allied 
with  a  disreputable  Irish  band  whose 
watchword  was  Home  Rule,  but  who 
really  meant  repeal  of  the  Union.  What 
Sir  William  Harcourt 


did  Mr.  Disraeli  say  to  that?  Did  he 
say  it  was  not  a  breach  of  the  privileges 
of  this  House  ?     He  said  : — 

'^  I  am  not  here  f  o  deny  that  it  is  a  breach  of 
privileg:e  to  Hpeak  of  any  Members  of  this 
House  in  their  capacity  as  such  in  terms  which 
imply  disgrace,  ur,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said,  obloquy.*' 

He  called  upon  the  hon.  Member 
responsible  to  express  regret  for  what 
he  had  said,  and  the  call  was  immediately 
responded  to,  and  thus  the  House  was 
relieved  from  the  painful  necessity  of 
making  it  a  question  of  privilege. 
Nothing  can  show  more  clearly  that  that 
was  a  question  of  privilege  in  the  opinion 
of  Mr.  Disraeli,  and  that  nothing  but  tlie 
retractation  of  the  words  would  suffice.  I 
need  only  refer  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Plimsoll. 
It  was  admitted  by  everybody  that  the 
publication  of  the  placard  was  a  breach  of 
privilege.  It  was  admitted  that  Mr.  Plim- 
soll made  his  apology  in  the  matter,  and 
I  remember  I  then  urged  upon  the 
Government  of  the  day  that  they  should 
treat  it  as  the  case  of  Mr.  Lopes  had  been 
treated,  and  that,  it  having  been  apolo- 
gised for,  no  further  proceedings  should  be 
taken.  Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  however, 
thought  so  strongly  of  the  matter  of 
privilege  that,  while  agreeing  that  no 
further  steps  should  be  taken,  he  required 
that  the  Journals  of  the  House  should 
record  the  fact  that  what  had  taken  place 
was  a  breach  of  privilege.  Sir  StaJSord 
Northcote,  on  the  18th  of  June,  1883,. 
brought  a  charge  of  breach  of  privilege 
against  the  late  Mr.  John  Bright  in  this 
House,  and  the  words  complained  of 
were — 

*•  That  they  (the  Conservative  Party  as  a 
whole)  were  found  in  alliance  with  an  Irish 
rebel  party,  the  main  portion  of  whose  funds 
for  the  purposes  of  agitation  came  directly  from 
the  avowed  enemies  of  England,  and  whose  oath 
of  allegiance  is  broken  by  association   with  its 


enemies. 


I  will  say  no  more  on  the  question  of 
precedent  except  to  point  out  what 
Hallam  says  as  to  the  power  of  the  House 
to  vindicate  its  own  character  and 
honour. 

**  The  majority  are  bound  to  respect,"  says 
Hallam,  **  and  indeed  have  respected,  therignt 
of  every  Member,  however  obnoxious  to  them, 
on  all  questions  of  privilege,  even  in  a  case 
most  unlikely  to  occur— that  of  libel.  It 
would  be  unjust  if  a  patriotic  legislator,  ex- 
posed to  calumny  for  his  zeal  in  the  pabUc 
mterest,  should  necessarily  be  driven  to  the 
troublesome  and  uncertain  process  of  law  when 
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the  offence  so  manifestly  affects  the  real  interests 
of  Parliament  and  of  the  nation.*' 

It  is  impossible  more  accurately  to  express 
the  real  principle,  and  justification  of  the 
principle,  of  privilege  than  in  those  words. 
1  do  not  know  whether  it  will  be  objected 
that  a  case  which  has  been  the  subject 
of  an  action  at  law  ought  not  to  be  made 
also  a  question  of  breach  of  piivilege. 
But  obviously  that  is  not  the 
case.  The  decision  of  a  Court  of  Law 
cannot  oust  the  action  of  this  House,  just 
as  the  action  of  this  House  cannot  oust 
an  aq]kion  for  damages.  The  two  charges 
are  current  and  not  alternative  in  respect 
of  jurisdiction.  In  point  of  fact,  I  do 
not  know  that  any  question  can  here  be 
raised.  The  language  of  Lord  Ellen- 
borough  is  quite  clear  on  that  point.  He 
said : — 

**  Whether  it  was  consistent  with  the  dignity 
of  such  bodies  as  the  House  of  Commons,  and, 
what  was  more,  with  the  immediate  and 
effectual  exercise  of  their  important  functions, 
that  they  should  wait  for  the  comparatively 
late  result  of  a  prosecution  in  the  ordinary 
Courts  of  Law  for  the  vindication*  of  their 
privileges  from  wrong  and  insult.  .  .  There- 
fore, by  the  necessity  of  the  case,  the  principles 
of  human  reason  seemed  to  require  that  such 
bodies,  constituted  for  such  purposes  and 
exercising  such  functions  as  they  did,  should 
possess  the  powers  which  the  history  of  the 
earliest  time  showed  them,  in  fact,  to  possess 
and  use." 

That  authority  meets  any  argument 
4^t,  because  there  has  been  an  action 
at  law,  the  authority  of  this  House 
is  to  be  ousted.  Tt  is  perfectly  obvious 
that  that  must  be  so,  because  the  object  of 
the  two  proceedings  is  ut^terly  different. 
The  object  of  an  action  at  law  is  to 
vindicate  the  character  and  reputation  of 
the  individual,  whilst  the  object  of  such 
a  Motion  as  this  is  to  assert  the  privileges 
of  this  House  and  the  dignity  of  Parlia- 
ment. There  is  nobody  who  will  be  more 
disponed  than  I  am  to  assert  that  questions 
of  privilege  ought  not  to  be  lightly 
raised,  and  ought  not  to  be  lightly 
authorised.  It  is  necessary,  however,  in  my 
opinion — and,  I  believe,  in  the  opinion  of 
everyone  who  has  had  any  experience  of 
Parlianient — that  the  power  should  re- 
main and  abide  in  the  House  of 
vindicating  its  dignity  and  authority, 
to  be  exercised  upon  adequate  and 
necessary  occasions.  Therefore,  if  it 
be  true  that  there  is  no  dispute  as  to 
the  fact  of  publication,  as  to  the  object  of 
tiie  publication,  and  as  to  the  fact  that 


that  publication  constitutes  a  breach  of  the 
privileges  of  this  House,  there  remains 
only  one  single  question — and  that  is.  Is 
this  an  adequate  and  necessary  occasion 
for  this  House  to  exercise  ite  power? 
How  does  the  matter  stand  ?  This  is  no 
case  of  hasty  and  inconsiderate  action  on 
the  part  of  some  obscure  libeller.  It 
is  avowed  to  have  been  a  deliberate 
attempt  to  influence  and  to  pervert  the 
judgment  of  Parliament  by  making  an 
accusation  calculated  to  destroy  the 
character  of  the  leader  of  the  Irish  Party, 
for  the  purpose  of  destroying  that  Party, 
and  with  it  the  hopes  of  the  nation 
which  that  Party  represents.  Does  it 
comport  with  the  dignity  and  the  honour 
of  the  House  of  Commons  to  pass  over 
such  a  transaction  as  this  forgery  in 
silence  as  though  it  were  a  matter  of 
indifference  to  it  ?  Neither  is  this  the 
hasty  action  of  some  inexperienced  per- 
sons which  might  be  passed  over  by  this 
House  and  be  forgotten.  In  the  cases  to 
which  I  have  referred  where  the  breach 
of  privilege  was  not  insisted  upon,  apolo- 
gies were  made  in  this  House  by  the 
persons  who  had  committed  the  ofEences. 
In  this  case  no  apology  has  been  made  by 
the  Times  newspaper  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  There  has  doubtless  been 
made  what  is  called  an  apology,  but  that 
was  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  Are 
we,  I  ask  again,  to  pass  over  this"  thing 
in  silence  ?  It  is  not  a  thing  done  in  a 
corner  ;  it  is  a  thing  that  is  known  and 
that  will  be  remembered  in  every  part  of 
the  civilised  world  It  cannot  be  passed 
over  or  forgotten — it  will  never  be  for- 
gotten. I  should  think  that  it  would  be 
quite  unworthy  of  the  dignity  of  this 
House  to  have  regard,  as  is  sometimes 
done  in  the  case  of  newspapers,  to  the 
insignificant  subordinates  in  this  foul 
transaction.  I  am  not  pointing  here 
to  the  action  of  the  Houstons,  the 
Pigotts,  or  the  MacDonalds.  We  know 
that  the  defendant  who  has  been  con- 
demned in  the  Courts  of  Law,  who  is  the 
principal  registered  proprietor  of  the 
Timss,  and  is  responsible  for  its  conduct 
and  its  action,  is  a  gentleman  of  high 
position,  of  great  political  experience, 
who  was  for  a  long  period  a  Member  of 
this  House,  and  who  knew  very  well  and 
who  intended  very  deliberately  the  conse- 
quences of  this  publication  and  its  effect 
upon  the  House  of  Commons.  No,  this 
is  not  one  of  those  petty  personal  libels 
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which  the  House  of  Commoiis  can  afford 
to.  dismiss  as  beneath  its  notice.  In  my 
opinion,  this  is  a  case  in  which  the  judg- 
ment of  the  world  will  be  formed  as  to 
th€>  justice  of  the  House  of  Commons.  I 
hi^ve  spoken  of  the  honour  and  the 
dignity  of  the  House  of  Commons,  but 
its  honour,  its  dignity,  is  based  upon 
its  justice.  I  have  said  that  this  is  not 
solely,  it  is  not  even  mainly,  a  personal 
question  merely  afEecting  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork,  although  I  feel  myself,  and 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  there  are 
many  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  this 
House  who  also  feel,  that  not  elsewhere 
but  in  this  place  there  ought  to  be  some 
reparation  made  to  him  for  this  libel. 
But  that  is  not  the  principal  matter.  Our 
political  strifes,  both  in  and  out  of  this 
House  are,  God  knows,  bitter  enough ; 
but  whatever  may  be  our  political  differ- 
ences, there  is  one  thing  in  which  all  will 
concur  in  an  assembly  of  English  gentle- 
men, and  that  is  in  the  denunciation  of 
the  use  of  poisoned  weapons.  I  think 
that  there  is  one  thing  that  we  may 
do  to-night.  We  may  brand  with 
the  stigma  of  Parliamentary  reprobation 
tiie  art  of  political  forgery.  In  that  de- 
niinciation  we  invite  the  assistance  of  all 
Members  of  all  parties  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  ;  we  invite  the  assistance  and 
cooperation  of  the  responsible  Ministers 
of  the  Crown,  not  only  as  Members  of 
this  House,  but  as  representing  the  great 
interests  with  which  they  are  charged. 
I  am  only  sorry  that  the  duty  I  have  taken 
upon  myself  in  this  matter  was  not  under- 
taken by  the  natural  leader  of  this  House. 
I  am  sure  that  he  is  as  zealous  for  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  this  House  as  I  am, 
and  certainly  this  is  an  occasion  in  which 
it  is  necessary  that  the  honour  and  dignity 
of  this  House  should  be  vindicated.  Before 
I  sit  down  I  have  only  one  other  thing  to 
say.  I  desire  to  point  out  that  on  the 
decision  of  the  House  to-night  upon  this 
question  there  are  depandent  issues  even 
larger  than  those  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred, issues  which  I  may  justly  term 
national  issues.  What  is  the  theory  of 
the  Union  between  England  and  Ire- 
land ?  When  you  took  away  from  Ireland 
her  independent  Parliament,  and  when 
you  invited  her  representatives  to  come 
here  and  sit  among  you,  as  a  weak  and 
defenceless  minority  amongst  you,  you 
pledged  yourselves  to  treat  them  as  your 
equals.  Every  one  remembers  the  elo- 
Sir  William  Harcourt 


quent  sentences  \o.  which  that  pledge  was 
given  in  the  great  speech  of  Mr.  Pitt,  and 
it  was  that  her  Bicpresentatives  should  be 
treated  as  English  and  Scotch  Members 
were  treated.  Now,  I  will  ask  any  ca&- 
did  man  whether,  supposing  there  had 
been  pending  in  this  House  some  critical 
question  vitally  affecting  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  say  a  Vote  of  Want  of  Con- 
fidence, and  that  on  the  morning  when 
the  Division  was  to  take  place  there  had 
appeared  in  the  Times  newspaper  a  forged 
letter,  attributing  to  the  leader  of  the 
Government  conduct  which,  if  the  charge 
were  true,  would  have  covered  him  with 
infamy  ;  say,  for  instance,  there  had 
appeared  in  the  Times  a  charge  against 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  of  mal- 
versation of  the  public  funds,  can  any 
man  in  this  House  honestly  say. 
that  the  House  would  have  been 
justified  in  taking  no  notice  of  such  a 
matter  ?  If  it  be  the  case,  as  it  is,  that 
the  reprobation  of  Parliament  would  have 
been  expressed  upon  such  a  transaction, 
what  measure  are  you  going  to  deal  out 
on  the  present  occasion  to  the  Irish  Mem* 
bers  who  sit  among  you  ?  I  have 
spoken  of  what  the  professions  of  those 
who  brought  about  the  Union  were ;  we 
shall  see  to-night  how  you  carry  out 
those  professions.  No  doubt,  the  Irish 
Members  form  a  weak  minority  among 
you  ;  they  number  only  about  one-sixth 
of  the  whole  House  ;  and  you,  the  ma- 
jority, have  the  power,  if  you  choose  to  use 
it,  to  overcome  and  to  overbear  them.  I 
do  not,  however,  think  that  that  is  the 
course  that  the  House  of  Commons  will 
take  upon  this  occasion  ;  if  they  do  so  it 
will,  indeed,  be  a  commentary  upon  the 
spirit  by  which  those  who  support  the 
Union  are  dominated.  For  these  reasons 
I  submit  to  the  House  that  this  is  a  case 
in  which  the  House  of  Commons  not  only 
has  the  right,  but  that  there  is  imposed 
upon  it  the  duty,  of  vindicating  its  own 
honour  in  this  transaction.  Therefore  it 
is  that  I  ask  leave  to  move  this 
Resolution — 

'*  That  the  publication  in  the  Timet  news- 
paper of  April  18,  1887,  of  a  letter  falsely 
alleged  to  have  been  written  by  Mr.  Pamell, 
a  Member  of  this  House,  and  the  comments 
thereon  in  the  said  newspaper,  is  a  false  anid 
scandalous  libel  and  a  breach  of  the  privileges 
of  this  House.*' 

Complaint  being  made  to  the  House  by 
the  Right  honourable  Sir  William  Har 
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oourfc,"  of  the  publication  in  the  Times 
newspaper  of  April  18th,  1887,  of  a  Letter 
wisely  alleged  to  have  been  written  by 
Mr.  Pamell,  a  Member  of  this  House,  and 
of  the  comments  thereupon  in  the  said 
newspaper, 

The  said  newspaper  was  delivered 
in,  and  the  Letter  and  the  comments 
thereon  complained  of  woro  read  as 
followeth : — 

"  15  I  5  I  82. 
**  Dear  Sir, 

"  I  am  not  surprised  at  your  friend's  anger, 
but  he  and  you  should  know  that  to  denounce 
the  murders  was  the  only  course  open  to  us. 
To  do  that  promptly  was  plainly  our  best  policy. 

'*  But  you  can  tell  him  and  all  others  con* 
cemed,  that,  though  I  regret  the  accident  of 
Lord  F.  Cayendish^s  death,  I  cannot  refuse  to 
admit  that  fiurke  got  no  more  than  his  deserts. 

**  You  are  at  liberty  to  show  him  this,  and 
others  whom  you  can  trust  also,  but  let  not  my 
address  be  known.  He  can  write  to  House 
of  Commons. 

**  Yours  very  truly, 

**  Chas.  S.  Parnbll." 

"  We  place  before  our  readers  to>day  a  docu- 
ment the  grave  importance  of  which  it  would 
be  difficult  to  over-estimate.  It  is  a  fae  timilg 
of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Pamell,  written  a  week 
after  the  Phcenix  Park  murders,  excusing  his 
public  condemnation  uf  the  crime,  and  distinctly 
condoning,  if  not  approving,  the  murder  of 
Mr.  Burke.  It  needs  no  further  words  to 
recommend  this  document  to  the  serious  con- 
sideration of  the  public,  and  especially  of 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons.  At  the 
close  of  to- night* 8  sitting,  if  the  arrangements 
made  by  the  whips  hold  good,  the  division  will 
be  taken  in  the  House  on  the  second  reading  of 
the  Crimes  Bill,  lliat  the  Amendment  moved 
at  Mr.  01adstone*s  instance,  and  in  the  interests 
of  his  Parnellite  allies,  will  be  defeated  by  a 
great  majority  is  beyond  duubt.  There  is, 
however,  a  preliminary  question  of  great 
significance  to  be  settled.  No  graver  danger 
has  ever  threatened  public  life  in*  England  than 
the  '  demoralization  in  politics '  against  which 
Mr.  Gk>6chen,  in  his  speech  on  Saturday  at 
Edinbtirgh,  adjured  all  honest  men  to  make  a 
stand/' 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*That  the  publication  in  the  Timet  news- 
paper of  April  18th,  1887,  of  a  Letter  falsely 
alleged  to  be  written  by  Mr.  Parnell,  a 
Member  of  this  House,  and  the  comments 
thereupon  in  the  said  newspaper,  is  a  false  and 
scandalous  libel,  and  a  breach  of  the  Privileges 
of  this  House.* *^(«Str  William  Ilarcourt.) 

♦Thb  under  secretary  of  STATE 
FOB  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gk)BST,  Chatham)  :  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
solemnly  assured  the  House  that  in  sub- 
mitting this  Motion  he  is  animated  solely 
by  zeal  for  the  honour  and  dignity  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  I  accept  that  state- 
ment without  the  slightest  reserve,  and 


if  hon.  Meihbers'  who  may  hereafter 
address  the  House  are  also  animated 
solely  by  desire  for  its  honour  and  dig- 
nity, I  think  it  is  possible  that  we  may 
carry  to  a  conclusion  a  debate  upon  this 
vexed  question  without  those  scenes  of 
heat  and  irritation  which  are  so  detri- 
mental to  the  honour  and  dignity  of 
the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
when  he  addresses  the  House,  is  gener- 
ally rich  in  precedents,  and  I  confess 
I  listened  to  him  with  an  earnest 
desire  .to  gather  from  him  some  precedent 
for  the  very  unusual  course  he  has  in- 
vited the  House  to  pursue.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  give  the 
House  one  single  precedent  for  the 
peculiar  course  he  has  chosen  to  pursue. 
He  most  unnecessarily  cited  one  or  two 
precedents  to  prove  that  language  of  this 
kind  constituted  a  breach  of  the  privileges 
of  the  House.  I  am  afraid  these  ex- 
hibitions of  the  research  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  were  quite  unnecessary.  The 
question  we  have  to  debate  now  is  not 
whether  this  is  a  breach  of  the  privileges 
of  the  House,  but  it  is  whether  it  'is  for 
the  honour  and  dignity  of  the  House  to 
put  in  force  now,  nearly  three  years  after 
the  ofEence  ["  Oh,  oh  !  "]  complained  of 
was  committed,  the  very  invidious  and 
dangerous  procedure  by  privilege  which 
ought  to  be  most  jealously  watched  and 
most  carefully  guarded.  I  think,  not- 
withstanding the  derisive  cheers  of  hon. 
Members  opposite,  that  this  proposition 
is  worthy  of  some  examination  on  the 
part  of  the  House,  and,  notwithstanding 
these  scornful  interjections,  I  will  do  my 
best  to  examine  it  in  the  same  temperate 
spirit  as  that  which  has  characterised  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The 
question  is  what  course  ought  the  House 
to  pursue  at  the  present  time ;  and  I 
think  I  can  give  the  Housa  three  distinct 
reasons,  which  I  think  will  convince 
those  who  are  candid  enough  to  weigh 
and  consider  them,  that  it  is  not  for  the 
dignity  or  the  honour  of  the  House  to 
embark  on  the  procedure  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  suggested.  The 
first  reason  I  give — I  know  it  will  be 
received  by  some  hon.  Members  with 
derisive  cheers — is  the  reason  of  time* 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  ad- 
duced one  single  precedent  to  show  that 
this  House  has  ever,  in  such  cases  as  the 
present  one,  after  so  long  a  lapse  of  time, 
proceeded  with  a  Motion  of  Privilege. 
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Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  did  not  read 
them  all ;  but  I  referred  to  a  long  list 
of  cases  in  the  second  volume  of  HatseWa 
Precedents,  and  in  some  of  them  action 
was  taken,  not  only  in  distant  Sessions, 
but  even  in  successive  Parliaments.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  look  at  the 
book  he  will  find  a  long  list  of  precedents 
which  I  referred  to  in  my  argument. 

♦Sir  J.  GORST :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman must  have  known  that  the  ques- 
tion of  time  was  a  very  important  one, 
when  he  was  warned  by  the  Speaker  that 
that  was  the  difficulty  he  had  to  sur- 
mount, and  he  should  not  only  have  re- 
ferred to  that  list,  but  he  ought  to  have 
cited  one  or  two  examples  in  support  of 
his  position.  It  is  quite  true  that  breaches 
of  privilege  in  one  Parliament  have  been 
punished  in  successive  Parliaments,  but 
these  have  been  cases  in  which  there  has 
been  no  earlier  opportunity  for  the 
punishment  of  the  breaches  of  privilege. 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  or  any  of 
his  learned  friends,  cite  a  single  prece- 
dent in  which  Parliament  has  waited  for 
nearly  three  years,  and  then  entertained 
a  Motion  such  as  that  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman?  Let  them  quote  one  such 
precedent  on  this  point,  and  then  I  shall 
be  happy  to  examine  it.  Let  me  remind 
the  House  of  what  has  happened.  The 
libel  which  is  the  subject  of  the  Motion 
was  published  on  the  18th  of  April, 
1887.  It  was  referred  to  in  debate  on 
the  same  day  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  It  was  then  de- 
nounced by  him  as  a  falsehood  and 
forgery.  There  is  no  Parliamentary 
principle  more  firmly  settled — and  I 
believe  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
not  contradict  it — than  that  procedure  for 
breach  of  privilege  should  be  prompt  and 
immediate.  If  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
or  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself, 
in  his  zeal  for  the  honour  and  dignity  of 
the  House,  had  thought  that  this  language 
was  a  breach  of  privilege,  the  18th  of 
April,  1887,  was  the  proper  day  upon 
which  notice  should  have  been  taken .  Three 
days  later,  on  the  21st  of  April,  there 
was  another  breach  of  privilege  com- 
mitted by  the  Times  newspaper  in 
denouncing  a  statement  made  in  this 
House  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
(Mr.  Dillon),  as  demonstrably  and  flag- 
rantly false.  There  was  technically 
about  as  clear  a  breach  of  privilege  as 
possibly  could  be  committed,  and  it  was 


taken  notice  of  on  the  3rd  of  May  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  hon.  Member  for 
Antrim  (Sir  C.  Lewis).  In  the  debate 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  H.  Fowler)  made  a  speech 
in  which,  taking  notice  of  the  appearance 
in  the  Times  of  the  letter  then  alleged  to 
be  forged,  he  did  not  ask  for  any  pro- 
cedure against  the  Times,  but  he  said  a 
telegram  had  been  received  from  Mr. 
Parnell,  consenting  to  an  inquiry,  not 
only  into  the  charges  against  the  party, 
but  also  as  to  the  forged  letters.  In  the 
same  debate  the  right  hon.   Gentleman 

^^ repeated  Mr.  Dillon's  offer  to  submit  the 
whole  question  of  the  authenticity  of  the  forged 
letters  and  the  other  charges  which  had  been 
published  under  the  heading  of  Famellitm  and 
Crinu  to  a  Select  Committee  of  the  Heuse  of 
CommuDS," 

and  Mr.  Morley,  who  spoke  on  behalf  of 

Mr.  Gladstone, 

'*  accepted  the  extension  of  the  scope  of  the 
inquiry  definitely,  including  the  letter  imputed 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  and  any  other 
specific  charges  which  could  be  extracted  from 
Famellitm  and  Crime.** 

[Opposition  Cheers.^  Hon.  Members 
cheer  that  statement,  showing  that  at  the 
outset  these  charges  were  denied,  and 
investigation  challenged,  but  not  by  way 
of  breach  of  privilege.  If  it  were  in- 
tended, if  it  were  desired  by  any  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  that  this  should  be 
treated  as  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of 
the  House,  then  was  the  time  that  that 
course  ought  to  have  been  taken;  but 
it  is  wholly  against  the  whole  course  of 
the  custom  of  the  House  for  Members 
first  to  suggest  inquiry  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  then  years  after  to  turn  round 
and  endeavour  to  induce  the  House  to  put 
in  force  procedure  on  privilege  in  relation 
to  this  very  same  offence.  On  theGth  of  July 
in  the  same  year  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
made  a  statement  to  the  House  in  which 
he  denied  the  authenticity  of  the  letters, 
and,  referring  to  the  alleged  fac  simile 
letter  published  on  the  18th  of  April,  he 
went  on  to  say  that  the  signature  attached 
to  it  was  one  he  had  not  used  since  1879. 
The  next  day,  on  the  7th  of  July,  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Cumber- 
land (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  asked  the 
Government  not  to  proceed  by  way. of 
privilege — it  was,  indeed,  then  too  late — 
but  he  asked  for  a  Select  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  charges,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  stated  that  he  himself 
was  about  to  put  the  same  question  the 
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hon.  Baronet  had  put.  I  have  quoted 
these  facts  because  I  want  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  and  his  friends 
if  they  can  give  one  single  precedent  in 
which  the  House  of  Commons  has,  after 
a  Motion  has  been  made  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee,  acted,  in 
reference  to  the  very  same  transaction^ 
by  way  of  this  procedure  of  privilege, 
especially  years  afterwards  ?  It  seems  to 
me  that  I  have  stated  the  casa  fairly.  It 
is  contrary  to  the  received  maxims  of  the 
House  of  Commons  that  procedure  of 
privilege  should  take  place  unless  it  takes 
plac3  promptly.  In  this  matter  there 
were  abortive  and  unsuccessful  proceed- 
ings taken,  and  then  the  question  was  laid 
aside  for  three  years.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  invited  not  only  by 
me,  but  by  Mr.  Speaker,  to  meet  this  ob- 
jection', and  he  has  not  done  so  by  any- 
thing which  he  has  stated  in  his  speech. 
And  unless  some  argument  or  precedent 
should  be  adduced  by  some  other  speaker, 
I  ask  the  House  to  say  that  it  is  not  for 
the  honour  and  dignity  of  the  House 
that,  after  this  long  lapse  of  time,  it 
should  have  recourse  to  this  peculiar 
Motion.  My  next  reason  for  saying  it  is 
not  for  the  honour  and  dignity  of  the 
House  that  the  Motion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  be  accepted  is 
that  this  libel  has  been  the  subject  of 
legal  proceedings  elsewhere,  and  is,  to  a 
certain  extent,  at  the  present  moment 
sub  jttdice.  It  is  now  nearly  12 
months  since  it  was  proved  before 
the  Commission  that  this  letter  was 
a  forgery.  The  Commission  might 
at  once  have  reported  upon  that  part  of 
the  case.  That  they  did  not  do  so  is 
jrrinid  facie  evidence  that  the  Commis- 
sion had  some  good  reason  for  not 
separating  the  part  of  the  case  constituted 
by  this  letter  from  the  other  charges  and 
allegations  which  were  made  by  the 
Times.  ["  Oh  !  "]  One  would  suppose 
that  after  a  Royal  Commission  had  been 
appointed  and  had  sat  to  hear  evidence 
it  would  be  at  least  discreet  of 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
await  the  Report  of  that  Commission. 
Tiie  Commission  was  appointed  by  the 
authority  of  Parliament,  and  in  this 
case  it  would  be  most  consistent  with 
the  honour  and  dignity  of  Parliament  to 
wait  for  the  Report  of  that  Commission 
before  taking  any  rash  action  upon  one 
of  the  charges  and  allegations.     But  if 


there  is  an  excuse  for  the  Motion  of 
Privilege,  surely  it  ought  to  have  been 
made  when  the  forgery  was  exposed. 
My  argument  shows  that  even  then  it 
would  have  been  too  late.  But  if  there 
is  any  force  in  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  surely  there  was 
the  opportunity  12  months  ago  to  make 
the  Motion  which  has  been  made  to- 
night ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  made  the  Motion  12  months  ago,  he 
would  have  supported  it  with  just  the 
same  arguments.  For  the  facts  were 
just  as  notorious  then  as  they  are  now. 
I  know  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  will  object  to  this 
statement,  that  12  months  ago  no  Judg- 
ment of  the  Civil  Court  had  been  de- 
livered. But  does  this  House  proceed 
upon  the  Judgment  of  a  Civil  Court  ?  It 
has  never  done  so,  because  it  is  itself 
superior  to  all  Courts.  It  proceeds  on 
notorious  and  well-established  facts,  and 
for  Parliamentary  purposes  and  procedure 
in  this  House  the  fact  of  the  forgery  of 
this  letter  was  as  well  established  then  as 
it  is  now.  Therefore  there  is  no  prece- 
dent for  adopting  the  procedure  of  privi- 
lege in  a  case  which  has  been  the  subject 
of  inquiry  before  other  tribunals,  whether 
those  tribunals  have  pronounced  a  deci- 
sion or,  as  in  this  case,  have  not  had  time 
to  do  so.  My  third  reason  for  objecting 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Motion  is 
that  this  is  not  a  case  in  which  it  is  for 
the  honour  and  dignity  of  the  House  to 
proceed  by  way  of  privilege.  This  would 
have  been  as  strong  an  objection  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  his 
Motion  in  1887  as  it  is  to-day.  I  will  re- 
fer to  the  case  argued  in  'this  House  for 
many  days  in  1887,  in  which  a  libel  was 
uttered  about  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo, 
of  a  precisely  similar  character  in  itself, 
though  perhaps  not  so  serious  in  the 
gravity  of  the  charge  made,  but  as  much  a 
breach  of  privilege,  because  it  attributed 
deliberate  falsehoods  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. That  question  was  debated  in  this 
House  for  many  nights ;  all  the  leading- 
Members  of  the  House  took  part  in  the 
debate,  and  the  House  decided,  by  a  very 
large  majority,  that  it  was  not  expedient 
to  treat  what  had  been  done  as  a  breach 
of  privilege.  There  were  speeches  made 
in  that  debate  to  which  the  attention  of 
hon.  Members  opposite  might  be  directed 
with  advantage.  It  was  pointed  out  that 
if  the  House  were  to  embark  on  this  pro- 
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cedare  in  the  case  of  every  serious  libel 
which  is  made  upon  a  Minister  or  a 
public  man  in  the  age  in  which  we  live  the 
time  of  the  House  would  be  taken  up 
with  nothing  else.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  insisted  on  the  monstrous 
conduct  of  the  Times  in  attacking  in  the 
manner  it  did  the  character  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  with  a  view  to  influ- 
encing the  action  of  this  House  in  its  de- 
bates and  divisions.  Why,  there  is  not  a 
single  day  passes  in  which  charges  of  the 
most  atrocious  description  are  not  brought 
against  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  with  the 
object,  too,  of  influencing  the  debates  and 
action  of  this  House.  If  you  are  going 
to  liave  the  proprietors  of  United  Ireland 
brought  to  the  Bar  of  the  House  every 
time  they  bring  a  criminal  cliarge  of 
murder  or  falsehood  against  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  the  House  will  have  little 
else  to  do  but  to  hear  statements  at  the 
Bar,  and  to  mete  out  punishment  to  the 
delinquents.  Even  the  Members  of  the 
Government  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  belonged  were  made 
the  object  of  the  foulest  and  of  quite  un- 
nameable  charges.  I  must  disagree  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  definition 
of  the  occasions  on  which  the  House 
ought  to  interfere  in  these  mattei's.  It 
is  not  for  me  to  lay  down  any  law  on  this 
question.  It  is  not  like  a  matter  which 
is  made  the  subject  of  discussion  in  a 
Court  of  Law,  in  which  there  is  appeal  to 
the  House  of  Lords,  where  general  prin- 
ciples and  authorities  are  established. 
This  House  has  always  reserved  to  itself 
the  right  of  acting  on  each  particular 
occasion  with  .  regard-  to  the  particular 
circumstances  ;  and  the  precedents  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  abstained  from 
inflicting  upon  the  House  would  not,  I 
think,  have  been  of  much  value.  Let  us 
consider  when  the  interference  of  this 
House  ought  to  be  invoked.  It  cannot 
be  for  every  libel  of  a  public  man.  No 
one  denies  that  it  must  be  a  libel  with 
reference  to  his  conduct  in  this  House. 
But  even  such  libels  are  not  always  to  be 
taken  in  hand  by  the  House.  Members 
of  the  Government  have,  like  every  other 
subject,  the  protection  of  the  Criminal  and 
the  Civil  Law,  and  every  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  and  every  private  Member  of 
Parliament  who  considers  himself  to  be 
injured  in  his  reputation  or  in  his  person 
by  anything  said  in  a  newspaper,  has  the 
Sir  J,  Gorst 


same  recourse  as  any  other  subject  to  the 
Criminal  Courts  for  punishment,  or  to  the 
Civil  Courts  for  damages ;  and  he  has 
exactly  the  same  hope  of  redress.  It  is 
only  in  the  interests  of  the  House,  it  is 
only  in  the  vindication  of  the  honour 
and  dignity  of  the  House,  that  proce- 
dure in  privilege  should  ever  be  taken. 
It  is  only  when  it  is  likely  that  unless 
such  procedure  is  taken  the  House's  own 
liberty  of  action  might  be  interfered  with, 
or  its  own  course  of  conduct  improperly 
influenced,  that  the  House  should  move. 
The  question  is  what  is  the  position  of 
the  House  at  the  time  the  Motion  is 
made.  Does  any  person  on  eitJier  side 
of  the  House  believe  that  this  Motion  is 
necessary  for  the  dignity  or  independence 
of  the  House  ?  These  forged  letters  are 
an  old  story.  Hon.  Members  may  make 
political  capital  out  of  them.  It  may  be 
very  useful  for  purposes  of  party  to  keep 
up  a  case  of  this  kind.  It  may  be  very 
convenient  from  time  to  time  to  interrupt 
business.  Hon.  Gentlemen  may  think 
it  possible  to  derive  advantage  from  this 
case,  and  thereby  to  cast  a  slur  upon  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  But  is  it  for  the 
interest  of  the  House  to  enter  upon  a 
discussion  of  this  question  of  breach  of 
privilege  and  to  have,  perhaps,  the 
proprietor  of  the  Times  at  the  Bar  of  the 
House  ?  He  might  ask  to  be  heard  by 
counsel — [Mr.  Labouchere  :  By  the 
Attorney  General] — and  if  he  asked  I 
do  not  think  the  House  would  refuse  him 
that  advantage.  I  can  assure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  I  am  not  making  a  joke 
of  tliis  Motion.  I  might  have  met  his 
speecli  by  party  chaff  attributing  to  him 
all  sorts  of  motives  in  raising  this  ques- 
tion. I  might  have  said  that  it  was 
to  gain  a  small  party  advantage  at  the 
opening  of  the  Session  at  the  cost  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  I  might  haye 
said  that  it  was  intended  to  obstruct  the 
proceedings  upon  the  Queen's  Speech. 
But  I  have  not.  I  have  treated  this 
matter  quietly  and  calmly,  and  although 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  laugh, 
although  those  who  are  so  zealous  for  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  the  House  may 
receive  what  I  have  said  with  jeers 
and  derision,  I  am  perfectly  frank  in 
what  I  say.  I  appeal  to  Members  of 
the  House  who  are  common-sens^  men 
of  business  whether,  when  we  are  met 
for  the  discharge  of  important  duties,, 
when    our    time    is    so    valuable,    and 
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there  is  not  a  moment  too  much  for  the 
legislation  and  discussion  to  which  we 
are  to  be  invited,  it  will  conduce  to  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  the  House  three 
years  after  the  offence  has  been  com- 
mitted to  call  the  proprietor  of  the  Times 
to  the  Bar  of  the  House,  and  to  embark 
upon  one  of  those  endless  and,  I 
think,  derogatory  discussions  upon 
the  privileges  of  Parliament  which,  as 
far  as  my  experience  has  gone,  have 
rarely  if  ever  conduced  to  the  dignity 
and  honour  of  the  House.  I  beg,  there- 
fore, to  move,  as  an  Amendment  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  Motion, — 

'*  That  this  House  declines  to  treat  the  publi- 
cation in  the  Timet  newspaper  of  the  18th 
April,  1887,  of  a  Letter  purporting  to  have  been 
written  by  Mr.  Pamell,  and  of  the  comments 
thereon,  as  a  breach  of  the  Privileges  of  this 
House." 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  first  word  "  That "  to 
the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **  this  House  declines  to  treat  the  publi- 
cation in  the  Timet  newspaper  of  ihe  18th 
Apiil,  1887,  of  a  Letter  purporting  to  have 
been  written  by  Mr.  Parnell,  and  of  the 
comments  thereon,  as  a  breach  of  the  Privileges 
of  this  House.** — ^Str  John  Oortt.J 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  R.T.REID  (Dumfries,  <fec.):  I  think 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
notwithstanding  his  ingenious  speech, 
must  be  in  some  degree  affected  by  the 
manner  in  which  that  speech  has  been 
received  even  on  his  own  side  of  the 
House.  Those  of  us  who  are  accus- 
tomed to  hear  not  only  the  admirable 
speeches  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  but  also  the  loud  cheers 
with  which  Ministers  in  general  are 
greeted  from  that  side  of  the  House, 
must  have  felt  that  something  was 
wanting,  and  that  something  wanting— 
I  appeal  to  every  Gentleman  sitting 
on  the  other  side — is  this,  that  hon. 
Members  feel  that  they  have  not 
been  treating  with  fair-play  a  brother 
Member  of  this  House.  This  is 
essentially  a  question  of  fair-play.  I 
think  if  we  are  going  to  strain  our  pro- 
ceedings in  one  direction  or  another  it 
should  be  in  favour  of  an  Irish  Member, 
and  especially  at  the  present  time  and 
under  the  peculiar  circumstances  that 
have  been  existing  for  the  last  three  or 
four  years.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 


asks  why  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
has  not  brought  forward  precedents,  but 
he  shortly  afterwards  answered  his  own 
objection  by   saying  that  musty  prece- 
dents were  of  no  use.      It  is  undeniable 
that  this  is  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of 
the  House,  and  also  that  the  House  has 
kept  in  its  own  hands  the  mode  in  which 
it  would  deal  with  such  questions,  apply- 
ing the  rules  of  privilege  or  not  accord- 
ing to  the  special  circumstances  of  each 
case.     This  is  a  breach  of  privilege,  and 
why   is   it  not  to  be  treated  as  such? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken  of 
the  time  as  a  reason,  and  time  has  been 
used  on  every  single  occasion  when  this 
question    has     been    brought    forward. 
When  the  libel  was  first  complained  of 
it  was  said,  "  You  have  not  moved  that 
it  is  false,"  and   there  were  many  who 
suggested  that  it  was  true.     When  the 
matter  was   brought    forward    again,  it 
was   said  the  House  of   Commons    was 
not   the   right  tribunal  to  deal  with  it, 
that  it  was  matter  for  a  Special  Commis- 
sion.    And  now,  after  an  action  has  been 
brought,  and  heavy  damages  awarded,  it 
is  said  we  are  too  late.    Now  this  answer 
is  not  hastily  made,  but  it  is  not  the  real 
answer.      The     real     reason    why    this 
Motion     is     refused    is    that    on    each 
successive   occasion  it  has    been    found 
inconvenient     to     visit      the      powerful 
proprietor     of     the     Tim^es     with     the 
consequences    that    would    fall   on    the 
shoulders     of    a    weaker    ofEender.      It 
has  been  said  that  we  ought  to  wait  until 
the   Special   Commission   has    reported. 
But   what  greater   weight  or  authority 
has  the  Special  Commission  with  respect 
to  these  forged  letters  than  the  judgment 
of  a   Court  of  Law  ?     The  Special  Com- 
mission is,  in  my  opinion,  an  unconstitu- 
tional body,  and  has  no  greater  weight  in 
matters   of    this    kind    than  any   three 
gentlemen  of  high  character  to  whom 
such  a  matter  might  be  referred.     I  say 
in  this  case  so  far  from  shrinking  from 
applying  the   law   of  privilege  there  is 
every   rea^^on   for   applying   it.     In   the 
first  place,   it  is  one  of  the  most  cruel 
forgeries  ever  invented.     Never  was  a 
forgery  more  deliberate,  more   spiteful, 
more    recklessly     published,    or     more 
cruelly  pressed  to  the  prejudice  of  any 
gentleman's  honour.     It  was  aggravated 
by  the  circumstance  that  the  forgery  was 
undoubtedly  aimed,  as  it  was  undoubtedly 
concocted,    for  the   express  purpose   erf 
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influencing  the  vote  of  Parliament.  It 
is  also  aggravated  by  the  circumstance 
that  the  Times  newspaper  is,  or  was,  the 
most  influential  organ  of  public  opinion 
in  this  country.  If  ever  there  is  to  be 
any  use  made  of  the  privilege  of  Parlia- 
ment it  ought  to  be  on  this  occasion.  I 
am  not  in  favour  of  continually  using 
the  privilege  of  Parliament ;  I  think 
it  ought  to  be  very  jealously  considered 
before  being  put  in  force  ;  but  if  we  are 
ever  to  put  it  in  force  it  should  be  on 
an  occasion  when  a  Member  has  be3n 
assailed  in  the  midst  of  a  heated  political 
discussion  by  weapons  every  gentleman 
must  think  beneath  contempt,  and  for  an 
avowed  political  purpose,  which  it  may 
suit  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  ignore 
but  which  has  been  recognised  by  the 
Times  itself.  I  hops,  for  the  honour  of 
the  House,  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  will 
not  allow  us  to  go  into  the  lobby  alone. 
If  I  were  to  regard  this  as  merely  a 
question  of  party  interest  I  should  say 
nothing  could  please  me  better  than  to 
see  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  persist 
in  refusing  fair-play  and  justice  to  an 
Irish  Member.  But  although  I  do 
not  desire  well  for  hon.  Members 
opposite — politically  I  mean — and  know 
they  could  make  no  greater  political  mis- 
take, I  would  not  have  that  mistake 
made  at  the  expanse  of  the  honour  and 
public  estimation  of  this  Assembly.  I 
trust  for  the  honour  of  this  House  that 
hon.  Members  opposita  will  not  hesitate 
to  give  a  vota  as  they  would  give  it  had 
this  baen  an  attack  by  a  Radical  news- 
papar  on  the  charactar  of  a  Minister,  and 
will  support  the  Motion  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian) :  Sir,  it  has  just  been 
made  known  to  us  by  the  course 
taken  on  the  Treasury  Bench  when 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  sat  down 
that  the  Government  have  said  all 
that  they  have  to  say.  Their  case  is 
completely  before  us,  and  we  arj  called 
upon  to  act  on  the  statament  which  they 
have  made.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secratarv  of  State  gave  throe 
rjasons  for  the  Amendment  which  he 
proposed  on  behalf  of  the  Government. 
I  will  take  first  the  last  of  those  reasons. 
He  said — "  Do  not  interfere,  because 
public  men  are  continually  the  objects  of 
painful  and  shameful  charges;  and  if 
you  interfere  when  charges  of  that 
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kind  are  miade  you  will  have  no- 
thing to  do  but  to  pursue  a  course 
of  such  interference."  But  surely. 
Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  have 
been  conscious  at  the  time  of  the  utter 
weakness  of  the  ground  on  which  he 
stood.  No  doubt  charges  of  all  kinds  are 
made.  One,  a  Minister  is  an  enemy  to 
liberty  ;  another,  a  Member  of  the  Oppo- 
sition is  an  enemy  to  order ;  men  are 
engaged  in  a  conspiracy  to  break  up  the 
Empire  ;  men  are  breaking  faith  with  the 
people,  denying  their  pledges,  doing  in 
public  life  that  which  in  private  life  it 
would  not  be  honourable  to  do — these 
things  are  said  and  these  charges  are 
bandied  backwards  and  forwards.  But 
when  these  charges  are  made  they  are  in 
almost  every  case  constructive  charges, 
the  whole  force  of  which  depends  upon 
the  interpretation  of  acts  and  language. 
They  are  not  charges  founded  upon 
definite  facts — facts  so  definite  that  tiey 
might  at  any  time  be  made  the  subject 
of  trial  in  a  Court  of  Justice,  for  no  issue 
more  positive  or  more  clear  could  be 
raised.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  we  ought  not  to  have  every  breach 
of  privilege  made  the  subject  of  dis- 
cussion in  this  House.  Certainly  not.  The 
great  majority  of  the  House,  I  may.  say  the 
House  unanimously,  has  always  been 
desirous  to  find  a  reasonable  road,  if  it 
could  be  found,  out  of  the  necessity  of 
taking  notice  of  these  breaches  of  privi- 
lege. The  House  has  been  too  glad  when 
the  person  accused  of  committing  them, 
if  he  happened  to  be  a  Member  of  this 
House,  has  been  ready  to  purge  his 
offence  by  apology.  Has  this  offence 
been  purged  by  apology?  I  admit 
that  something  called  an  apolc^  was 
spoken  by  the  Attorney  General,  but 
there  are  apologies  which  are  a  gross 
aggravation  of  the  offence.  The  Attor- 
ney General  is  a  man  of  honour  and 
distinction,  and  therefore  I  can  only 
express  my  wonder  that  he  should  have 
consented  to  be  made  the  vehicle  of  such 
an  apology  as  was  offered.  But  not- 
withstanding that  we  desire  to  avoid 
these  discussions,  yet  privilege  is  a 
reality,  and  the  defence  of  privilege  in 
reasonable  methods  and  in  cases  of 
sufficient  gravity  is  an  absolutely  neces- 
sary part  of  the  defensive  armour  of  this 
House.  But,  then,  what  says  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  his  two  other  argu- 
mente  ?     One  of  them  is  that  this  Motion 
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is  made  too  soou,  and  the  other  is  that 
the  Motion  is  made  too  late.  If  (he  said) 
the  Motion  should  be  made  at  all,  which 
he  did  not  admit,  it  ought  to  be  made 
after  the  Commission  had  reported. 
With  regard  to  its  being  made  too  soon, 
I  think  I  need  not  detain  the  House  one 
moment  in  argument.  The  real  argu- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  it 
can  be  made  good,  is  that  this  Motion  is 
made  too  late.  Was  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  satisfied  with  the  reception 
of  his  own  argument  on  his  own  side  of 
the  House  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
when  he  rose  was  received  with  the 
cheers  of  his  friends.  Those  cheers  were 
justified  by  the  known  ability  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  but  they  were  the 
:first  and  last  cheers  that  accompanied  the 
delivery  of  his  speech.  [Cries  of  "  No !  "] 
I  think  I  am  sajring  what  is  literally 
true.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site may  have  an  opportunity  of  advanc- 
ing his  own  argument  and  of  seeing  what 
cheers  he  can  evoke.  I  affirm  that  there 
were  no  cheers  during  any  portion  of  the 
argument  or  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  mark  the  satisfaction  of 
his  friends.  It  was  not  his  fault ;  he 
made  the  best  argument  he  could.  Now, 
let  us  see  what  this  argument  is  worth. 
He  admits  that  precedents  exist  for 
punishing  in  one  Parliament  ofEences 
committed  during  the  existence  of  an- 
other Parliament ;  but,  he  says,  not  in 
cases  where  the  other  Parliament  had 
the  opportunity  of  inflicting  the  punish- 
ment. My  affirmation  is  this-^that  there 
has  baen  no  moment  since  the  time  when 
this  offence  was  committed  that  we  were 
in  a  condition  justifiably  to  submit  a 
Motion  to  this  House.  Let  me  proceed 
to  prove  that.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  not  distinctly  indicated  when 
he  thinks  it  should  have  been  done,  and 
I  will  undertake  to  show  that  there  was 
no  period  when  we  were  in  a  position  to 
do  it.  These  letters  were  published  ; 
they  were  immediately  denied  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork,  and  declared  to 
ba  forged  letters.  On  every  other  occa- 
sion that  I  have  known  in  this  House 
the  word  of  a  Member  of  Parliament, 
speaking^  in  his  place,  has  been  accepted 
by  the  House  as  absolute  and  final  truth. 
On  this  occasion,  I  grieve  to  say,  there 
was  a  total  departure  from  that  salutary 
principle.  The  denial  of  the  hon! 
VOL.    CCCXLI.      [third   series.] 


Member  for  Cork  was  denied,  and  a 
no  less  important  Member  of  this  House 
than  my  noble  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bossendale  said — I  may  not  be  giving 
the  correct  words,  but  I  quote  their 
absolute  purport,  and  can  undertake  to 
produce  them — "  It  is  true  we  have  got 
on  the  one  side  the  denial  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  but  we  have  got  on  the 
other  side  the  assertion  of  the  Times" 
It  was  not  possible  to  move  that  an  act 
was  a  breach  of  privilege  of  this  House, 
with  respect  to  which  the  matter  charged 
was  charged  out  of  this  House,  while  the 
denial  of  the  charge  by  the  Member  in 
this  House  was  not  accepted.  Obviously, 
then,  there  arose  a  case  in  which  inquiry 
was  necessary.  Usually,  when  the  fact 
charged  is  denied  by  the  person  concerned, 
what  nattirally  follows  is  that  the  House 
proceeds  on  the  denial  as,  at  least,  the 
primd  facie  evidence  in  the  case,  but 
allows,  of  course,  to  the  party  to  be 
brought  to  the  Bar  the  opportunity  of 
making  good  his  accusation.  Here  the 
House  refused  undoubtedly  to  take  that 
step.  The  denial  of  Mr.  Pamell  for  the 
first  time  was  not  accepted  by  a  large 
number  of  Members  of  the  House.  What 
was  our  course  ?  We  lost  no  time,  but 
said  it  was  evident  there  must  be  a 
process  of  inquiry.  The  National  and 
Constitutional  process  is  by  a  Parliamen- 
tary Committee.  In  order  that  there 
might  be  no  pretext  for  refusing  to  refer 
the  case  to  that  tribunal,  the  hon.  Member 
most  wisely  consented  to  admit  along 
with  the  question  of  the  forged  letters  the 
other  wide,  vague,  and  general  subject  of 
the  imputations  asrainst  the  political  tone 
and  speeches  of  Irish  Members  at  large. 
The  House  refused  to  accept  that  mode 
of  inquiry  by  a  Parliamentary  Committee, 
and  chose  to  substitute  the  method  of  a 
Commission.  The  Commission  sat  for  a 
period  approaching  200  days.  For  some 
months  it  has  been  occupied  in  preparing 
its  Report.  There  has  not  been  a  day 
when  we  have  been  in  a  condition  to  say 
we  have  got  the  evidence  on  which  we 
can  ask  the  House  to  proceed.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  it  was  admitted 
before  the  Commission  that  the  letters 
were  forsfed  letters.  The  Commission 
gave  no  finding  to  that  effect.  It  is  im- 
possible for  us  to  refer  to  anything  but 
the  finding  of  the  Commission.  Proceed- 
ings within  its  walls  were  not  legitimate 
matter  to  be  made  the  basis  of  a  Motion 
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in  this  'House.  We  have  now  taken 
absolutely  the  first  and  only  opportunity 
when  we  have  an  absolute  judicial  finding 
that  the  letters  were  forged,  and  when 
we  are  in  a  position  to  show  that  that 
cruel,  as  well  as  unusual,  refusal  to  admit 
the  detual  of  the  hon."  Member  for  Cork 
was  totally  without  justification  in  fact — 
we  ask  now,  on  the  first  day  and  in  the 
first  hour  when  the  House  meets  on  the 
very  first  occasion  after  the  judicial  find- 
ing, which  alone  can  constitute  the  basis 
of  our  action — we  ask  the  House  to  vote 
that  this  is  a  breach  of  privilege.  The 
right  hon.  (Jentleman  says  that  three 
yeatB  hAve  elapsed  since  the  offence. 
Yes ;  nearly  three  years  which  he  and 
his  friends  have  contrived  shall  elapse. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  dropped  a 
word  about  our  having  made  all  the 
capital  we  could  out  of  the  forged  letters. 
I  should  have  thought  that  the  very  last 
phrase  which  the  right  hon.  Grentleman 
would  think  proper  to  introduce  into  this 
debate  would  be  the  "  making  of  capital " 
out  of  the  forged  letters.  His  capital 
was  made  on  April  18,  1887.  In  the 
Division  on  that  day  the  capital  was 
realised  and  stored.  It  is  true,  as  my 
right  hon.  Friend  stated,  that  there  were 
and  must  have  been  Gentlemen  on  that 
side  of  the  House  who  knew  that  they 
had  promised  their  constituents  to  vote 
against  coercion,  and  whom  it  was  difficult 
to  bring  up  to  the  scratch  unless  with  a 
special  justification.  Never  was  there  a 
more  timely  attempt  at  such  a  justification ; 
never  was  there  one  more  absolutely 
sufficient,  for,  without  doubt,  it  is  impos- 
sible to  exaggerate  either  the  guilt  or  the 
tremendous  consequences  of  the  act  in 
the  case  of  the  letters  being,  as  they 
were  asserted  to  be,  genuine  productions. 
My  answer  to  this  point  as  to  the  three 
years  is  that  the  makers  of  the  delay  are 
Her  'Majesty^s  Government.  Had  they 
consented  to  inquire  by  Committee,  as  we 
proposed,  instead  of  years  we  should  have 
had  only  weeks  to  wait ;  we  should  have 
been  in  a  condition  then  and  there  and  at 
once  to  bring  the  matter  to  an  issue,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
have  been  able  to  set  up  this  flimsy  and 
fictitious  defence,  which  is  all  that  even 
his  ingenuity  has  been  able  to  devise. 
To  me  this  case  is  indeed  of  the  utmost 
gravity.  I  cannot  conceive  one  in  which 
the  aggravations  could  be  greater.  In 
the  first  place,  the  hon.  Member  is 
Mr.  W.  E,  Gladstone 


attacked  by  a  charge  %vliich,  unleBs  it 
can  be  confuted,  must  result  i=n  Ym 
absolute  political  death.  In  the  second 
place,  the  nation  with  which  he  is  con- 
nected regards  its  fortunes  as  identified 
with  his.  By  whom  was  the  hon.  Meibi- 
ber  for  Cork  denominated  as  the  .*"  u4- 
crowned  King  of  Ireland  ? "  I  ralher 
think  that  that  phrase  came  from  one  not 
agreeing  with  him  in  politics,  but  acknow- 
ledging, as  his  high  intelligence  enabled 
him  to  acknowledge,  the  great  fact  of  the 
solidity  and  eminence  of  the  position  of 
the  hon.  Member  in  Ireland.  So  for,  then, 
as  the  hon.  Member's  position  is  con- 
cerned, it  was  a  mortal  blow.  He  was 
smitten  under  the  fifth  rib,  if  he  was 
smitten  at  all.  With  him  it  was  a 
question  of  life  and  death.  This  Hoose 
has  often  and  often  consented  to  interfere 
even  on  the  ground  of  the  interest  of  a 
Member  who  has  been  made  the  subject 
of  an  unjust  assault.  But,  as  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  pointed  out,  it  is  not  a  ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  alone. 
On  the  contrary,  his  interest  is  small  in 
comparison  with  other  interests  that  are 
here  involved.  He  is  attacked  in  a  man- 
ner that  utterly  disables  him  from  public 
duty,  and  through  him  his  country  is 
affected.  Tliat  country  is  one  towaitb 
which  you  yourselves  will  admit  that 
you  have  been  pursuing  a  peculiar 
course.  You  have  placed  it  under  excep- 
tional disabilities  of  law,  you  have 
regulated  your  policy  in  regard  to  it 
systematically  and  persistently  by  princi- 
ples and  rules  protested  against  by  five- 
sixths  or  six-sevenths  of  the  Representa- 
tives of  that  country.  All  these  are 
reasons  why  you  should  give,  and 
specially  give,  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  at  least  as  a  measure  not  of  indul- 
gence, but  of  justice,  that  consideration 
which  you  have  uniformly  and  ordinarily 
given  to  Members  seriously  aggrieved. 
But  here  the  House  is  in  question.  The 
action  of  the  House  was  aimed  at  on 
April  18,  1887.  There  is  no  man  in 
this  House  who  can  stand  up  and  say 
that  the  action  of  the  House  was  not 
affected  as  well  as  aimed  at.  It  was 
impossible  that  it  should  not  be  affected 
as  well  as  aimed  at  by  a  statement  of  so 
extraordinary  a  character.  Is  it  possible 
to  conceive  that  thero  ever  could  arise  a 
case  calling  for  the  notice  of  the  House 
if  the  House  should  decline  to  interfere 
in   circumstances   such   as   these,   when 
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positively  tliera  has  been  no  opportunity 
when  it  was  possible  to  make  a  Motion 
of  this  character  until  to-night,  when  the 
question  as  it  afEects  the  hon.  Member  is 
a  question  of  life  and  death,  when  the 
offence  is  one  which  was  deliberately 
intended  to  act  not  on  the  general  con- 
duct, but  on  a  specific  judgment  of  the 
House,  and  when  we  have  every  reason 
to  iDelieve  that  it  must  have  acted  and  did 
so  act  ?  No,  Sir,  the  question  is  a  serious 
one.  The  whole  question  is  not  one  to 
be  brought  before  us  to-night.  I  do  not 
wish  to  enter  into  that  most  painful  and 
almost  loathsome  discussion  of  the  char- 
acter of  this  proceeding.  But  I  must 
point  out  one  circumstance,  that  this 
falsehood  came  within  one  degree  of  ab- 
solute and  wilful  falsehood.  Those  re- 
sponsible for  the  Times  have  told  us  that 
they  did  not  seek  to  ascert:ain  the  origin 
of  these  letters.  They  confined  them- 
selves to  that  comparatively  frivolous 
and  slippery  and  uncertain  question  of 
experts  in  handwriting.  They  used  no 
rational  or  probable  means  to  ascertain 
whether  the  letters  were  forged  or 
genuine.  It  was  under  these  citcum- 
stances  that,  actuated  I  do  not  deny  by 
motives  which  to  them  seemed  public 
and  patriotic,  they  constructed  this 
engine  for  the  purpose  of  driving  the 
House  of  Commons  to  a  particular  con- 
clusion. In  my  opinion  it  is  not 
necessary  to  go  further.  I  think  the 
whole  pith  of  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  so  far  as  there  was  any 
pith  in  it  at  all,  depends  upon  this  fiction, 
that  we  are  three  years  after  the  time. 
I  think  I  have  shewn  that  these  three 
years  have  been  interposed  not  by 
us,  for  by  our  Motion  for  a  Committee  we 
endeavoured  to  bring  the  matter  to  the 
sharpest  issue.  The  delay  has  been 
interposed  by  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment itself,  and  ^they  have  no -right  to 
take  advantage  of  their  own  wrong  for 
the  purpose  of  denying  justice.  There  is 
here  a  great  debt  which  is  unpaid,  a 
great  debt  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  a  great  debt  to  the  Irish  nation, 
and  a  greater  debt  still  to  the  honour 
and  dignity  of  this  House — a  great  debt 
also  to  the  people  of  this  country,  who 
have  the  right  to  expect  that  this  House 
will  maintain  its  honour  and  its  dignity, 
and  that  the  majority  will  not  suffer  its 
power  as  a  majority  to  be  used  for  the 
purpose     of     cx)ntravening     against     a 


minority  principles  which  have  Bver  been 
held  sacred  irrespective  of  party  and 
politics.  The  nation  has  the  deepest 
interest  in  this  matter.  We  and  you 
stand  at  its  Bar,  and  it  will  not  hesitate 
to  pronounce  its  judgment. 
*Thb  chief  secretary  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
East)  :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  has  told  the  House 
that,  in  his  opinion,  the  arguments  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secre- 
tary for  India  are  flimsy  and  fictitious. 
On  which  side  are  the  flimsiness  and 
the  fiction  I  hope  to  be  able  to  show  by 
a  very  short  survey  of  the  history  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been 
pleased  to  give  the  House  of  this  trans- 
action. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  actu- 
ally asks  the  House  to  believe  that  thi^ 
is  the  first  opportunity  for  three  years 
on  which  it  has  been  possible  to  raise 
this  question.  In  support  of  that  amazing 
statement  he  seems  to  suggest  that  every 
step  was  spontaneously  taken  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  with  a  view  to 
bringing  this  matter  before  the  attention* 
of  the  House  from  the  very  moment 
that  the  calumnies  were  first  uttered. 
That  is  not  the  case.  It  is  true  that- 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  came  down 
on  the  day  the  letter  appeared  in  the 
Tim>es  and  contradicted  it.  It  is  not 
true  that  he  asked  for  a  Committee,  as- 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  us- 
believe.  The  letter  appeared  on  the  18th 
of  April ;  the  Committee  was  not  asked 
for  until  the  first  week  in  May.  Well, 
does  it  take  three  weeks  to  consider 
whether  you  will  ask  for  a  Committee  or 
not  ?  And  when  it  was  asked  for,  on  the 
6th  of  May,  was  it  asked  for  either  on  the 
initiative  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  dr 
on  the  initiative  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  ?  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  Yes,] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is,  I  believe, 
mistaken.  The  first  intimation  that  this 
House  received  of  the  views  of  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  was  not  on  any  specific  or 
substantive  Motion  brought  forward  by 
him,  but  merely  as  an  Amendment  to  the 
motion  of  my  hon.  and  lisarned  Friend 
the  Solicitor  General.  And  that  Com- 
mittee not  ajSked  for  spontaneously,  not 
asked  for  when  the  forgeries  first 
appeared  in  the  Times,  had  in  its  incep- 
tion no  connection  with  the  forged  letters, 
but  was  asked  for  with  regard  to  some 
accusations  made  against  the  hon. 
D2 
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Member  for  Mayo,  and  it  was  only   by 
accident,  as  it  were,  that  the  forged  letters 
were  introduced  into  the  matter.     And 
in  the  face  of  these  facts  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  have  us  believe 
that  they  exhausted  every  Parliamentary 
resource  to  get  this  question  investigated 
as  one  of  privilege  before  a  Parliamentary 
Committee.     So  much  for  the  history  of 
what  occurred  before  the  Special  Com- 
mission began  its  investigations.      How 
does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  deal  with 
that  period  of  history  which  succeeded  the 
time  when  the  whole  country  was  seized 
of  the  fact  that  the  letters  were  forged 
and  that  Pigott  was  a  forger  ?     He  tells 
us  that  as  this  was  a  matter  that   had 
happened   within   the    Special    Commis- 
sion, the  House  of  Commons  could  not 
take   any   account   of  it,  and  they  were 
obliged  to  wait,  forsooth,  all   these   ten 
months   until   another   tribunal  decided 
upon  it.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
been  ill-coached  up  in  the  details  of  this 
matter.     Let  us  grant  his  proposition — 
namely,  that  this  House  could  not  con- 
sider  what  happened  before  the  Commi.s- 
sion    on    this   particular    subject.      But 
: something  happened  outside  the  Commis- 
sion.    The  Times  paid  40s.  into  Court, 
thereby   admitting   in   the   most  public, 
.  specific,  and  recognised  manner  that  the 
letters   were    forgeries,   and    that    they 
were   guilty   of   libel   against   the    hon. 
Member    for    Cork.       The    right    hon. 
•  Gentleman  knew  that  ten   months  ago. 
Why  did  he  wait  till  the  first  day  of  a 
new   Session   in   order   to  vindicate  the 
honour  of  the  House  and  do  something 
for  the  benefit  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  1    I  must  make  one  passing  allusion 
to  an  assumption  which  I  think  has  most 
illegitimately  and  unfairly  run  through 
the  whole  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
» Gentleman  who   introduced   the  debate. 
We  are  here  discussing  the  wickedness 
of   calumnious   charges,   and  I,  for   my 
own   part,  am   ready   to    use   words   of 
Any  strength    you    like    in    condemna- 
tion    of     the     infamous    procedure    by 
which  those  forged  letters  were  produced. 
But,  Sir,  to  imply  that  the  Times  know- 
ingly used  as  a  political  weapon  letters 
which  they  had  good  grounds  for  think- 
ing were  forged  is,  after  all,  as  outrageous 
a  calumny  as  any  I  have  heard  alluded 
to  in  this  debate.    I  acquit  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  last  spoke,  but  I  do  not 
acquit  the  Member  for  Derby  of  having 
Mr,  A,  J.  Balfour 


allowed  that  imputation  to  colour  the 
whole  tenour  of  his  speech,  which  was 
obviously  in  this  particular  not  intended 
for  the  House  of  Commons  but  for  the 
country.    Both  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  and  the  Member 
for  Derby  have  made  a  great  point  of  the 
fact  that  these  accusations  were  made  by 
the   Timss  with  the  view  of  inflnenoing 
debate.     Now,  Sir,  I  have  already  ex- 
pressed, as  well  as  I  can,  my  strong  sense 
of    the   iniquitous   procedure   by  which 
these    letters    were     forged     and     pro- 
duced.    [An  hon.  Member:  And  used.] 
I  put  that  part  of  the  case  aside,  as  1 
have  a  right  to  do,  in  considering  this 
argument,  and  I  point  out  to  the  House 
that   half  the  leading  articles  in  every 
newspaper  ever  written  has  been  intended 
to  influence  on  current  questions  the  votes 
of  hon.  Members  of  this  House.     I  admit 
that  the  particular  course  the  Times  took 
was    unjustifiable.     But   supposing    the 
Times  had  written  an  article  not  contain- 
ing a  forged  letter  but  one  repeating  the 
statements  made  about  the  hon.  Member 
for    Cork,   about  his    allies,   and  about 
the  « Land    League    by    the   right  hon . 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  him 
self,  and  had  said  these  are  the  opinions 
deliberately   formed    and    expressed    in 
public  and   with   a  due   sense  of   their 
responsibility  by  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment who  had  ample  access  to  information, 
who  we  cannot  suppose  were  misled  by 
party  feelings,  and  who,  with  all  delibera- 
tion and  with  a  full  consciousness  of  the 
responsibility  resting  upon  them,  gave  to 
their  countrymen  a  view  of  the  action  of 
the  lion.  Member  for  Cork  and  his  allies, 
not  different  from  that  contained  in  Far- 
nellism  and  Crime.     I  think  an  article  of 
that  kind  would  have  been  more  effective 
than  the  forged  letters.     And  I  am  sure  it 
would  have  been  as  open  to  the  charge  of 
being  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  this 
House,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  intended 
to  influence  the  votes  of  this  House,  as  the 
particular  article  written  by  the  Times^ 
and  undoubtedly  written  by  the  Times 
for  that  specific  purpose.     I  daresay  the 
general  view  we  are  to  take  of  the  action 
in  past  years  of  the  Irish  Parliamentary 
Party  will  come  up  again  before  this  House 
for  discussion.     1  gathered  from  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  said  that 
that   will    be   so,   and   hon.   Gentlemen 
opposite  have  not  hesitated  to  say  that 
when  tiie  Report  of  the  Commission  comes 
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out  it  will  be  made  the  subject  of 
prolonged  debate.  I  reserve  until  I  see 
that  Report  any  comments  of  any  kind 
upon  that  broad  question,  but  I  must 
traverse  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
that  while  this  is  a  specific  accusation 
against  a  Member  of  Parliament,  and 
therefore  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of 
this  House  of  a  kind  which  requires  the 
action  of  this  House,  the  other  kind  of 
chains  to  which  the  Under  Secretary 
for  India  alluded  are  of  the  vague  and 
general  character  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  lead  us  to  suppose.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  followed  the 
course  of  Press  criticism  in  Ireland  and 
England  for  the  last  eight  years,  he  would 
know  that  in  the  matter  of  bringing  spe- 
cific charges  against  individual  Members 
of  Parliament  the  Times  ranks  not  first, 
nor  second,  nor  ^  third,  and  that  there 
would  not  be  the  slightest  difiiculty  in 
multiplying  examples  of  specific  'charges 
brought  against  Members  of  this  House, 
and  therefore  to  the  full  as  open  to  the 
criticism  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  levelled  against  this  charge  as  are 
the  forged  letters  which  were  published 
by  the  Tim^es,  Well,  Sir,  I  do  not  wish  to 
rake  in  the  dirt  of  these  forgotten  contro- 
versies, but  I  recollect  a  speech  delivered 
by  Lord  Spencer  in  the  year  1885,  I 
think,  and  I  will  read  an  extract  from  it, 
very  short,  but  not  uninteresting.  He 
said — 

**  Daring  the  three  years  that  we  held  office 
in  Ireland  we  were  subjected  to  much  vindictive 
attack  in  the  Press  and  by  Members  who  spoke 
at  meetings  in  Ireland.  We  were  accused  of 
all  kinds  of  crimes  and  misdemeanours  -crimes 
80  great,  particularly  those  that  were  imputed 
to  me,  that  nothing  short  '* 

— let     hon.     Gentlemen     mark     these 

words — 

"Of  public  arraignment  ought  tq  have  fol- 
lowed the  charges.  We  were  charged  with 
crime  and  with  shielding  crime  of  which  we 
hardly  dared  to  speak— charges  which  were 
made  by  the  ungenerous  action  of  our  oppo- 
nents.'* 

It  is  these  opponents — the  very  men — 
who  made  these  specific  charges  of  which 
Lord  Spencer  said  that  if  they  were  true 
should  have  been  followed  by  arraign- 
ment— charges  not  vague  but  as  precise 
and  as  specific  as  any  that  have  been 
made  against  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
who  now  appeal  to  the  House  in  the 
character  of  calumniatad  victims.     That 


part  of  the  Irish  Press  and  of  the  Eng- 
lish Press  for  which  Members  below  the 
gangway  are  responsible — and  from  re- 
sponsibility for  which  they  cannot  absolve 
themselves — has  committed  more  crimes 

of  the  kind  attributed  to  the  Times 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool,  Scot- 
land Division) :  We  never  published 
forged  letters. 
♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  They  have  com- 
mitted more  sins  of  the  kind  attributed  to 
the  Tim^,  and  more  deserving  the  action 
of  this  House  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man now  invokes  than  the  Times  itself. 
But,  Sir,  what  we  have  to  consider  is  not 
merely  the  character,  or  principally  the 
character,  of  the  attack  made  upon  Mem- 
bers of  this  House.  We  have  to  con- 
sider the  dignity  of  our  procedure,  and 
if,  every  time  a  specific  accusation  of  the 
kind  I  refer  to  were  made  by  the  editor 
of  an  Irish  or  an  English  newspaper,  we 
were  to  bring  him  to  the  bax  of  this 
House  to  cross-examine  him,  and  to  have 
a  Committee  upon  him,  every  work  of 
utility  in  which  this  House  is  or  may  be 
engaged  would  undoubtedly  come  to  an 
end.  It  is  on  that  broad,  practical  ground 
— -not,  in  my  mind  at  all  events,  princi- 
pally with  reference  to  the  particular 
character  of  this  case,  but  rather  from  my 
general  view  of  the  policy  which  should 
guide  this  House  in  its  use  of  the  ancient 
and  often  misused  and  necessarily  cum- 
brous procedure  of  privilege — it  is  be- 
cause I  feel  certain  that  this  House 
in  extending  the  use  of  that  pro- 
cedure as  an  instrument  for  dealing 
with  libellous  attacks — would  be  doing 
much  to  destroy  its  utility,  its  value 
and  its  dignity  —  that  I  shall  vote  for 
the  Amendment  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  proposed  for  the  acceptance  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton)  : 
I  have  always  thought  that  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  and  the 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  were 
the  two  best  debaters  that  sat  upon  that 
bench.  We  have  had  these  two  best 
debaters  of  the  Government  giving  argu- 
ments in  favour  of  the  course  the 
Government  intend  to  pursue,  and  I 
think  the  House,  and  still  more  the 
country,  will  be  considerably  surprised 
at  the  small,  petty,  and  paltry  nature  of 
the  arguments  they  have  usad.  We 
have  heard  a  great  deal  about  this  not 
being  the  proper  time  to  bring  such  a 
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Motion  forward,  but  it  Bhonld  be  remem- 
bered that  both  the  Under  Secretary  for 
India  and  the  Chief  Secretary  said  that 
no  matter  what  time  it  had  been  brought 
forward  the  Government  would  not  have 
accepted  it.      What  is  the  use  then  of 
telling  us   we   have   chosen  the   wrong 
time  1    But,  Sir,  I  would  like  to  call  the 
attantion    of    hon.    Gentlemen    opposite 
to  their  attitude  when  these  letters  were 
published.       Do    they    remember    how 
scornfully  they  received   the  denials  of 
the  Member  for  Cork  ?    Do  they  mean  to 
say  that  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  had 
brought   forward  a  Motion  such  as  this 
they  would  not  have  said,  "We  do  not 
believe  him  ;  it  is  only  oath  against  oath, 
word  against  word;  on  the  one  side  we 
have  the  statement  of  the  Times,  on  the 
other  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  we  absolutely  refuse  without 
some  preliminary  examination  to  consent 
to  such  a  Resolution  "  ?     It  is  therefore, 
I.  think,  somewhat,  well  I  was  going  to 
say  mean,  but  we  do  nothing  mean  in  this 
House — it  is,  however,  something  of  the 
sort,    when  right  hon.  Gentlemen  come 
for  ward  and  refuse  the  proposal  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  on  arguments  such  as  have 
been  advanced  by  the  Government.    The 
Chief  Secretary  has  accused   the   right 
hoa.  Member  for  Djrby  of  having  impUed 
or  insinuated  that  the  Times  knew   at 
the  time    these   letters   were   published 
that    tliey      were    forged.      1   say   that 
th3    Times    ought    to  have    known   it ; 
th'^t    they    were    criminally    credulous, 
and  as  for  the  specious  defence  now  put 
forward  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  Lord  Spencer 
and     the     Member    for     Derby     have 
been  guilty   of  as      gross   a   contempt, 
of    as   gross    attacks    upon     the    Irish 
Leader,    as    the     Times    was     in    this 
ca«e,    we    ought    to  look    a    little  into 
what    these    libels   really  were.     There 
are  libels    the   circumstances   of  which 
aggravate  them,  while  there  are  libels 
in  which  there  are  extenuating  circum- 
stances.     Were  there  any  extenuating 
circumstances  in  this  case  1     Was  there 
any  reasonable  evidence  in  the  possession 
of  the  Times  which  tended  to  show  that 
the    forged     letters     liad     really    been 
written  by  the  Member  for  Cork  1     There 
was    absolutely-  none.     We  know  now, 
through  the  Commission,  what  happened. 
We  know  that  those  letters  came  from 
Mr.    Houston,    a    most     doubtful     and 
Mr,  Laboucltei'e 


questionable   person,  and    that  he    had 
obtained  them  from  a  man  admittedly 
one  of  the   greatest  scoundrels  that  ever 
lived — one  Pigott.     We  know   that  the 
Times  had  made  not  the  slightest  investi- 
gation into  the  matter.  Did  they  ask,  "Who 
is  Houston?"  Not  a  bit  of  it.   Those  letters 
were   first  submitted  to  the  PaU  MM 
Gazette,  but  they  very  properly  refused 
them.     They  were  then  submitted  to  tiie 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Rossendale  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington).  Healsorefuitod 
them.    With  regard  to  Pigott,  from  whom 
those   letters  were   admittedly  obtained, 
Houston  was  provided  with  money  by  the 
Conservatives  and  Uniom'sts  in  Ireland 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  him  to  get  up 
something  against  my  Friend  the   hon. 
Member  for  Cork  ;  and  in  getting  hold  of 
those  letters  he  was   very  much  in  the 
position  of  a  man  who  receives  a  watch 
from  a  suspicious-looking  person  in  the 
street  who  tells  him  that  it  really  is  his 
own  property,  and  who  tries  to  sell  it  to 
some  receiver  of  stolen  goods.     Who  was 
the    receiver    of    stolen    goods?     Why, 
the    Times.     The    Times  ought  to  have 
made  inquiry;  and,  considering  the  coarse 
they    really    took,.  I    look    upon    them 
in     the      same     light     as     I     should 
regard     a     receiver     of     stolen     goods 
who     had    bought    a     valuable    watch 
worth    100   guineas   from   some  beggar 
who  affirmed  that  he  had  inherited  it 
from  his  father.      I  desire  to  show  the 
House  that  this  libel  was  really  aggrsr 
vated  by  the  Times,     They  insisted  that 
they  liad  absolute  evidence  to  prove  it; 
and,  after  all,  what  was  their  evidence  ? 
Why,  they   had   the   word   of  the   man 
Pigott  against  that  of  my  hon.  Friend. 
Had  the  Times  come  forward  at  first  and 
said,  "  We  have  only  the  word  of  Pigott 
— a  tainted  man,  a  man  lost  to  all  'Claim 
to  position  in  his  own  country — we  only 
have  his  word  against  tliat  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,"  the  case  would  have 
been  different.     But  what  was  really  the 
plan  adopted  by  the  Times  ?     It  was  a 
most  nefarious  plan,  as   is   very   evident - 
when  we   look   at  the   facts.     Mr.  MJems 
Donald  was  to  have  been  put  in  the  box. 
He  was  to  have  said,  "  I  have  received 
these  letters  from  a  most  impoitant  and 
respectable  person,  as  could  be  shown  if 
I  were  to  state  who  it  was."     Then  tdie 
experts  were  to  be  brought  to  prove  the 
handwriting.     But,  by  a  happy  accident, 
the    handwriting    was    shown    to  be  a 
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forgery.  The  plan  adopted  by  the  Times 
would  have  succeeded  had  it  -not  been 
that  an  accident  revealed  the  [fact  that 
Mr.  Houston  was  in  possession  of  the 
letters,  and  that,  not  only  was  it  possible 
to  subpcena  him,  but  it  was  ascertained 
that  letters  of  a  precisely  similar 
character  had  been  written  by  Pigott  to 
Mr.  Egan  in  America.  It  was  this 
happy  accident  which  led  to  the 
exposure  of  what  I  do  not  hesitate 
to  call  a  vile  and  base  conspiracy  on  the 
part  of  the  Times,  Well,  what  hap- 
pened 1  Mr.  Pigott  did  not  want  to  go 
into  the  box.  He  thought  it  might  lead 
to  serious  consequences,  and  the  Times 
thought  so  too.  We  all  know  what  is 
^nerally  the  case  when  a  witness  does 
not  want  to  go  into  the  box  ;  it  usually 
means  that  he  does  not  like  to  perjure 
himself.  What  did  the  I'infies  do  1 
There  sits  the  Counsel  to  the  Times,  and 
I  dare  him  to  deny  it.  It  was  conveyed 
to  Pigott  tliat  if  he  would  only  go  into 
the  box  and  tell  the  truth,  as  they  called 
it,  they  would  provide  for  him  afterwards. 
Then  came  the  disastrous  cross-examina- 
tion of  .Pigott,  and  after  that  disastrous 
cross-examination  Pigott  confessed-  A 
very  remarkable  thing  then,  occurred. 
The  day  after  hLs  confession  Pigott  with- 
drew a  portion  of  tliat  confession,  and 
moreover  sent  a  telegram  to  his  sei*vant 
in  Ireland  telling  the  servant  to  destroy 
certain  papers,  among  which  he  stated 
were  the  letters  of  Houston  to  himself. 
We  have  never  yet  got  at  the  bottom  of 
thskt  matter,  but  1  will  tell  the  House 
what  occurred.  Pigott  sent  over  certain 
notes  to  his  family  in  Ireland — bank 
notes  which  were  an  addition  to  the 
money  wliich  enabled  him  to  go 
to  Spain.  The  police  took  it  into 
their  heads  that  I  had  given  Pigott 
thpse  notes.  The  police  made  investiga- 
tions ;  and  what  does  the  House  think 
happened?  They  discovered  that  those 
notes  Jiad  been  given  to  Pigott,  and  had 
-come  direct  from  the  Times  within  ten 
days  of  his  flying  from  this  country.  We 
should  like  a  little  explanation  with  re- 
gard to  that  matter.  The  numbers  of 
the  notes  were  obtained,  and  they  were 
traced  to  the  Times — I  cannot  say  whether 
ii^  Houston's  name  or  that  of  Mr.  Soames 
— but  they  were  traced  to  the  Tim^, 
We  have  it  in  evidence  that  Mr.  Saames 
di3tinctly  stated  he  had  not  given  any 
money,  to  Pigott— hardly  sufficient  to  pay 


his  hotel  bill  during  the  time  he  was  here  , 
as  a  witness.  Coupling  this  with  what 
we  know  from  Pigott,  and  the  telegram^ 
he  sent  from  Madrid  .wanting  to  be  pro- 
vided for,  I  believe  the  Times  was 
directly  or  indirectly  concerned  in  getting 
Pigott.  out  of  the  country;  that  this 
money  was  directly  or  indirectly  con- 
veyed to  Pigott  to  put  him  in  funds  so 
that  he  might  leave .  the .  country ;  and 
that  there  was  some  promise  by  implica- 
tion made  to  Pigott  that  when  he  did 
go  out  he  should  *  be  provided  for  at 
Madrid  or  elsewhere..  Well,  at  last 
the  Times  was  obliged  to  give  in.  What 
took  place  ?  Was  it  an  ample,  was  it  a 
full  or  a  generous  apology  that  was  made 
by  the  Times,  or  rather  by  the  learned 
Gentleman  opposite,- who  was  acting  as 
Counsel  for  the  Ti/nes  ?  No,  Sir,  it  was 
not.  I  can  fully  undei'stand  the  diffi- 
culty in  which  the  .hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  placed,  and  I  am  not 
blaming  him.  He  was  the  mere  mouthpiece 
of  his  client ;  but  I  say  it  was  one  of  thQ 
most  paltry,  the  meanest,  and  most  con- 
temptible apologies  ever  put  forward. 
Sir,  we  are  told  that  the  Times  really  has 
done  nothing  very  wrong — that  there  is 
no  very  great  difference  between  this 
libel  and  any  other  libel.  Well,  I  will 
give  you  an  instance  of  a  libel  that  oc- 
curred the  other  day :  A  gentleman  of 
the  name  of  Parke  published  a  libel 
which  wa3  certainly  an  atrocious  one. 
He  justified  the  libel  by  saying  that  he 
did  it  on  certain  evidence.  That  evidence 
was  tainted  evidence,  very  much  like 
that  of  Pigott,  and  Parke  was  sent  to 
prison  for  a  year.  Hon.  Members  will 
hafdly  say  that  the  Tinies^  libel  on  my 
hon.  Friend  was  not  of  fully  as  atrocious 
and  ruinous  a  character  as  that  of  Parke 
against  Lord  Euston.  Well,  if  a  Court 
of  Justice  says  a  man  is  liable  to  a  year's 
imprisonment  for  doing  what  Parke  did, 
surely  we  have  a  right  to  say  that  what 
Mr.  Walter  did  was  at  least  a  breach  of 
privilege.  The  reasons  why  the  Govern- 
ment do  not  like  to  acpept  the  Motion  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  are  clear,  and  I 
would  recommend  them  to  give  them- 
selves the  trouble  of  putting  forward 
some  other  reason.  The  real  fact  of  the 
matter  is  that  they  are  the  allies  and 
confederates  of  the  JTimea.  The  charges 
made  by  the  Times  were  adopted 
by  b-on.  and  right,  hon.  Gentlemen 
on    every    political    platform    through- 
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out    the   country,  and  they  know    that 
they  themselves  are  almost  as  guilty  in 
this  matter  as  the  Times.     That,  Sir,  is, 
in  my  opinion,  a  very  reasonable  reason 
why  the  Government  should  make  use 
of    their    mechanical    majority   to   vote 
down  the  Motion  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
Sir,  there  was  a  cry  that  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Trsasury  should  come  forward  in 
this  debate.     I  do  hot  share  in  that  re- 
quest.    I  respect  friendship,  and  should 
as  soon  have  expected  Jonathan  to  come 
forward  and  attack  his  iriend  David  as  to 
see  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  get  up  and 
move  a  Resolution  directed  against  his 
old    friend   Mr.   Walter.      But  while    I 
respect  friendship,  and  am  able  perfectly 
to  understand  the  silence  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  do  think  he  ought  to  remem- 
ber that  he  is  the  leader  of  this  House 
— "our  guide,  philosopher,  and  friend" 
— and  at  some  time  during  this  debate 
he  ought,  in  that  character,  to  get  up, 
and  putting  aside  for  the  moment  the 
question  of  friendship,  explain  on  what 
legitimate  grounds — sweeping  away  all 
the  cobwebs  invented  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  and  the  Under  Secretary 
for  India — he  can  refuse  to  do  what  I  am 
perfectly   certain   the   Government   and 
hon.  Members  opposite  would  have  done 
again   and   again   if  necessary,  and  the 
situations  had  been  reversed,  and  libels 
such   as   the    Times  libel  been  directed 
against    some    hon.    Members    opposite. 
What  is  the  use  of  appealing  to  a  Divi- 
sion on  this  question  ?     We  shall  go  to  a 
Division  at  some   time  or  other,   but  I 
have   long   ceased  to  trouble  myself  as 
to  whether  we   get   20  or  30  mora  or 
less   in    a  Division   in   this    House.      I 
consider    that   this    House   has   lost   its 
mandate  from  the  nation.     It  is   to  the 
country  that  we  wish  to  appeal,  and  it  is 
because  we  are  anxious  that  the  country 
should  understand  this   matter   that   w^e 
have  brought  it  forward   in   this  House. 
The  country  will  understand,  as  the  Irish 
Secratary    knows,    that    at  the    present 
moment  if  anybody  hisses  him  in  Ireland 
that  person  is  clapped   into   prison.      If 
any  little  boy  dares   to   whistle  when   a 
policeman  is  by,  into  gaol  he  goas,  and  we 
are  told  that   this   is   dealing   out   strict 
justice    to    Ireland.       The     right     hon. 
Gentleman  is  never  tired  of  boasting  how 
he  regards  justice  and  how  he  administers 
it  in  Ireland.     We  have   some   difficulty 
in  meeting  these  declamatory   laudations 
Mi\  Labouchere 


of  himself  on  the  part  of  the   right  hoD. 
Gentleman.    Doubts  have  been  suggested 
as  to  whether  thera    is    not    some    e*x- 
aggeration  on  our  part   when   we   deal 
with  the  question   of   Irish   justice,    but- 
after  this  debate  I  trust  no  one   will   be 
found  to  say  that  we  have   exaggerated 
matters  in  Ireland.     The  people  w^ill  see 
from  what  happens   in   this   House  how 
justice  is  really  administered  ;  they  wiD 
see    how    Her     Majesty's     GtJvemment 
refuse  to  accept  any  precedent.      They 
will  learn  how  the   Government  argue 
when  we  have  proved  that  there  has  been; 
a  contempt  of  this   House,   and  that  all 
our  rights  and  privileges  are  regarded  by 
the    Government    as  absurdities   which 
ought  to  be  swept  away.     I  am  glad  of 
this  debate,  and  I  am  sorry  for  the  action 
of  the  right    hon.    Gentleman   opposite 
That  action   does     not    at    all    surprifie- 
me,  and  I  think   the   country   will   take 
notice  of  the  degradation  we  are  dragged 
through  in  this  House  by  the  right   hon. 
Gentleman    opposite,    as     well     as  the 
absolutely  abject  subserviency  with  which 
the  followers  of  thc^e  right   hon.  Gentle- 
men vote  for  any  species  of  injustice  they 
may  happen  to  command. 

Mr.  ADDISON  (Ashton-under-Lyne)  r 
A  very  few  minutes  ago  I  had  not  intended 
to  take  any  part  in  this  discussion,  and 
if  I  do  so  now  it  is  only  to  offer  a  word  or 
two  on  the  most  interesting  and  able  and 
amusing  speech  we  have  heard  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  senior  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere).  He,  as 
usual,  was  extremely  witty,  and  he 
brought  up  a  great  many  questiona 
which  had  very  little  to  do  with  the  point 
before  the  House.  He  carefully  avoided 
the  only  question  before  us — the  point 
so  clearly  raised  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(Sir  J.  Gorst).  My  right  hon.  Friend 
gave  three  reasons  why  this  matter  is 
not  one  for  the  interference  of  the 
House,  first  in  regard  to  time,  then  in 
regard  to  the  effect  of  passing  the  Motion 
upon  the  House  itself,  and  thirdly^ 
having  regard  to  the  subject  matter 
with  which  we  are  dealing.  All  this, 
involves  the  one  question  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  refused  altogether  to  direct 
his  mind,  namely,  what  really  is  privilege 
and  what  are  the  principles  upon  which 
we  ought  to  entertain  the  question. 
Without  going  into  precedents  I 
submit     that      there      are      precedents 
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which  show  that  this  matter  of  privilege 
has  frequently  been  abused.  The 
House,  however,  has  exercised  its  power 
in  this  matter,  mostly  with  the  object  of 
dealing  with  a  present  interference  with 
the  procedure  of  the  House  and  with  the 
conduct  of  business,  and,  therefore,  an 
attack  upon  its  dignity  and  freedom.  In 
the  old  times  we  know  it  was  invoked  to 
prevent  Members  being  forcibly  attacked 
and  waylaid  and  prevented  from  perf orm- 
ii^  their  duty ;  and  so  clearly  was  it  under- 
stood that  questions  of  privilege  arose 
only  upon  present  matters,  that  questions 
of  the  kind  could  be  raised  at  any  mo- 
ment by  a  Member  coming  in  and  inter- 
rupting the  business  by  a  cry  of  "  Privi- 
lege." But  nothing  can  be  found  to  show 
that  privilege  was  intended  to  punish 
offences  of  any  kind  whether  against  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  or  any  body  of  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  or  even  whether  they 
were  in  the  form  of  criticisms  and  attack, 
in  that  sense  of  the  word,  upon  the  House 
itself.  I  admit  that  some  of  the  instances 
to  be  found  in  the  musty  records  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  has  alluded 
to  cannot  be  brought  within  these  broad 
and  sound  principles ;  but  that  is  because 
the  proceedings  of  this  House,  like  the 
proceedings  of  every  other  body  in  the 
world,  have  at  different  times  been 
liable  to  be  abused,  and  foolishly 
abused.  "  If,"  says  the  honourable 
Member  for  Northampton,  "attacks  of 
this  kind  on  personal  conduct  and  the 
characters  of  Members  of  this  House  are 
not  to  be  prevented,  privilege  had  better 
be  abolished."  But  I  have  been  taught 
exactly  the  other  way  of  looking  at  it, 
and  I  .say  that  if  attacks  on  personal 
conduct,  or  even  on  the  characters  of 
Members  of  this  House,  are  to  be  made 
questions  of  privilege,  privilege  had 
better  be  abolished,  for  it  becomes  most 
useless  and  pernicious.  In  all  the  long 
records  of  privilege  in  the  House,  you 
will  hardly  find  a  single  case  in  which 
the  assertion  of  privilege  has  led  to  any 
good  result  or  any  useful  employment  of 
the  time  of  the  House.  As  to  its 
employment  for  dealings  with  personal 
attacks,  we  are  all  of  us  subject 
to  personal  attacks;  we  can  all 
of  us  defend  ourselves  not  only  in  the 
Courts,  which  are  open  to  us  in  every 
way,  but  in  the  Press  and  on  the  plat- 
forms  of   the  countiy,  and   in   a  great 


many  other  ways.  1  cannot  help  agreeing 
with  what  a  learned  Judge — Mr.  Baron 
Martin — once  said  when  I  was  a  very 
young  practitioner  at  the  Bar,  namely, 
that  no  honest  man  was  ever  any  worse 
for  being  called  a  knave.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  takes  us  away 
from  the  consideration  of  the  great 
question  of  privilege  by  a  long  account 
of  the  personal  matter  between  the  Times 
newspaper  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
and  seems  to  think  the  personal  injury  the 
Tim£8  has  done  the  hon.  Member  is  in 
itself  a  matter  of  privilege.  I  cannot  see 
that  there  is  any  principle  in  that  con- 
tention. But  as  a  matter  of  fact  the  real 
object  of  the  hon.  Member  seemed  to  be 
rather  to  make  a  strong  speech  against 
the  Times  than  to  support  the  view  that 
this  was  a  matter  of  privilege.  Some  of 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member 
were  obviously  overstated,  because  he 
seemed  to  desire  to  show  that  the  Times 
had  entered  into  a  wicked  conspiracy 
to  injure  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  by 
putting  forward  letters  which  they  knew 
to  be  false.  If  the  hon.  Member  believes, 
that  the  managers  of  the  Times  knew 
that  the  letters  were  forged,  and  yet  put 
them  forward  with  the  view  of  damaging 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  then  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  must  be  at 
least  as  credulous  as  the  Times,  for  in  the 
case  supposed  the  Tim/s  must  have 
known  that  the  forgery  would  be  found 
out  sooner  or  later,  and  that  instead  of 
doing  them  good  it  would  do  them  infinite 
harm.  At  least  there  must  have  been  an 
honest  belief  in  the  minds  of  those  con- 
ducting that  newspaper  that  they  had  a 
case  which  they  could  prove.  That  dis- 
poses of  a  great  part  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member.  Then  the  hon.  Member 
says  that  the  Times,  in  order  to 
induce  the  perpetrator  of  the  forgery 
to  bring  the  case  home  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork,  told  that  indi- 
vidual that  they  would  make  provision  for 
him  afterwards.  But  that,  to  my  mind, 
instead  of  being  a  point  against  the  bona 
fides  of  the  Times,  shows  that  they  be- 
lieved in  the  honesty  of  their  informant, 
and  were  determined — as  he  professed  to 
stand  in  fear  of  certain  people — to  protect 
him  against  them.  The  contention  of 
this  side  of  the  House  is  that  privilege  is 
not  intended  to  protect  us  from  personal 
attacks,  but  to  protect  us  in  the  discharge 
of  our  duties,  so  that  we  may  be  able  to 
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vincing  this  House.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  refuses  to  discuss  the 
question  of  privilege  seriously.  What, 
in  effect,  he  says  is,  "I  intend  to 
attack  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  to  ad- 
dress a  rousing  speech  to  the  country, 
to  be  reported  in  the  newspapers.*'  Those 
persons  who  have  educated  themselves  in 
the  hon.  Member's  tactics  by  reading  the 
debates  of  the  last  two  Sessions  will  know 
how  to  judge,  and  I  think  they  will  say 
the  Government  have  taken  a  wise, 
a  prudent,  and  a  moderate  course,  and  a 
course  especially  intended  to  preserve  the 
liberties  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
because  liberty  and  the  privilege  of  the 
Press  could  not  exist  if  such  doctrines  as 
to  the  power  of  this  House  as  those  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  Member  were  allowed 
to  prevail.  Had  such  doctrines  been 
propounded  from  this  side  of  the  House, 
the  hon.  Member  would  have  been  the 
first  to  suggest  that  they  were  antiquated, 
high-handed  and  insolent  doctrines,  and 
would  have  denounced  in  the  strongest 
terms  this  attempt  to  stretch  the  arbi- 
trary power  of  this  House  as  inconsistent 
with  all  modern  ideas. 

*Mr.  T.  HARRINGTON  (DubHn,  Har- 
bour Division) :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Addison)  opened  his 
observations  by  stating  that  shortly  before 
he  rose  he  had  no  intention  of  interfering 
in  this  debate,  and  I  think  those  who 
listened  to  his  speech  will  agree  with 
that  statement,  and  will  be  disposed  to 
think  that  his  speech  was  not  prepared 
for  this  occasion  but  for  the  next  time  he 
met  his  constituents.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opened  up  a  field 
which  to  us  is  a  very  inviting  one,  and 
one  into  which  on  another  occasion  we 
should  be  very  anxious  to  follow  him; 
but  the  Motion  now  before  the  House  ig 
of  a  somewhat  more  serious  character 
than  he  endeavoured  to  make  it,  and  we 
cannot  afford  to  have  it  lightly  cast  aside. 
In  the  latter  portion  of  his  observations 
he  has  offered  a  defence  for  his  own  con- 
duct in  the  past,  but  I  fail  to  find  any 

justification  for  the  vote  he  intends  to 
give  to-night.  He  stated  that  he  and  his 
friends  throughout  the  country  did  not 
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join  in  the  accusation  against  Mr.  Parnell, 
but  upon  what  ground  1  Because  he  had 
no  evidence.  If  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  were  dealing  with  an  English 
and  not  with  an  Irish  Member,  he  would 
have  taken  the  denial  of  the  Member,  on 
the  floor  of  the  House,  and  would  not  have 
cautiously  waited  for  evidence  with 
which  to  fortify  himself.  That  is  the 
point  of  view  from  which  you  treat 
all  Irish  questions,  and  you  assume 
an  air  of  righteousness  and  sanctity 
because  you  do  not  condemn  us  until  the 
evidence  is  satisfactory.  We  are  dealing 
now  with  a  question  of  privilege,  and» 
as  the  illustrious  leader  of  the 
Liberal  Party  pointed  out,  that  question 
of  privilege  would  never  have  arisen 
were  it  not  an  Irish  Member  who  was  at- 
tacked. You  say  the  Times  did  not 
deliberately  enter  into  a  conspiracy  to 
hunt  down  the  leader  of  the  Irish  people 
and  to  ruin  the  cause  of  which  he  is  the 
representative.  We  do  not  care  whether 
the  Times  entered  into  that  conspiracy 
deliberately  or  not,  but  we  do  say  that 
the  Times  was  led  by  the  same  false  in- 
stincts as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
when  he  deals  with  an  Irish  Member ;  and 
the  same  prejudices  which  will  be  at  the 
bottom  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's vote  this  evening  are  at  the  bottom 
of  the  Amendment,  and  were  at  the  bottom 
of  the  action  of  the   Times.     Why  not 

face  the  question  honestly  ?  You  say 
that  to  bring  forward  a  breach  of 
privilege  is  an  inconvenient  course.  It  is : 
but  you  know  that  upon  no  occasion  has 
privilege  been  invoked  more  justifiably 
than  upon  the  occasion  of  the  fraud  and 
the  forgery  of  the  Times  newspaper.  I 
defy  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  to 
maintain  the  argument  which  he 
endeavoured  to  pass  off  here,  namely, 
that  the  raising  of  questions  of  privilege 
was  reserved  only  for  the  protection  of 
the  freedom  of  the  House.  The 
precedents  are  all  the  other  way.  It  was 
for  the  protection  of  the  individual 
Member  in  his  capacity  as  Member,  and 
in  the   discharge   of  his  duties  to  the 
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House,  that  the  raising  of  privilege  was 
allowed.  I  dsfy  hon.  Members  opposite 
to  say  that  they  have  evar  treated  this 
matter  from  an  impartial  point  of  view. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Addison)  tells  us  he  would  have  been  very 

f;lad  if  Mr.  Parnell  had  been  found  guilty 
Mr.  Addison  :   No,  no  !] — I  beg  pardon, 
innocent. 

Mr.  ADDISON :  I  n6ver  said  I  did 

not    accept    most    fully    the    word    of 

the    hon.  Member   (Mr.    Parnell).      On 

the  contrary,  I  have  said  that  after  the 

statement  of  the  hon.  Member  it  would 
'be     better    if     there    was    an     end    of 
the  matter. 

•Mr.  T.  HARRINGTON:  If  that  was 
the  belief  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man and  of  others  of  his  Party,  where 
did  they  give  expression  to  it  ?  To- 
night the  Under  Sacretary  for  India  (S'-r 
J.  Gorst)  said  that  12  months  ago  the 
fact  of  the  letters  having  been  forged 
was  as  patent  as  it  is  to-day.  Aye,  but 
it  is  not  12  months  since  Lord  Salisbnry 
Slid — "  I  will  not  pin  myself  to  the  state- 
ment that  the  letters  are  forgeries." 
After  an  action  for  libel  had  been 
entered  and  40s.  lodged  in  Court  by  the 
Tim'^s,  the  leader  of  your  Party  was  not 
ashamed  to  stand  up  and  say — "  I  will 
not  pin  myself  to  the  statament  that  the 
letters  are  forgeries."  Which  of  you 
had  the  independence  to  stand  up 
in  the  country  and  say — "  I  differ 
from  the  statement  of  the  Prime 
Ministar."  A  great  deal  lias  been  said 
as  to  the  time  at  which  this  question  of 
privilege  should  have  been  raised.  I  do 
not  know  where  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  got  his  legal  training,  but  some- 
body seems  to  have  instructed  him  that 
when  40s.  was  lodged  in  Court  to  meet 
the  damages  sustained  by  Mr.  Parnell 
we  were  perfectly  free  to  ignore  the 
remainder  of  the  proceedings  and  to  ask 
the  Hous3  to  exercise  its  right  of 
privilege.     That  was  a  shabby  argument 

for  the   right  hon.   Gentleman   to   use  ; 
Mr.  T.  HarrinrjUyfi 


but  I  am  amazed  that  intelligent  men 
who  sit  on  the  Government  Benches  can 
say  they  are  treating  Irishmen  with  fair- 
play.  Even  now  you  have  not  the 
courage,  the  honesty  and  the  candour  to 
characterise  the  letters  as  forged  letters. 
You  act  in  the  same  miserable,  grudging 
spirit  in  which  the  Attorney  General 
acted  when  he  stood  up  in  the  Com- 
mission Court  and  said — "  I  can  proceed 
no  further  with  the  letters,  but  have  to 
withdraw  them."  There  was  nothing 
genei*ou.s,  nothing  candid ;  no  expression 
of  regret  for  the  position  in  which 
he  was,  for  the  great  assistance  he 
had  given  to  the  Times  in  bolstering 
up  its  infamous  charges ;  no  expression 
of  regret  on  his  own  part  or  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  or  on  the  part  of  the 
Times  which  gave  him  his  fee.  The 
same  grudging  spirit  is  displayed  in  the 
present  Amendment,  and  I  assert  that 
t^he  man  who  votes  for  the  Amendment 
is  a  man  who  in  his  heart  is  sorry  that 
Mr.  Parnell  has  been  vindicated.  Let  it 
go  forth  to  the  country  that  every  effort 
has  been  made  by  the  Government  to 
bolster  up  the  case  of  the  Times,  that  the 
Government  has  lent  its  first  Law  Oflficer 
to  the  TimAs,  that  the  Government,  by 
an  Amendment  proposed  by  one  of  the 
responsible  officers  of  the  Crown,  declines 
to  declare  the  letters  purporting  to  be  . 
written  by  Mr.  Parnell  forged  letters. 
**  Forged  letters  "  is  a  term  they  will  not 
even  now  accept,  but  they  still  adhere  to 
the  policy  of  Lord  Salisbury  when  he  said 
he  would  not  pin  himself  to  the  state- 
ment that  the  letters  were  forgeries. 
You   cannot  get    the    Irish    people    to 

believe  that  you  deal  out  equal  justice 
to  Englishmen  and  Irishmen.  You  can- 
not get  a  majority  of  honest  Englishmen 
to  believe  it.  They  know  that  behind 
your  Amendment  to-night,  as  behind 
your  conduct  of  the  last  two  years,  there 
lies  political  action,  political  motives,  and 
they  know  that  whatever  you  do  for 
Ireland  you  do  it  in  the  most  grudging 
spirit. 
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•  Mr.  salt  (Stafford)  :     I  shall  only 
trouble  the  House  with  one  or  two  words, 
because  all  I  wish  to  do  is  to  express  the 
grounds  on  which  I  shall  vote.     I   shall 
not  make  any  remarks  upon  the  observa- 
tions   of     the    hon.    Member    (Mr.    T. 
Harrington),  except  that  I  do  not  think 
they  are  quite  worthy  of   a  Member  of 
the  House  who  I  presume  is  attempting  to 
discuss  a  very  difficult  question  in  a  calm, 
and  not  in  a  party,  spirit.     I  feel  that  the 
argument  that  this  is  not  the  time   to 
bring  forward   this  question  because   a 
considerable  period  has  elapsed  since  the 
libel  complained  of   was   first   issued  is 
not  quite  applicable  to  the  present  case. 
I  think  it  is  most  unfortunate  that  any 
letters  professing  to  have  been  written  by 
a  Member  of  the  House,  but  which   are 
not      genuine — y0ppo8iti<yii      cheers,^ — 
well,    I     am     only    saying     what     any 
simple-minded  man  would  say — 1  say  that 
no   such   letter   should  ever  have   been 
published  unless  the  authenticity  of  it  was 
absolutely  certain.      The  knowledge  that 
that  letter  was  not  authentic  has  not  been 
positively   and  fully  proved  till  a  very 
recent  time ;  and  therefore  I  am  bound  to 
say   that  until  a  very  recent  time  the 
opportunity  for  a  Motion  like  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  did  not  arise.      But  I 
am  about  to  give  my  vote  upon   very 
much  broader  grounds  than  that.     Ob- 
viously the  origin  and  intention  of  this 
privilege    of    Parliament    was    for    the 
simple  and  only  purpose  of  securing  that 
Members  should  be  able  to  do  their  duty 
to  the   House   freely  and   fairly.      We 
meet    here   to  do  the   business  of  the 
country,  and  we  are  engaged,  or  we  ought 
to  be   engaged,   at  this  moment  in   dis- 
cussing the  Speech  of  Her  Most  Gracious 
Majesty,  and  the  question  then  arises  in 
my  mind  whether  such  a  breach  of  privi- 
lege has  been  committed  as  will  prevent 
this  House  or  any  of  its  Members  from  the 
discharge   of    Parliamentary   duties?     I 
take   it  such   an   offence   has  not  been 
committed,  and  that,  therefore,  there  is  not 
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a  question  of  privilege  that  it  is  desirable 
for  the  House  to  raise  at  the  present  time. 
The    question   of    privilege   dates    from 
ancient  times — times  very  different  from 
the  present;  and  Members  do  not  require, 
and  I  do  not  think  they  ought  to  require, 
the  same  protection  as  was  required  many 
generations  ago.     We  have  before  x\s  the 
Motion   of    the  right   hon.  Member  for 
Derby  and  the  Amendment  proposed  by 
the  Government.     I  object  to  the  Motion 
as  an  unnecessary  interference  with  the 
transaction  of    the  ordinary  business  of 
the    House ;    and   the   question  of    tlie 
privilege  of    any  particular  Member   is 
not  of   such  importance  as   to  make  it 
necessary   to   stop   the  business  of   the 
House.     Under  the  circumstances  then 
1  shall  vote  for  the  Amendment,  though 
I  wish  it  had  been  couched  in  different 
terms.      I  do  not  like,  so  far  as  1  can 
judge    from    hearing    the    terms     read 
from    the     Chair,     the     form     of     the. 
Amendment,   because    it   seems   to    me 
to   point    to    the   suggestion    that    this 
House  declines  to  consider  a  question  of 
privilege  altogether,  without  giving  any 
reason    in   reference   to   the    particular 
circumstances.     Now  the  circumstances 
in  this  case  are  extremely  peculiar,  and 
I  believd  absolutely  without   precedent. 
The  hon.  Member   for   Cork   has  had  an 
opportunity   of    vindicating    himself   in 
another  place,  and  I  am  very  glad  that 
he  has  vindicated  himself  triumphantly. 
There  is,  therefore,  no  special  grievance  on 
his  part ;  and  what  we  have  to  consider  is 
the    question    of    the    business    of  the 
House  and  our  duty  to  the  country.     On 
these    grounds    I    am    opposed   to  the 
Motion   of   the   right   hon.   Member  for 
Derby  ;  and,  though  I  regret  the  terms  in 
which  the  Amendment  has  been  moved, 
I  feel  bound  to  vote  for  it,  for  I  have  no 
other  course  to  pursue. 

Mr.  WADDY  (Lincolnshire,  Brigg) : 

I  will  not  follow  the  line   of  argument, 

very  much  in  the  natura   of  tu   qiwque, 

that  has  been   adopted,  but   I   think  we 

are  gradually — I  do  not  know  whether 

it  is  the   intention  of  the  Government, 

and  I  do  not  suggest  that  it  is — but  for 

some  time  past   we   have   been  drifting 

into    a    very    narrow    groove,   when   I 

think  we  ought  to  keep  to  broad  grounds. 

This  question  has  been  treated  by  several 
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speakers  on  the  other  side  as  a  matter  of 
procedure,  and  not  as  a  matter  of  prin- 
ciple, and  it  hsm  been  said  that  the  great 
object  of  privilege  is  to  preserve  the 
dignity  of  the  procedure  of  this  House- 
Now  I  deny  that  entirely.  The  procedure 
of  this  House  is  a  very  valuable  thing, 
but  certainly  the  privilege  of  Memberfe^ 
stands  on  a  very  different  footing  to  the 
mere  dignity  of  the  procedure  of  this 
House.  It  strikes  me — as  I  venture  to 
think  it  will  everybody  who  considers 
the  question — that  this  concerns  not  so 
much  the  dignity  and  business  of  this 
House.  It  is  an  attack  of  the  most  fero- 
cious character  upon  the  honour  of  a 
leading  Member  of  this  House,  and  I  do 
not  think  the  House  ought  to  be  satisfied 
because  the  matter  has  been  brought 
before  the  Common  Law  or  other 
tribunals  of  this  country.  The  House  has 
to  defend  its  own  character  and  honour, 
which  have  been  tainted  and  besmirched 
by  the  attack  made  upon  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork.  I  do  not  want  to  use  hard  words, 
and  would  rather  treat  this  matter  in 
the  manner  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  spoken,  but  when  I  am 
told  in  a  narrow  spirit  that  we  should 
not  now  deal  with  this  matter,  because 
so  much  time  has  elapsed,  as  if  there  were 
a  statute  of  limitations  barring  action  in 
a  matter  of  this  kind,  as  though  it  were  a 
paltry  case  of  debt,  I  cannot  forget, 
although  so  much  mildness  has  been  dis- 
played on  the  other  side  to-night,  how  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  has  been  taunted 
over  and  over  again  with  not  being  anxious 
to  commit  himself  to  the  mercies  of  a 
special  jury  of  Middlesex  or  London.  These 
abominable  and  iniquitous  for^ries  have 
been  made  use  of  for  political  purposes, 
for  they  constitute  an  attack  of  a  terrible 

nature  upon  the  character  of  a  man  of 
enormous  power  and  influence,  and  the 
leader  of  a  political  party.  It  is  admitted 
by  the  Amendment  that  a  breach  of 
privilege  of  an  infamous  and  iniquitous 
character  has  been  committed,  but— lame 
Mr.  Waddy 


and  impotent  conclusion  —  you  decline 
to  treat  it  as  a  breach  of  privilege.  .Why  ? 
If  this  had  been  an  attack  upon  a  leading 
Member  of  the  Treasury  Bench,  I  venture 
to  say  that  the  full  power  of  the  House 
would  be  brought  to  bear  on  the  offender. 
The  House  can  defend  its  dignity  in  one 
way  only — ^namely,  hy  calling  the  offen- 
der to  its  Bar,  where  alone  it  can  deal 
with  this  outrage  upon  it. 

♦Mr.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (Oldham)  :  It 
might  almost  be  supposed  that  this 
Motion  has  been  brought  forward  in 
order  to  enable  all  the  lawyers  in  the 
House  who  have  not  been  engaged  in  the 
Parnell  Commission  to  ventilate  their 
views  with  regard  to  it.  There  is  a 
noticeable  omission  in  the  speeches  that 
have  been  made  from  both  sides  of  the 
Hous3  to-night.  We  have  heard  a  good 
deal  about  the  honour  and  dignity  of  the 
House  of  Commons;  bnt  there  is  one 
thing  which  is  quite  as  dear  and  precious 
to  the  people  of  England  aa  even  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  this  House,  and  that 
is  the  liberty  of  the  English  Press.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  appears  to  • 
think  it  a  high  crime  and  misdemeanour 
for  a  newspaper  to  attempt  to  influence 
the  House  or  to  refer  to  the  character  of 
public  men.  But  with  what  purpose  do 
hundreds  of  newspapers  exist,  and  with 
what  object  do  we  read  them  night  and 
morning,  except  that  we  may  be  influ- 
enced in  our  judgment  of  the  character 
of  public  men  and  upon  events  of  the 
day?  If  the  Times  had  made  any 
shameful  or  ignoble  attack  upon  the 
character  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
it  would  have  been  right  for  the  House 
to  have  interfered  in  the  case  of  such  a 
grave  breach  of  privilege,  but  there  was 
nothing  petty  or  ignoble,  nothing  spiteful 
or  malicious  in  the  attack  the  Times  made. 
That  newspaper  has  always  shown  a  mag- 
nanimous disdain  for  those  assaults  on 
private  character  that  form  the  daily  fare 
of  some  Radical  newspapers.  The  Times 
simply  brought  an  accusation  against  the 
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hon.   Member    for    Cork  iti   his  pubKc 
capacity,  that  he  had  condoned  a  most 
serious,  a  most  grave,  and  a  most  abomin. 
able  offence,  namely,  the   Phoenix  Park 
murders,  and  when  a  newspaper  believes 
that  such  a  charge  bgainst  the  character 
of  a  public  man  is  well  founded,  it  is  per- 
fectly justified  in  bringing  it  forward  in 
an  open  and  an  honourable  manner.    The 
Times  may  have  been  in  error,  nobody 
denies   that  it  has  been ;    it  has    paid 
severely  for  its  faults ;  it  has  had  to  pay 
heavy  damages,  but  that  is  lio  reason  why 
those  men  who  paid  it  the  most  obsequious 
court  in  the  days  of  its  prosperity  should 
now  show  a  vindictive  joy  in  trampling 
on  it  in  the  days  of  its  humiliation.     The 
Times  has  suffered  adequate  and  sufficient 
punishment  for  the  offence  that  it  has 
committed  in  publishing  this  letter,  be- 
lieving it  to  be  genuine,  solely  and  en- 
tirely in  the   public    interest.      If  the 
Times  believed  that  letter  to  be  genuine, 
in  my  opinion  it  was  bound  to  publish  it, 
in  order  to  show  by  what  means  the 
leaders  of  the  Irish  Party  were  carrying 
on  their  warfare  against    the    English 
Government.     Has   there   been  nothing 
in  the  career  of  the  leaders  of  the  Irish 
Party  which  would  lead  tiie   Times  to 
believe  that  the  letter  was  likely  to  be  a 
genuine  one  ?     Many  hon.  Members  in 
this  House  before  the  publication  of  the 
letter    had  formed    an    opinion  of   the 
leaders  of  the  Irish   Party  which  was 
based  upon  the  speeches  which  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Derby  uttered  when  he 
was   the   Home  Secretary  of  a  Liberal 
Government.     Do  hon.  Members  forget 
how  the  iight  hon.  Gentleman  thundered 
in  those  days  against  John  Devoy,  and 
spoke  as  though  the  Irish  Party  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  were  identified 
with  the  dynamite  party  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Atlantic?      The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  having  uttered  such  speeches 
in   past  years   ought  to  be  the  last   to 
blame  those  who  have  merely  continued 
to  hold  the  opinions  he  has  been  so  care- 
ful to  inculcate  upon  the  British  people. 
It  is  quite  true  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork   has   triumphantly   vindicated    his 
character  as  far  as  these  forged  letters 
are  concerned,  and  I  for  one,  speaking  as 


a  member  ©I  the  Conservative -Party,  wish 
to  express  my  regret  fer  having  doubted 
the  word  of  the  hon.  Member  when 
he  asserted  that  the  letter  was  a  forgery. 
That,  however,  is  not  the  question  we 
have  to  deal  with  this  evening.  The 
House  has  to  consider  whether  it  will 
give  out  to  the  newspaper  Press  of  thiti 
country  that  whenever  a  newspaper 
honestly  commits  an  error  of  judgment 
in,  as  it  believes,  the  public  interest,  its 
proprietors  are  ta  be  brought  up  at  the 
Bar  of  the  House.  The  letter  in  question 
has  been  published  in  perfect  good  faith, 
and  throughout  the  whole  matter  the 
Times  has  acted  most  honourably,  as  has 
been  admitted  the  other  day  in  Scotland 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Bridge- 
ton  Division  of  Glasgow,  while  ample 
justice  has  been  done  for  any  error  that 
it  has  been  guilty  of.  In  these  circum- 
stances it  is  not  for  this  House,  on  the 
plea  of  vindicating  its  honour  and  its 
dignity,  to  strike  a  blow  at  the  indepen- 
dence of  the  public  Press  of  England. 

*Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
The  Motion  of  the  -right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  asks  us  to  declare 
that  a  certain  publication  read  at  the 
table  by  our  Clerk  is  a  breach  of  the 
privileges  of  this  House,  and  the  answer 
to  that  from  the  Treasury  Bench  is  a 
most  extraordinary  one.  I  can  under- 
stand that  the  Gk)vernment  might 
have  thought  it  right  to  give  the 
House  their  concurrence  in  this 
declaration  that  it  is  a  breach  of  privilege, 
but  adding  to  that  some  reasons  why  in 

their  opinion  the  House  ought  to  take  no 
action  on  this  undoubted  breach  of 
privilege.  It  might  have  been  they  could 
have  justified  themselves  by  these 
reasons,  but  what  is  their  line  of  aigu- 
ment  now  ?  They  admit  that  a  breach 
of  privilege  has  been  committed,  but  they 
urge  the  House  to  decline  to  say  any- 
thing about  it — to  express  no  opinion 
upon  it.  The  objection  on  the  ground  of 
the  lapse  of  time  since  the  libel  was 
published  has  already  been  sufficiently 
answered  by  the  hon.  Member  opposite, 
and  the  fact  that  the  Times  has  agreed 
to  pay  heavy  damages  is  a  new  feature 
involving  admission  by  the  person 
charged    with     the    breach.     It    is    no 
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answer  to   a    Motion    of   this    kind    to 
say    that  the   individual  aggrieved  has 
received     compensation     in     a      Court 
of  Law,  because    that  does    not   purge 
the  offence  of  the  individual  towards  this 
House.     The  libel    has  been   published 
avowedly  with  the  intention  of  inducing 
the  House  to  pass  one   of   the   most  in- 
&mous  among  modern  measures.     I  deny 
that  the  House  only  interferes  in  cases  of 
breaches  of  privilege   which   affect  their 
present    deliberation,     for     they     have 
frequently  punished  such  offences   when 
they  merely  affected  the  past.     The  hon. 
Member*  for  Oldham  claims  freedom   for 
the  Press  of  this  country  to  bring  charges 
against  the  leaders  of  a  political  party  of 
having  been  accessory  to  murder,  without 
making  any  inquiry  into  the  truth  of  the 
charge  ;  or,  if  it  did   make   any   inquiry, 
knowing  that  the  proofs  in  support  of  the 
charge  came  from  a  tainted  source.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman   the   Secretary  for 
Ireland  has  put  forward   the    still  more 
extraordinary  defence  that  the    Times   is 
not  worse  than    United  Ireland  in   the 
matter  of  the  publication  of  libels.      If 
United  Ireland  doeS   publish  libels,   let 
•  that  paper  be  punished  for  its  offences. 
Looking  at  the    number   of   journalists 
sent  to  gaol,  it  cannot  be  pretended  that 
generosity  or  mercy  has  hindered  action. 
The  allegation  that  the  publication  of  this 
letter  does  not  constitute    a    breach  of 
privilege   cannot   stand  for  a    moment. 
The  claim   that   the   House   should   not 
express   an    opinion    upon    this  subject 
is     a     cowardly    claim.      I    hope    that, 
in      face     of     the     evidence     we   have 
l>efore    us,    there    may  be    some     hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
who   will   take   the   line    that  a  former 
Conservative  leader  of  this  House  took 
in  not  hesitating   to  declare    a  matter  a 
breach  of  privilege  which  was  in  fact  so. 
The   question    of    punishment   has   not 
to  be  considered  now  :  that  must  be  dis- 
cussed when    the   Resolution  has  been 
carried.     But  there  is  nob  the  shadow  of 
a  pretence  for  saying  that  this  case  does 
not  come  within  the  [scope  of  precedents 
which  are  laid  down  in   the  Journals  of 
this    House.     Here    the     only    excuse 
put    forward   is   that   three  years  have 
elapsed  since  the  letters  were  published, 
and  that,  at  any  rate,  the  matter   might 
have  been  dealt  with  last  year,   simply 
as     the     right     hon.     Gentleman     the 
Mr.  Bradlaugh 


Chief    Secretary     points    out,     because 
ten  months  since  the  proprietors  of  the 
Times   paid   a   sum   of   408.  into  Court, 
and     thus      admitted     their      liability. 
Surely    this    is    a    very    extraordinary 
argument.     When  a  person    makes    a 
charge  against  a  man  of  being  accessory 
to    murder,   and  pays  40s.  into   Court, 
such     action     means     that    there     are 
circumstances   which   he  was   ready   to 
bring  before  the  Court  in  order  to  show 
that  if  technically  wrong  he  was  morally 
justified     in    making    such    a     charge. 
If  it  does  mean  that,  then  the  payment 
of  40s.    into   Court   was   simply  adding 
insult    to    injury.      If,    on     the    other 
hand,    the    action     of     the     Times    in 
paying  the   40s.  into  Court  meant  this, 
then  at  once  it  would  have  been  answered, 
had  a  question  been  raised  in  the  House, 
that  we   had  no   right  to  raise   such  a 
question    until  the    case    of  the  Tim>es 
had    been     heard.     The     payment     of 
408.  into  Court  was  not  a  recognition  that 
this  was  a  cowardly  libel  and  one  of  the 
worst    that  could    possibly    have    been 
printed  against    any  man.     It  was  an 
allegation    that    the     Times    had    been 
perhaps     entrapped,    perhaps     induced, 
perhaps   misled,   into    publishing   some- 
thing which,  although  not  true  in  that 
particular  form,  would   be   found  to  be 
true  if  the  Times  had  an  opportunity  of 
submitting  to  the  Court  their  reasons  for 
the  publication.     Therefore,  the  payment 
of    40s.   into    Court    is    merely    for    a 
technical  purpose,  and  has  no  relation  to 
the   position  or    conduct  of  the  person 
injured.     It  is  monstrous  for  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  pretend   to-night   that  the 
payment  of  40s.  into  Court   ten  months 
ago  would  have  warranted   this  Motion 
being   made   at  that    time.     What  the 
Times  has  since  done  in  paying  exemplary 
damages  to  the  person  libelled,  in  no  way 
clears  it  from  the   charge  of  breach  of 
privilege. 

Mr.  Ambrose  (Middlesex,  Harrow): 

It  has  been  said  that  this  is  a  cowardly 

Amendment,  but  I  propose  to   vote    for 

it,  and    I  will    tell    the    House    why. 

There  surely   is    some    confusion    with 

reference    to     this     matter.     An     hon 

Member  behind  me   has  referred  to  the 

fact  that  it  was  lamentable  that  such  a 

letter  should  have  been  published  in  the 
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Times,     I  agree  entirely  with   the  view 
•of  the  hoa.  Meinl)er  in  regard  to  its  being 
a  lamentable  circumstjxnco.     There  is,  as 
1  have  said,  a  private  wrong  in  the  case 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  and   if  he 
called    upon    the   House   to  do  justice 
to     him     in     tliat    respect    he     woukl 
loe    entitled    to    it.     But    we    are    not 
called   u;K)n     to     do     that.     The    lion. 
Member  for    Cork,    from    the  first  day, 
had  an  opportunity  of  appealing  to  the 
Courts  of    Law.     He    was  wise  in    not 
^oing  so,  because  the  maijhinerj'  of  the 
CWrts  would,  in  my  opinion,  hav^  been 
unequal  to  the  task  placed  upon   it,  and 
there  would  probably  have  b^en  a  mis- 
carriage of  justice.     'I'hanks  to  whom— 
fihall   I   say  Her  Maje?;ty  s  Government 
— well,  thanks  to  this  House,  l)ecause  we 
•are  all  responsible  for  the  course  which 
"was    taken — another    tribunal    was    es- 
tablished with  sti'onger  |)owers,    greater 
•and   more    searching   powers,    and    the 
result  has  been,  so  far  as  the  letters  are 
concerned,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  iias 
come  out  of    the  difficulty  .successfully, 
and  to   the   satisfaction   of    liis   friends. 
Aye,  I  will  tell  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
that  nobody  ivjoices  more  than   I  do  at 
the  result.     I  have  never  upon  any  plat- 
form  said  anything  diffeivnt  to  what  T 
am  saying  now.     From  the  first  I  said 
that   my    only    desire   was    that    truth 
should  be  ascertained.     I  rejoice  that  it 
«ecms  to  be  a  fa(Jt  that  the  letters  were 
forged.      The    Parnell    (Commission    has 
found  that  out.     The  private  wrong  has 
been  dealt  with,  and  has  been  redressed. 
1  do  not  mean  to  say  that  any  tribunal 
could   ever   give    full    sjitisfaction    to    a 
person  wronged  by  a  transaction  of  this 
nature ;  and  I  cpilte  accept  the  view  that 

no  damages  and  no  judgnunit  (^ould  do 
full  justice  to  the  hon.  Meml)er.  But 
now  we  are  asked  to  deal  with  the 
question  of  privilege,  an<l  we  are  now 
dealing  in  fact  with  the  dignity  and 
privileges  of  tliis  House.  But  how  does 
the  private  wrong  of  the  hon.  Member 
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affect  the  question  of  a  breach  of  privi- 
lege? Privilege  is  only  invoked  when 
the  dignity  of  this  House  or  its  freedom 
of  action  is  interfered  with,  and  1  cer- 
tainly think  tliat  the  House  would  stultify 
itself — having  allowed  the  proper  time  to 
pass,  and  having  subsequently  appointed 
a  Commission  whose  labours  have  resulted 
so  favourably  to  the  hon.  Member  in  the 
elucidation  of  the  facts — if  it  were  to  say 
that  a  breach  of  privilege  has  been  com- 
mitted. To  take  such  a  step  would 
indeed  cause  the  House  to  look  ridiculous, 
and  it  is  to  prevent  tliat  calamity  that 
I  intend  to  vote  for  the  Amendment. 

*Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  The  Amend- 
ment and  the  speeches  in  support  of  it 
are  a  most  unworthy  attempt  to  escape, 
by   quibbling,   the   obvious   duty  whicli 
lies  before  the  House.     The  hon.  Member 
who  last  spoke  has  told  us  that  the  hon. 
Member   for    Cork     was     nght    in   not 
appealing  to  the  Law  Courts  at  the  date 
of  the  publication  of  the   forged  letters, 
although  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
declared  it  to  be  his  duty  at  that  time. 
We  i*e  member  that  most  exciting  Wednes. 
day  afternoon,   when   the  hon.   Member 
for  Cork  got  up,  and  in  most  indignant 
language  denied  the  authorship  of  the 
letters,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
the     hon.    Meml^er    for    the     Scotland 
Division   of   Liverpool,    and   other    hon. 
Meml)ers,  got  up  and  supported  the  h<m. 
Member  in  imploring  the  House,  for  the 
sake  of  its  own  dignity  and  honour,    to 
give  that  satisfaction  w^hicli   would   Jiave 
lx»en   refused   to  no  other  Ixxly  of  men, 
and.  to  grant  a  Select  C/ommittee  to  in- 
(juire  into  the  matter.     ^Fhe  Government 
refused  it ;  yet  now  all  we  get  is  a  candid 
expression  of  regret    for  acts  in    which 
indeed  they    w^ere     moral   participators. 
Tiie  right  hon.  Baronet  wjio  to-day  moved 
the  Amendment,  objected  to  the   Motion 
l)ecaiLS3  it  was  tot)  late,  and  also  because 
it  w«as  too  early,  on  t!ie  gi'ound  that  the 
C'Ommission  had   not  reported.     The  real 
truth  is  that  no  time  could  be  the  right 
one  for  those  who  never  had  the   inten- 
tion to  give  the  hon.  Member  an   oppor 
E 
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out   the  country,  and  they   know    that 
they  themselves  are  almost  as  guilty  in 
this  matter  as  the  Times,     That,  Sir,  is, 
in  my  opinion,  a  very  reasonable  reason 
why  the  Government  should  make  use 
of    their    mechanical    majority   to   vote 
down  the  Motion  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
Sir,  there  was  a  cry  that  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  should  come  forward  in 
this  debate.     I  do  hot  share  in  that  re- 
quest.    I  respect  friendship,  and  should 
as  soon  have  expected  Jonathan  to  come 
forward  and  attack  his  friend  David  as  to 
see  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  get  up  and 
move  a  Besolution  directed  against  his 
old   friend   Mr.   Walter.      But  while    I 
respect  friendship,  and  am  able  perfectly 
to  understand  the  silence  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  do  think  he  ought  to  remem- 
ber that  he  is  the  leader  of  this  House 
— "  our  guide,  philosopher,  and  friend  " 
— and  afc  some  time  during  this  debate 
he  ought,  in  that  character,  to  get  up, 
and  putting  aside  for  the  moment  the 
question  of  friendship,  explain  on  what 
legitimate  grounds — sweeping  away  all 
the  cobwebs  invented  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  and  the  Under  Secretary 
for  India — he  can  refuse  to  do  what  I  am 
perfectly   certain  the   Government   and 
hon.  Members  opposite  would  have  done 
again   and  again   if  necessary,  and  the 
situations  had  been  reversed,  and  libels 
such   as   the    Tim^s  libel  been  directed 
against    some    hon.   Members    opposite. 
What  is  the  use  of  appealing  to  a  Divi- 
sion on  this  question  ?     We  shall  go  to  a 
Division  at  some   time  or  other,  but  I 
have   long   ceased  to  trouble  myself  as 
to  whether  we   get   20  or  30  mora  or 
less   in    a  Division  in  this    House.      I 
consider    that  this    House   has  lost  its 
mandate  from  the  nation.     It  is   to  the 
country  that  we  wish  to  appeal,  and  it  is 
because  we  are  anxious  that  the  country 
should  understand  this  matter  that  we 
have  brought  it  forward  in  this  House. 
The  country  will  understand,  as  the  Irish 
Secretary    knows,    that    at  the    present 
moment  if  anybody  hisses  him  in  Ireland 
that  person  is  clapped   into   prison.      If 
any  little  boy  dares  to   whistle  when   a 
policeman  is  by,  into  gaol  he  goes,  and  we 
are  told  that   this   is   dealing   out   strict 
justice    to    Ireland.       The    right     hon. 
Gentleman  is  never  tired  of  boasting  how 
he  regards  justice  and  how  he  administers 
it  in  Ireland.     We  have   some   difficulty 
in  meeting  these  declamatory  laudations 
Mr,  Labouchere 


of  himself  on  the  part  of  the   right   hon. 
Gentleman.    Doubts  have  been  suggested 
as  to   whether  there    is    not    some    ex- 
aggeration on  our  part   when   we   deal 
with  the  question   of   Irish   justice,   but 
after  this  debate  I  trust  no  one   will   be 
found  to  say  that  we  have   exaggerated 
matters  in  Ireland.     The  people  w^ill  see 
from  what  happens   in   this   House  how 
justice  is  really  administered ;  they  will 
see    how    Her     Majesty's     Government 
refuse  to  accept  any  precedent.      They 
will  learn  how  the   Government  argue 
when  we  have  proved  that  there  has  been 
a  contempt  of  this   House,   and  that  all 
our  rights  and  privileges  are  regarded  by 
the    Government    as   absurdities   which 
ought  to  be  swept  away.     I  am  glad   of 
this  debate,  and  I  am  sorry  for  the  action 
of  the  right    hon.    Gentleman   opposite 
That  action   does     not    at    all    surprise 
me,  and  I  think   the   country   will   take 
notice  of  the  degradation  we  are  dragged 
through  in  this  House  by  the  right   hon. 
Gentleman    opposite,    as     well     as  the 
absolutely  abject  subserviency  with  which 
the  followers  of  those  right   hon.  Gentle- 
men vote  for  any  species  of  injustice  they 
may  happen  to  command. 

Mr.  ADDISON  (Ashton-under-Lyne)  r 
A  very  few  minutes  ago  I  had  not  intended 
to  take  any  part  in  this  discussion,  and 
if  I  do  so  now  it  is  only  to  offer  a  word  or 
two  on  the  most  interesting  and  able  and 
amusing  speech  we  have  heard  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  senior  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere).  He,  as 
usual,  was  extremely  witty,  and  he 
brought  up  a  great  many  questions, 
which  had  very  little  to  do  with  the  point 
before  the  House.  He  carefully  avoided 
the  only  question  before  us — the  point 
so  clearly  raised  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(Sir  J.  Gorst).  My  right  hon.  Friend 
gave  three  reasons  why  this  matter  is 
not  one  for  the  interference  of  the 
House,  first  in  regard  to  time,  then  in 
regard  to  the  effect  of  passing  the  Motion 
upon  the  House  itself,  and  thirdly^ 
having  regard  to  the  subject  matter 
with  which  we  are  dealing.  All  this- 
involves  the  one  question  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  refused  altogether  to  direct 
his  mind,  namely,  what  really  is  privilege 
and  what  are  the  principles  upon  which 
we  ought  to  entertain  the  question* 
Without  going  into  precedents  I 
submit     that      there      are      precedents 
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which  show  that  this  matter  of  privilege 
has  frequently  been  abused.  The 
House,  however,  has  exercised  its  power 
in  this  matter,  mostly  with  the  object  of 
dealing  with  a  present  interference  with 
the  procedure  of  the  House  and  with  the 
conduct  of  business,  and,  therefore,  an 
attack  upon  its  dignity  and  freedom.  In 
the  old  times  we  know  it  was  invoked  to 
prevent  Members  being  forcibly  attacked 
and  waylaid  and  prevented  from  perform- 
ing their  duty ;  and  so  clearly  was  it  under- 
stood that  questions  of  privilege  arose 
only  upon  present  matters,  that  questions 
of  the  kind  could  be  raised  at  any  mo- 
ment by  a  Member  coming  in  and  inter- 
rupting the  business  by  a  cry  of  **  Privi- 
lege." But  nothing  can  be  found  to  show 
that  privilege  was  intended  to  punish 
offences  of  any  kind  whether  against  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  or  any  body  of  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  or  even  whether  they 
were  in  the  form  of  criticisms  and  attack, 
in  that  sense  of  the  word,  upon  the  House 
itself.  I  admit  that  some  of  the  instances 
to  be  found  in  the  musty  records  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  has  alluded 
to  cannot  be  brought  within  these  broad 
and  sound  principles ;  but  that  is  because 
the  proceedings  of  this  House,  like  the 
proceedings  of  every  other  body  in  the 
world,  have  at  different  times  been 
liable  to  be  abused,  and  foolishly 
abused.  "If,"  says  the  honourable 
Member  for  Northampton,  "attacks  of 
this  kind  on  personal  conduct  and  the 
characters  of  Members  of  this  House  are 
not  to  be  prevented,  privilege  had  better 
be  abolished."  But  I  have  been  taught 
exactly  the  other  way  of  looking  at  it, 
and  I  .say  that  if  attacks  on  personal 
conduct,  or  even  on  the  characters  of 
Members  of  this  House,  are  to  be  made 
questions  of  privilege,  privilege  had 
better  be  abolished,  for  it  becomes  most 
useless  and  pernicious.  In  all  the  long 
records  of  privilege  in  the  House,  you 
will  hardly  find  a  single  case  in  which 
the  assertion  of  privilege  has  led  to  any 
good  result  or  any  useful  employment  of 
the  time  of  the  House.  As  to  its 
employment  for  dealings  with  personal 
attacks,  we  are  all  of  us  subject 
to  personal  attacks;  we  can  all 
of  us  defend  ourselves  not  only  in  the 
CJourts,  which  are  open  to  us  in  every 
way,  but  in  the  Press  and  on  the  plat- 
forms  of   the  country,  and   in   a  great 


many  other  ways.  I  cannot  help  agreeing 
with  what  a  learned  Judge — Mr.  Baron 
Martin — once  said  when  I  was  a  very 
young  practitioner  at  the  Bar,  namely, 
that  no  honest  man  was  ever  any  worse 
for  being  called  a  knave.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  takes  us  away 
from  the  consideration  of  the  great 
question  of  privilege  by  a  long  account 
of  the  personal  matter  between  the  Times 
newspaper  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
and  seems  to  think  the  personal  injury  the 
Times  has  done  the  hon.  Member  is  in 
itself  a  matter  of  privilege.  I  cannot  see 
that  there  is  any  principle  in  that  con- 
tention. But  as  a  matter  of  fact  the  real 
object  of  the  hon.  Member  seemed  to  be 
rather  to  make  a  strong  speech  against 
the  Times  than  to  support  the  view  that 
this  was  a  matter  of  privilege.  Some  of 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member 
were  obviously  overstated,  because  he 
seemed  to  desire  to  show  that  the  Times 
had  entered  into  a  wicked  conspiracy 
to  injure  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  by 
putting  forward  letters  which  they  knew 
to  be  false.  If  the  hon.  Member  believes, 
that  the  managers  of  the  Times  knew 
that  the  letters  were  forged,  and  yet  put> 
them  forward  with  the  view  of  damaging 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  then  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  must  be  at 
least  as  credulous  as  the  Times,  for  in  the 
case  supposed  the  Tinus  must  have 
known  that  the  forgery  would  be  found 
out  sooner  or  later,  and  that  instead  of 
doing  them  good  it  would  do  them  infinite 
harm.  At  least  there  must  have  been  an 
honest  belief  in  the  minds  of  those  con- 
ducting that  newspaper  that  they  had  a 
case  which  they  could  prove.  That  dis- 
poses of  a  great  part  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member.  Then  the  hon.  Member 
says  that  the  Times,  in  order  to 
induce  the  perpetrator  of  the  forgery 
to  bring  the  case  home  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork,  told  that  indi- 
vidual that  they  would  make  provision  for 
him  afterwards.  But  that,  to  my  mind, 
instead  of  being  a  point  against  the  bona 
fides  of  the  Times,  shows  that  they  be- 
lieved in  the  honesty  of  their  informant, 
and  were  determined — as  he  professed  to 
stand  in  fear  of  certain  people — to  protect 
him  against  them.  The  contention  of 
this  side  of  the  House  is  that  privilege  is 
not  intended  to  protect  us  from  personal 
attacks,  but  to  protect  us  in  the  discharge 
of  our  duties,  so  that  we  may  be  able  to 


83     The  "  Times ''  Xetvsjxijyer         {COMMONS} 


and  Mr,  Pamell. 


84 


perform  them  freely  and  without  fear. 
To  show  that  that  is  so  the  Chief  Sec- 
retary quoted  from  the  violent  attacks 
which  are  being  daily  made  upon  him. 
The  obvious  inference  was  that  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House  they  do  not  amount 
to  anything  criminal.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  evi- 
dently does  not  enjoy  that  argument,  as 
he  evades  it  by  employing  an  illustra- 
tion that  has  nothing  to  do  with  it.  He 
says  that  lately  there  was  a  libeller — 
Mr,  Parkes — who  in  a  disgraceful  way 
libelled  Lord  Euston,  and  he  says  that 
libeller  has  got  12  months'  im- 
prisonment, and  richly  deserved  it. 
Does  the  hon.  Member  mean  to 
say  it  is  the  business  of  this 
House  to  send  a  man  to  12  months' 
imprisonment  because  he  has  libelled 
Members  of  this  House?  If  not,  one 
hardly  sees  the  point  of  his  allusion  to 
Mr.  Parkes.  If  he  thinks  the  Times 
libel  was  as  bad  as  that  upon  Lord 
Euston,  the  answer  is  that  a  similar 
punishment  might  have  been  inflicted  at 
the  Old  Bailey  if  that  had  been  proved. 
If  the  writers  of  the  libel  had  been 
indicted  for  criminal  libel  they  would 
have  gone  to  the  Old  Bailey  and  got 
their  punishment  just  as  Mr.  Parkes  did. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  charges  us  on 
this  side  of  the  House  with  being  allies 
and  confederates  of  the  Times,  [Oppo- 
sition cheers.^  Hon.  Members  cheer 
that.  Now,  1  indignantly  deny  it. 
I  think  I  am  in  a  position  in 
which  I  may  fairly  deny  it,  because  fiom 
the  very  first  I  took  care  to  guard  myself 
against  making  any  such  accusation,  and 
many  of  my  hon.  Friends  have  taken  the 
same  course.  We  have  pointed  out  that 
the.  evidence  was  not  known,  and  have 
nearly  always  said  that  although  this 
charge  was  made  we  should  be  very  glad 
if  the  hon.  Member  were  able  in  time  to 
vindicate  himself  from  it.  Never  in  any 
speech  or  any  conversation  of  any  kind 
have  we  attempted  to  say  that  there  was 
any  body  of  evidence  to  contradict  the 
statement  so  solemnly  made  in  this  House 
by  the  hon.  Member.  Nor  was  I  one  of 
those  who  thought  it  was  the  duty  of  a 
person  to  bring  an  action  for  libel  in  any 
case.  That  would  put  us  all  at  the 
mercy  of  any  person  who  chose  to  libel 
us,  I  say,  then,  that  hon.  Members  have 
no  right  to  say  that  we  were  the  allies 
of  the  Times.  It  was  the  action  of 
Mr.  Addison. 


Gentlemen  opposite  that  brought  about 
the  inquiry.  My  right  hon.  Leader 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  said  it  was  not  a 
matter  for  the  House  at  all,  but  for  the 
Law  Courts,  and  most  of  us  approved 
of  the  statement  Members  opposite, 
however,  said  they  desired  to  have  a 
tribunal,  and  the  constitution  of  a 
tribunal  was  forced  on  my  right  hon. 
Friend  from  all  parts  of  the  House,  and 
was  certainly  not  his  own  policy. 
Members  opposite  say  that  my  right  hon« 
Friend  was  influenced  by  friendship 
for  Mr.  Walter,  the  proprietor  of  the 
Times.  1  have  no  doubt  Mr.  Walter  has 
the  advantage  of  the  friendship  of  a  great 
many  Members  of  this  House,  and  that 
he  deserves  it.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
desired,  however,  that  the  case  should 
be  fought  out  elsewhere,  and,  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  he  ofEered  to  supply 
funds  and  counsel,  and  to  give  every 
possible  assistanoe  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  if  he  desired  to  take  proceed- 
ings. How  could  he  have  better  shown 
his  independence  and  impartiality  ? 
When  we  come  to  look  back  upon  what 
took  place,  we  cannot  help  seeing  that 
there  was  sound  judgment  in  the  con- 
duct then  of  my  right  hon.  Leader  as 
there  is  in  his  conduct  on  other 
questions.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  retorted 
upon  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  the  old  accusation  of  an 
Irish  Judge.  If,  he  said,  a  boy  whistled 
in  the  street  in  Ireland  he  was  put  into 
prison  there.  I  daresay  he  sometimes  is, 
but  it  is  not  for  whistling,  but  for  at  the 
same  time  throwing  a  stone.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  a  person  is  sent  to 
prison  for  using  some  opprobrious  epithet 
with  regard  to  the  Chief  Secretary,  but  why 
does  not  the  hon.  Gentleman  also  say  that 
the  person  who  used  that  epithet  was  en- 
g^ed  with  a  crowd  in  attacking  the  police? 
It  may  be  said  that  in  England  a  man  is 
sent  to  prison  for  drinking  a  glass  of  beer. 
So  he  is  if  he  does  it  within  prohibited 
hours.  It  may  also  be  said  that  a  man 
is  sent  to  prison  merely  for  playing  with, 
three  cards.  So  he  is  when  he  cheate  on 
a  racecourse.  A  person  may  be  sent  to 
prison  for  whistling  when  a  policeman 
turns  the  comer  of  a  street,  if  by  so  doing 
he  gives  a  signal  to  his  associates  who  are 
committing  a  burglary.  But  one  hardly 
likes  to  test  seriously  a  speech  which  was 
clearly  not  made  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
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vincing  this  House.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  refuses  to  discuss  the 
question  of  privilege  seriously.  What, 
in  effect,  he  says  is,  "I  intend  to 
attack  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  to  ad- 
dress a  rousing  speech  to  the  country, 
to  be  reported  in  the  newspapers.*'  Those 
persons  who  Jiave  educated  themselves  in 
the  hon.  Member's  tactics  by  reading  the 
debates  of  the  last  two  Sessions  will  know 
how  to  judge,  and  I  think  they  will  say 
thie  Government  have  taken  a  wise, 
a  prudent,  and  a  moderate  course,  and  a 
course  especially  intended  to  preserve  the 
liberties  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
because  liberty  and  the  privilege  of  the 
Press  could  not  exist  if  such  doctrines  as 
ta  the  power  of  this  House  as  those  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  Member  were  allow«l 
to  prevail.  Had  such  doctrmes  been 
propounded  from  this  side  of  the  House, 
the  hon.  Member  would  have  been  the 
first  to  suggest  that  they  were  antiquated, 
high-handed  and  insolent  doctrines,  and 
would  have  denounced  in  the  strongest 
terms  this  attempt  to  stretch  the  arbi- 
trary power  of  this  House  as  inconsistent 
with  all  modern  ideas. 

♦Mb.  T.  HARRINGTON  (DubUn,  Har- 
bour Division) :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Addison)  opened  his 
observations  by  stating  that  shortly  before 
he  rose  he  liad  no  intention  of  interfering 
in  this  debate,  and  I  think  those  who 
listened  to  his  speech  will  agree  with 
that  statement,  and  wUl  be  disposed  to 
think  that  his  speech  was  not  prepared 
for  thb  occasion  but  for  the  next  time  he 
met  his  constituents.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opened  up  a  field 
which  to  us  is  a  very  inviting  one,  and 
one  into  which  on  another  occasion  we 
should  be  very  anxious  to  follow  him; 
but  the  Motion  now  before  the  House  ig 
of  a  somewhat  more  serious  character 
than  he  endeavoured  to  make  it,  and  we 
caknnot  alEord  to  have  it  lightly  cast  aside. 
In  the  latter  portion  of  his  observations 
he  has  offered  a  defence  for  his  own  con- 
duct in  the  past,  but  I  fail  to  find  any 

justification  for  the  vote  he  intends  to 
give  to-night:  He  stated  that  he  and  his 
friends  throughout  the  country  did  not 


but  upon  what  ground  ?  Because  he  had 
no  evidence.  If  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  were  dealing  with  an  English 
and  not  with  an  Irish  Member,  he  would 
have  taken  the  denial  of  the  Member,  on 
the  floor  of  the  House,  and  would  not  have 
cautiously  waited  for  evidence  with 
which  to  fortify  himself.  That  is  the 
point  of  view  from  which  you  treat 
all  Irish  questions,  and  you  assume 
an  air  of  righteousness  and  sanctity 
because  you  do  not  condemn  us  until  the 
evidence  is  satisfactory.  We  are  dealing 
now  with  a  question  of  privilege,  and* 
as  the  illustrious  leader  of  the 
Liberal  Party  pointed  out,  that  question 
of  privilege  .would  never  have  arisen 
were  it  not  an  Irish  Member  who  was  at- 
tacked. You  say  the  Times  did  not 
deliberately  enter  into  a  conspiracy  to 
hunt  down  the  leader  of  the  Irish  people 
and  to  ruin  the  cause  of  which  he  is  the 
representative.  We  do  not  care  whether 
the  Times  entered  into  that  conspiracy 
deliberately  or  not,  but  we  do  say  that 
the  Times  was  led  by  the  same  false  in- 
stincts as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
when  he  deals  with  an  Irish  Member; and 
the  same  prejudices  which  will  be  at  the 
bottom  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's vote  this  evening  are  at  the  bottom 
of  the  Amendment,  and  were  at  the  bottom 
of   the  action  of   the    Times.     Why  not 

face  the  question  honestly  ?  You  say 
that  to  bring  forward  a  breach  of 
privilege  is  an  inconvenient  course.  It  is: 
but  you  know  that  upon  no  occasion  has 
privilege  been  invoked  more  justifiably 
than  upon  the  occasion  of  the  fraud  and 
the  forgery  of  the  Times  newspaper.  I 
defy  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  to 
maintain  the  argument  which  he 
endeavoured  to  pass  off  here,  namely, 
that  the  raising  of  questions  of  privilege 
was  reserved  only  for  the  protection  of 
the  freedom  of  the  House.  The 
precedents  are  all  the  other  way.  It  was 
for  the  protection  of  the  individual 
Member  in  his  capacity  as  Member,  and 
in  the   discharge   of  his  duties  to  -the 
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Houfle,  that  the  raising  of  privilege  was 
allowed.  I  dsfy  hon.  Members  opposite 
to  say  that  they  have  evar  treated  this 
mattar  from  an  impartial  point  of  view. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Addison)  tells  us  he  would  have  been  very 
glad  if  Mr.  Parnell  had  been  found  guilty 
[Mr.  Addison  :  No,  no  !] — I  b3g  pardon, 
innocent. 

Mr.  ADDISON :  I  never  said  I  did 

not    accept    most    fully    the    word    of 

the    hon.  Member   (Mr.    Parnell).      On 

the  contrary,  I  havo  said  that  after  the 

statement  of  the  hon.  Mombar  it  would 
*be     better    if     there    was    an     end    of 
the  matter. 
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♦Mr.  T.  HARRINGTON:  If  that  was 
the  belief  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man and  of  others  of  his  Party,  where 
did  they  give  expression  to  it?  To- 
night the  Under  Secretary  for  India  (Sir 
J.  Gorsfc)  said  that  12  months  ago  the 
fact  of  the  letters  having  been  forged 
was  as  patent  as  it  is  to-day.  Aye,  but 
it  is  not  12  months  since  Lord  Salisbury 
said — "  I  will  not  pin  myself  to  the  state- 
ment that  the  letters  are  forgeries." 
After  an  action  for  libel  had  been 
entered  and  40s.  lodged  in  Court  by  the 
Tim^s,  the  leader  of  your  Party  was  not 
ashamed  to  stand  up  and  say — "  I  will 
not  pin  myself  to  the  statement  tliat  the 
letters  are  forgeries."  Which  of  you 
had  the  independence  to  stand  up 
in  the  country  and  say — "  I  differ 
from  the  statement  of  the  Prime 
Minister."  A  great  deal  lias  been  said 
as  to  the  time  at  which  this  question  of 
privilege  should  have  been  raised.  I  do 
not  know  where  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  got  his  legal  training,  but  some- 
body seems  to  have  instructed  him  that 
when  40s.  was  lodged  in  Court  to  meet 
the  damages  sustained  by  Mr.  Parnell 
we  were  perfectly  free  to  ignore  the 
remainder  of  the  proceedings  and  to  ask 
the  House  to  exercise  its  right  of 
privilege.     That  was  a  shabby  argument 

for  the  right  hon.   Gentleman   to   use ; 
Mr.  T.  Ilarrimjton 
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but  I  am  amazed  that  intelligent  men 
who  sit  on  the  Government  Benches  can 
say  they  are  treating  Irishmen  with  fair- 
play.  Even  now  you  have  not  the 
courage,  the  honesty  and  the  candour  to 
characterise  the  letters  as  forged  letters. 
You  act  in  the  same  miserable,  grudging 
spirit  in  which  the  Attorney  General 
acted  when  he  stood  up  in  the  Com- 
mission Court  and  said — "  I  can  proceed 
no  further  with  the  letters,  but  have  to 
withdraw  them."  There  was  nothing 
genei*ous,  nothing  candid  ;  no  expression 
of  regret  for  the  position  in  which 
he  was,  for  the  great  assistance  he 
had  given  to  the  Times  in  bolstering 
up  its  infamous  charges ;  no  expression 
of  regret  on  his  own  part  or  on  the  pari 
of  the  Government,  or  on  the  part  of  the 
Times  which  gave  him  his  fee.  The 
same  grudging  spirit  is  displayed  in  the 
present  Amendment,  and  I  assert  that 
the  man  who  votes  for  the  Amendment 
is  a  man  who  in  his  heart  is  sorry  that 
Mr.  Parnell  has  been  vindicated.  Let  it 
go  forth  to  the  country  that  every  effort 
has  been  made  by  the  Government  to 
bolster  up  the  case  of  the  Times,  that  the 
Government  has  lent  its  first  Law  Officer 
to  the  Timers,  that  the  Government,  by 
an  Amendment  proposed  by  one  of  the 
responsible  officers  of  the  Crown,  declines 
to  declare  the  letters  purporting  to  be 
written  by  Mr.  Parnell  forged  letters. 
"  Forged  letters  "  is  a  term  they  will  not 
even  now  accept,  but  they  still  adhere  to 
the  policy  of  Lord  Salisbury  when  he  said 
he  would  not  pin  himself  to  the  state- 
ment that  the  letters  were  forgeries. 
You   cannot  get    the    Irish    people    to 

believe  that  you  deal  out  equal  justice 
to  Englishmen  and  Irishmen.  You  can- 
not get  a  majority  of  honest  Englishmen 
to  believe  it.  They  know  that  behind 
your  Amendment  to-night,  as  behind 
your  conduct  of  the  last  two  years,  there 
lies  political  action,  political  motives,  and 
they  know  that  whatever  you  do  for 
Ireland  you  do  it  in  the  most  grudging 
spirit. 
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*  Mb.  salt  (StafEord)  :     I  shall  only 
trouble  the  House  with  one  or  two  words, 
because  all  I  wish  to  do  is  to  express  the 
grounds  on  which  I  shall  vote.     I   shall 
not  make  any  remarks  upon  the  observa- 
tions   of     the    hon.    Member    (Mr.    T. 
EJArrington),  except  that  I  do  not  think 
they  are  quite  worthy  of    a  Member  of 
the  House  who  I  presume  is  attempting  to 
discuss  a  very  difficult  question  in  a  calm, 
and  not  in  a  party,  spirit.     I  feel  that  the 
argument  that  this  is  not  the  time   to 
bring  forward   this  question  because  a 
considerable  period  has  elapsed  since  the 
libel  complained  of   was   first  issued  is 
not  quite  applicable  to  the  present  case. 
I  think  it  is  most  unfortunate  that  any 
letters  professing  to  have  been  written  by 
a  Member  of  the  House,  but  which  are 
not      genuine — [Opposition      cheers.^ — 
well,    I     am     only    saying     what     any 
simple-minded  man  would  say — 1  say  that 
no  such   letter  should  ever  have   been 
published  unless  the  authenticity  of  it  was 
absolutely  certain.      The  knowledge  that 
that  letter  was  not  authentic  has  not  been 
positively   and  fully  proved  till  a  very 
recent  time;  and  therefore  I  am  bound  to 
say   that  until  a  very  recent  time  the 
opportunity  for  a  Motion  like  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  did  not  arise.      But  I 
am  about  to  give  my  vote  upon   very 
much  broader  grounds  than  that.     Ob- 
viously the  origin  and  intention  of  this 
privilege    of    Parliament    was    for    the 
simple  and  only  purpose  of  securing  that 
Members  should  be  able  to  do  their  duty 
to  the   House   freely  and   fairly.      We 
meet    here   to  do  the   business  of  the 
country,  and  we  are  engaged,  or  we  ought 
to  be   engaged,   at  this  moment  in  dis- 
cussing the  Speech  of  Her  Most  Gracious 
Majesty,  and  the  question  then  arises  in 
my  mind  whether  such  a  breach  of  privi- 
lege has  been  committed  as  will  prevent 
this  House  or  any  of  its  Members  from  the 
discharge   of    Parliamentary   duties?     I 
take   it  such   an    offence   has  not  been 
committed,  and  that,  therefore,  there  is  not 
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a  question  of  privilege  that  it  is  desirable 
for  the  House  to  raise  at  the  present  time. 
The   question  of    privilege  dates    from 
ancient  times — times  very  different  from 
the  present;  and  Members  do  not  require, 
and  I  do  not  think  they  ought  to  require, 
the  same  protection  as  was  required  many 
generations  ago.     We  have  before  \\3  the 
Motion   of    the  right   hon.  Member  for 
Derby  and  the  Amendment  proposed  by 
the  Government.     I  object  to  the  Motion 
as  an  unnecessary  interference  with  the 
transaction  of    the  ordinary  business  of 
the    House ;    and   the   question   of    the 
privilege  of   any  particular  Member   is 
not  of   such  importance  as   to  make  it 
necessary   to  stop  the   business  of   the 
House.     Under  the  circumstances  then 
I  shall  vote  for  the  Amendment,  though 
I  wish  it  had  been  couched  in  different 
terms.      I  do  not  like,  so  far  as  I  can 
judge    from    hearing    the    terms     read 
from    the     Chair,     the     form     of     the 
Amendment,   because   it   seems   to    me 
to   point    to    the   suggestion    that    this 
House  declines  to  consider  a  question  of 
privilege  altogether,  without  giving  any 
reason    in   reference   to   the    particular 
circumstances.     Now  the  circumstances 
in  this  case  are  extremely  peculiar,  and 
I  believa  absolutely  without   precedent. 
The  hon.  Member  for   Cork   has  had  an 
opportunity   of    vindicating    himself   in 
another  place,  and  I  am  very  glad  that 
he  has  vindicated  himself  triumphantly. 
There  is,  therefore,  no  special  grievance  on 
his  part ;  and  what  we  have  to  consider  is 
the    question    of    the    business    of  the 
House  and  our  duty  to  the  country.     On 
these    grounds    I    am    opposed   to  the 
Motion   of   the   right   hon.    Member  for 
Derby  ;  and,  though  I  regret  the  terms  in 
which  the  Amendment  has  been  moved, 
I  feel  bound  to  vote  for  it,  for  I  have  no 
other  course  to  pursue. 

Mb.  WADDY  (Lincolnshire,  Brigg) : 

I  will  not  follow  the  line   of  argument, 

very  much  in  the  natura   of  tu   quoque, 

that  has  been   adopted,  but   I   think  we 

are  gradually — I  do  not  know  whether 

it  is  the   intention   of  the  Government, 

and  I  do  not  suggest  that  it  is — but  for 

some  time  past   we   have   been  drifting 

into    a    very    narrow    groove,   when   I 

think  we  ought  to  keep  to  broad  grounds. 

This  question  has  been  treated  by  several 
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speakers  on  the  other  side  as  a  matter  of 
procedure,  and  not  as  a  matter  of  prin- 
ciple, and  it  has  been  said  that  the  great 
object  of  privilege  is  to  preserve  the 
dignity  of  the  procedure  of  this  House- 
Now  I  deny  that  entirely.  The  procedure 
of  this  House  is  a  very  valuable  thing, 
but  certainly  the  privilege  of  Memberis^ 
stands  on  a  very  different  footing  to  the 
mere  dignity  of  the  procedure  of  this 
House.  It  strikes  me — as  I  venture  to 
think  it  will  everybody  who  considers 
the  question — that  this  concerns  not  so 
much  the  dignity  and  business  of  this 
House.  It  is  an  attack  of  the  most  fero- 
cious character  upon  the  honour  of  a 
leading  Member  of  this  House,  and  I  do 
not  think  the  House  ought  to  be  satisfied 
because  the  matter  has  been  brought 
before  the  Common  Law  or  other 
tribunals  of  this  country.  The  House  has 
to  defend  its  own  character  and  honour, 
which  have  been  tainted  and  besmirched 
by  the  attack  made  upon  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork.  I  do  not  want  to  use  hard  words, 
and  would  rather  treat  this  matter  in 
the  manner  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  spoken,  but  when  I  am 
told  in  a  narrow  spirit  that  we  should 
not  now  deal  with  this  matter,  because 
so  much  time  has  elapsed,  as  if  there  were 
a  statute  of  limitations  barring  action  in 
a  matter  of  this  kind,  as  though  it  were  a 
paltry  case  of  debt,  I  cannot  forget, 
although  so  much  mildness  has  been  dis- 
played on  the  other  side  to-night,  how  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  has  been  taunted 
over  and  over  again  with  not  being  anxious 
to  commit  himself  to  the  mercies  of  a 
special  jury  of  Middlesex  or  London.  These 
abominable  and  iniquitous  for^ries  have 
been  made  use  of  for  political  purposes, 
for  they  constitute  an  attack  of  a  terrible 

nature  upon  the  character  of  a  man  of 
enormous  power  and  influence,  and  the 
leader  of  a  political  party.  It  is  admitted 
by  the  Amendment  that  a  breach  of 
privilege  of  an  infamous  and  iniquitous 
character  has  been  committed,  but — lame 
Mr.  Waddy 


and  Mr,  ParneU. 
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and  impotent  conclusion  —  you  decline 
to  treat  it  as  a  breach  of  privilege.  .Why  ? 
If  this  had  been  an  attack  upon  a  leading 
Member  of  the  Treasury  Bench,  I  venture 
to  say  that  the  full  power  of  the  House 
would  be  brought  to  bear  on  the  offender. 
The  House  can  defend  its  dignity  in  one 
way  only — namely,  hj  calling  the  offen- 
der to  its  Bar,  where  alone  it  can  deal 
with  this  outrage  upon  it. 

♦Mr.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (Oldham)  :  It 
might  almost  be  supposed  that  this 
Motion  has  been  brought  forward  in 
order  to  enable  all  the  lawyers  in  the 
House  who  have  not  been  engaged  in  the 
Pamell  Commission  to  ventilate  their 
views  with  regard  to  it.  There  is  a 
noticeable  omission  in  the  speeches  that 
have  been  made  from  both  sides  of  the 
Hous3  to-night.  We  have  heard  a  good 
deal  about  the  honour  and  dignity  of  the 
House  of  Commons;  but  there  is  one 
thing  which  is  quite  as  dear  and  precious 
to  the  people  of  England  as  even  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  this  House,  and  that 
is  the  liberty  of  the  ICnglish  Press.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  appears  to- 
think  it  a  high  crime  and  misdemeanour 
for  a  newspaper  to  attempt  to  influence 
the  House  or  to  refer  to  the  character  of 
public  men.  But  with  what  purpose  do 
hundreds  of  newspapers  exist,  and  with 
what  object  do  we  read  them  night  and 
morning,  except  that  we  may  be  influ- 
enced in  our  judgment  of  the  character 
of  public  men  and  upon  events  of  the 
day?  If  the  Times  had  made  any 
shameful  or  ignoble  attack  upon  the 
character  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
it  would  have  been  right  for  the  House 
to  have  interfered  in  the  case  of  such  a 
grave  breach  of  privilege,  but  there  was 
nothing  petty  or  ignoble,  nothing  spiteful 
or  malicious  in  the  attack  the  Times  made. 
That  newspaper  has  always  shown  a  mag- 
nanimous disdain  for  those  assaults  on 
private  character  that  form  the  daily  fare 
of  some  Eadical  newspapers.  The  Times 
simply  brought  an  accusation  against  the 
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hon.   Member    for    Cork  iti  his  pnbKc 
capacity,  that  he  had  condoned  a  most 
serious,  a  most  grave,  and  a  most  abomin- 
able ofEence,  namely,  the   Phoenix  Park 
murders,  and  when  a  newspaper  beHeyes 
that  such  a  charge  kgainst  the  character 
of  a  public  man  is  well  founded,  it  is  per- 
fectly justified  in  bringing  it  forward  in 
an  open  and  an  honourable  manner.    The 
Times  may  have  been  in  error,  nobody 
denies   that  it  has  been;    it  has    paid 
severely  for  its  faults ;  it  has  had  to  pay 
heavy  damages,  but  that  is  no  reason  why 
those  men  who  paid  it  the  most  obsequious 
court  in  the  days  of  its  prosperity  should 
now  show  a  vindictive  joy  in  trampling 
on  it  in  the  days  of  its  humiliation.     The 
Times  has  suffered  adequate  and  suflBcient 
punishment  for  the  ofEence  that  it  has 
committed  in  publishing  this  letter,  be- 
lieving it  to  be  genuine,  solely  and  en- 
tirely in  the   public    interest.      If  the 
Times  believed  that  letter  to  be  genuine, 
in  my  opinion  it  was  bound  to  publish  it, 
in  order  to  show  by  what  means  the 
leaders  of  the  Irish  Party  were  carrying 
on  their  warfare  against    the    English 
Government.     Has  there   been  nothing 
in  the  career  of  the  leaders  of  the  Irish 
Party  which  would  lead  the  Timss  to 
believe  that  the  letter  was  likely  to  be  a 
genuine  one  ?     Many  hon.  Members  in 
this  House  before  the  publication  of  the 
letter    had  formed    an    opitiion  of  the 
leaders  of  the  Irish    Party  which  was 
based  upon  the  speeches  which  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Derby  uttered  when  he 
was   the   Home  Secretary  of  a  Liberal 
Government.     Do   hon.  Members  forget 
how  the  iight  hon.  Gentleman  thundered 
in  those  days  against  John  Devoy,  and 
spoke  as  though  the  Irish  Party  and  the 
hon.  Member   for   Cork  were  identified 
with  the  dynamite  party  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Atlantic?      The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  having  uttered  such  speeches 
in   past  years   ought  to  be  the  last  to 
blame  those  who  have  merely  continued 
to  hold  the  opinions  he  has  been  so  care- 
ful to  inculcate  upon  the  British  people. 
It  is  quite  true  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork   has   triumphantly   vindicated    his 
character  as  far  as  these  forged  letters 
are  concerned,  and  I  for  one,  speaking  as 


a  member  of  the  Conservative  Party,  wish 
to  express  my  regret  for  having  doubted 
the  word  of  the  hon.  Member  when 
ho  asserted  that  the  letter  was  a  forgery. 
Tha<^  however,  is  not  the  question  we 
have  to  deal  with  this  evening.  The 
House  has  to  consider  whether  it  will 
give  out  to  the  newspaper  Press  of  thi» 
country  that  whenever  a  newsp^)er 
honestly  commits  an  error  of  judgment 
in,  as  it  believes,  the  public  interest,  its 
proprietors  are  to  be  brought  up  at  the 
Bar  of  the  House.  The  letter  in  question 
has  been  published  in  perfect  good  faith, 
and  throughout  the  whole  matter  the 
Times  has  acted  most  honourably,  as  has 
been  admitted  the  other  day  in  Scotland 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Bridge- 
ton  Division  of  Glasgow,  while  ample 
justice  has  been  done  for  any  error  that 
it  has  been  guilty  of.  In  these  circum- 
stances it  is  not  for  this  House,  on  the 
plea  of  vindicating  its  honour  and  its 
dignity,  to  strike  a  blow  at  the  indepen- 
dence of  the  public  Press  of  England. 

*Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
The  Motion  of  the  'right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  asks  us  to  declare 
that  a  certain  publication  read  at  the 
table  by  our  Clerk  is  a  breach  of  the 
privileges  of  this  House,  and  the  answer 
to  that  from  the  Treasury  Bench  is  a 
most  extraordinary  one.  I  can  under- 
stand that  the  Government  might 
have  thought  it  right  to  give  the 
House  their  concurrence  in  this 
declaration  that  it  is  a  breach  of  privilege, 
but  adding  to  that  some  reasons  why  in 

their  opinion  the  House  ought  to  take  no 
action  on  this  undoubted  breach  of 
privilege.  It  might  have  been  they  could 
have  justified  themselves  by  these 
reasons,  but  what  is  their  line  of  aigu- 
ment  now  1  They  admit  that  a  breach 
of  privilege  has  been  committed,  but  they 
urge  the  House  to  decline  to  say  any- 
thing about  it — to  express  no  opinion 
upon  it.  The  objection  on  the  ground  of 
the  lapse  of  time  since  the  libel  was 
published  has  already  been  sufficiently 
answered  by  the  hon.  Member  opposite, 
and  the  fact  that  the  Times  has  agreed 
to  pay  heavy  damages  is  a  new  feature 
involving  admission  by  the  person 
charged    with     the    breach.     It    is    no 
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liiulgoiielieforea  jaryin  the  first inHtftnce. 
I  aliouUl  liftve  been  left  with  the  opinions 
of  1*11  the  trained  esxwrta  of  this  coniitrj 
B^^ust  me — -ot  M>.  Inglie,  who«e  opiniun 
up  to  this  time  had  never  been  i^hakco ; 
of  Mr.  Birch,  of  the  British  Museum. 
the  (-■elebrated  decipherer  of  ancient 
mannacripts.  I  should  have  been  left,  with 
these  HQtliorities  against  me,  and  witli 
only  my  own  word  to  convince  the  jury  of 
thetrnthof  my  statement  that  this  letter, 
advanced  under  the  great  anthority  of  the 
Timf»,  was  not  genuine.  Well,  Sir,  I 
think  the  result  has  proved  that  I  was 
wise.  1  could  not  compel  the  Tiiwii  to 
furnish  me  with  tlie  only  infornifttinn 
which  would  liave  enabled  me  to  eon- 
clusively  prove — ze  I  was  perfectly  eon- 
tident  of  being  able  to  prove  within  4-8 
hours  after  obtaining  that  information  — 
t  liat  the  letters  were  the  forgeries  which  I 
always  declared  them  to  be  ;  and  I  nnked 
for  a  Select  Committee  because  I  knew 
that  a  Select  Committee  would  have  the 
power  to  compel  the  Tiniest  to  do  that 
which  they  coiild  not  be  compelled  to  do 
in  an  ordinary  Court  of  Law.  We  were 
not  .given  that  Select  Committee,  so  let 
not  the  hen.  and  learned  Gentlenia.n 
blame  us  for  the  delay  that  haK  arisen, 
If  you  had  chosen  to  give  us  the  Com- 
mittee which  we  asked  for  on  the  6th  of 
May — If*  days  after  this  letter  wbh  pub- 
lished —yon  would  have  had  the  demon- 
stration of  the  foigery  of  that  letter  within 
m  hours  after  the  Committee  had  com- 
menced its  investigations.  Y(m  clnose  a 
different  cnurae.  For  12  montlia  you 
refused  us  that  Committee.  You  referred 
me  to  my  illusory  right*  before  an 
ordinary  jnrj-,  which  was  to  be  denieil  by 
the  counsel  for  the  Times  the  only  iufor- 
mation  which  would  enable  me  to 
disprove  the  genninenesa  of  these  letters. 
It  was  not  until  the  proceediugH  in 
■'  O'Donnell  and  Walter."  more  than  1  2 
months  afterwards,  that  yon  agreed  to 
constitute  a  special  tribunal  for  tlie 
porpose  of  investigating  this  question, 
and  many  other  questions  besides  -a 
tribunal  suiEcient  for  the  purpose  un- 
doubtedly. But  you  arranged  tlie  terms 
of  refereriee  in  such  a  faaliion  that  many 
months  must  elapse  and  thousands  of 
pounds  must  be  spent  before  it  was 
possible  for  us  to  come  to  the  trutli  nf 
these  forgeries.  When  we  did  ciime  to  the 
question  of  the  forgeries,  Richard  Pigott 
J/v.  Parn^l 


was  only  in  the  box  for  something  like  two 
diiys  before  we  conclusively  proved  to  tlie 
judgment,  not  only  of  the  Court,  but  of 
the  whole  civilised  world,  that  these 
letters  were  not  genuine,  and  that  ho 
was  the  forger.  Now,  why  was  not  that 
done  at  first)  Why  was  it  not  done  on 
the  Sth  of  May  )  Yon  who  talk  to  us  of 
tlie  delay  in  this  matter  as  being  a  bai- 
to  the  entertainment  of  this  Motion,  can 
you  answer  that  ?  We  asked  for  a  uoin- 
inittee  wliich  would  have  shown  it. 
The  reason  you  refused  us  that  com- 
mittee was  because  you  wanted  to  use 
this  ([uestion  of  the  forged  letters  as  a 
political  engine.  You  did  not  care 
whether  they  were  forged  or  not.  You 
saw  that  it  was  imjxissible  for  me  under 
the  circumstances,  or  for  anybody  nuder 
the  circumstances,  to  prove  that  they 
were  foi^eriesand  it  was  a  very  goodqnes- 
tion  for  yon  to  win  bye-elections  with — 
[Mr.  Johnston  :  Partick,  for  instance] — 
to  send  you»  stump  orators  over  tie 
country  to  make  capital  out  of  them 
against  me.  Tt  was  also  a  suitable  engine 
to  enable  you  to  obtain  an  inquiry  into  n 
much  wider  field  and  into  very  different 
matters—  an  inquiry  which  you  never 
would  have  got  by  itself  and  ajiart  from 
those  infamous  productions — an  inquiry 
which  these  letters  were  forged  for  the 
puKpose  of  obtaining.  The  Attorney 
General  smiles.  To  my  mind  neither  the 
Attorney  General  nor  the  Government  to 
which  he  belongs  will  be  held  blameless 
at  the  time  when  this  question  is  ulti- 
mately disposed  of.  The  Attorney 
Genera!  offered  himself  as  counsel  for  the 
Timf»  without  any  investigation  into  the 
genuineness  of  these  letters,  without 
having  taken  the  most  ordinary  precau- 
tions to  -ascertain  that  his  case  was  a 
good  one.  He  acted  as  counsel  for  the 
Tunrn  in  the  cnse  of  "ODonuell  ■r. 
Walter,"  He  staked  his  great  position 
at  the  bar,  and  his  still  more  important 
position  as  the  first  Law  Officer  of  tho 
Crown,  on  the  fact  that  the  Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish  letter  was  a  genuine 
letter.  He  made  himself  the  tool  of  the 
Tijift  for  disseminating,  by  means  of  the 
so-called  judicial  proceedings  in  that  case, 
still  further  and  more  atrocious  libels,  for 
which  the  Times  could  not  liave  been 
punished  liad  it  not  happened  meet 
inmutiously  to  Iiave  commented  on 
thi>ni     in     its    leader '  next    day,     naU 
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which  the  managers  of  the  Tiines,  and 
probably,  the  Attorney  General,  supposed 
they  were   disseminating  from  the  safe 
position  of  a  Court  of  Justice.     He  did 
this  ^-ithout  using  the  most  elementary 
precautions  to  ascertain  the  truth  of  his 
assertions.     I  warned  the  learned  Gen- 
tleman after  he  had  published  these  libels, 
after  he  had  used  his  high  position  to 
protect  the  publication  of  these  libels  and 
to  obtain  a  credence  for  them  which  they 
never     woald    otherwise    have    had — I 
warned  him   in   this    House,    after   the 
•conclusion  of  the  case  of  "  O'Donnell  and 
Walter,"  that  he  ought  to  have  looked 
into  the  origin  of  the  letters  before  he 
published  them.     I  asked  him  publicly 
in  this  House  whether  he  had  inquired 
into  their  origin,  whether  he  knew   of 
whom  the  I'imes  had  got  them,  and  the 
learned  Gentleman  was  dumb.     The  pro- 
ceedings subsequently  before  the  Special 
•Commission   showed   that   not  only   the 
Attorney  General,  but  the   managers  of 
the  Times,  had  not  up  to  that  period,  and 
J  think  not  until  the   beginning  of  the 
subsequent   October,   taken   the   trouble 
even  to  ascertain  from  whom  the  young 
man  Houston  had  got  these  letters.  Such 
recklessness  would   be    incredible   if   it 
were  not  a  mournful  and  sorrowful  fact. 
I  should  be  sorry,  as  I  said  when  the 
."Special    Coinmission    Bill    was    passing 
through  this  House — leader  as  I  am  of 
a  Party  which  is  in  a  minority,  and  which, 
as  an  Irish  Party,  must  always  be  in  a 
minority   here — I   should    be    sorry    to 
treat  my  most  powerful  opponents  with 
the   depth   of    incredible   meanness  and 
•  cowardice  with  which  I  have  been  treated 
in  this  matter.     You  now  add  to  this.     I 
-do  not  know  why  it  is,  unless  you  are 
bound  by   some   secret   ties  and  obliga- 
tions.    But  the  learned  Gentleman  who 
moved  this  Amendment  has  put  on  the 
records   of   the   House,   and   has    asked 
you    to   affirm,   an   Amendment    which 
is    a    further   insult.     You    still    leave 
the    public    and  the   world   to  suppose, 
by  proposing  this  Amendment,  that  in  the 
opinion  of  the  majority  of  the  House  there 
is  still  a  doubt  as  to  whether  this  letter 
•is  genuine   or    not*       Do    you    believe 
it    to    be    forged?     If    you    do,    why 
have  you   not  the  simple   courage   and 
manliness  to  say  so  at  once  ?     You  talk  of 
'"the  letter"   and  impute  it  to  me  as  if, 
instead  of  being  the  year  1890,  it   was 


the  month  of  April,  lg77,  as  if,  instead  of 
being  at  the  end  of  the  vindication  which 
has  taken  all  this  time,  anxiety,  trouble, 
and  money,  we  were  at  the  beginning  of 
it — as  if  the  matter  was  still  suh  jiidice. 
If  you  think  that  is  a  course  of  conduct 
worthy  of  yourselves,  I  shall  leave  you 
to  consider  so :  I  am  sorry  for  you,  but  I 
shall  give  you  the  opportunity  of,  at  all 
events,  removing  this  most  extraordinary 
omission  from  your  resolution  by  moving 
to  amend  the  Amendment  by  inserting 
the  word  "forged"  before  the  word 
"  letter." 

The  FIEST  LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West^ 
minster) :  I  will  say  one  word  only  in  refer- 
ence to  the  speech  which  has  just  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman.  He  has 
attributed  to  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  this  side  of  the  House  a  desire  to 
attribute  to  him  the  authorship  of  the  letter 
which  is  acknowledged  to  be  a  forgery. 
I  think  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  fol- 
lowed the  observations  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  he  would  have 
realised  how  completely  he  joined  with 
hon.  Gijntlemen  opposite  in  expressing 
his  detestation  of  the  forgery  and  the 
forged  letter,  and  the  means  by  which, 

and  the  circumstances  under  which,  the 
forgery  had  been  published.  I  wish,  on 
behalf  of  myself,  my  right  hon.  Friends  on 
this  Bench,  and  all  those  who  sit  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  to  express  our  detesta- 
tion of  the  act  which  has  been  com- 
mitted, and  our  pleasure  and  satisfaction 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  relieved 
absolutely  and  completely  from  the  im- 
putation under  which,  for  a  time,  he 
laboured.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has 
asked  that  the  word  "  forged  "  should  be 
added  to  the  Amendment.  I  have  not 
the  slightest  objection.  I  wish  to  give 
him  every  satisfaction  which  we  can 
legitimately  give  him  under  the  circum- 
stances. At  the  same  time,  I  must  ex- 
press a  belief  that,  in  the  interests  of  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  this  House,  and  in 
the  interests  of  aU  who  are  concerned  in 
maintaining  the  authority  of  the  House, 
it  is  better  that  we  should  accept  the  pro- 
posal made  by  the  Government  instead  of 
that  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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opposite.     I  propose^  Sir,  to  add  the  word 
"  forcred  "  befora  the  word  "  letter." 

*Mi:.    SPEAKER :   That    would  more 

properly  be  done  when  the  Amendment 

c»me  to  be   the   substantive   Resolution 
before  the  House. 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  pro- 
]M)sed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  212  ;  Noes 
•260.  -(Div.  List,  No.  1.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
l)e  there  added." 

Amendment  amended,  by  inserting  the 
word  "  forged"  before  the  word  "letter." 
Mr.  William  Henry  Smith.) 


Question, 

*^  That  the  words  Hhis  House  dedioes  to 
treat  the  publication  in  the  Timtt  newspaper  of 
the  18th  April,  1887,  of  a  forged  letter  pur- 
porting  to  have  been  written  by  Mr.  Pamell> 
and  of  the  comments  thereon,  as  a  '  breach  of 
the  Privileges  of  this  House '  be  there  added," 

—put,  and  agreed  to. 

Redolved,  That  this  House  declines  to  treat 
tha  publication  in  the  Timet  newspaper  of  the 
18th  April  1887,  of  a  forged  letter  purporting 
to  have  been  written  by  Mr.  Pamell,  and  of  th^ 
comments  thereon,  as  a  breach  of  the  Privileges 
of  this  House. 


SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND). 

Copy  ordered — 

^'  Of  Account  of  the  Receipts  and  Payments 
of  the  Accountant  General  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature  in  Ireland,  in  respect  of 
the  funds  of  suitors  in  the  said  Court,  in  the 
year  ended  the  30th  day  of  September,  1889 ; 
together  with  a  Statement  of  Liabilities  and 
Assets,  and  particulars  of  Securities  in  Court 
on  the  30th  day  of  September,  1889."— /^ifr. 
Jackion.J 

Copy   presented    accordingly ;    to    lie 

upon   the   Table,  and   to    be    printed. — 

[No.  9.] 

Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 


CIVIL  CONTINOENCIBS  FUND,  1888-9. 
Copy  ordered — 

**  Of  Accounts  showing — 

1.  The  Receipts  and  Payments  in  connec- 

tion with  the  Fund  in  the  year  ended' 
the  31st  day  of  March,  1889 ; 

2.  The  Distribution  of  the  Capital  of  the 

Fund  at  the  commencement  and  close 
of  the  year,  together  with  the  Corres- 
X)ondence  with  the  Comptroller  and 
Auditor  General  thereon."  —  (Mr* 
Jatkion.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. — • 
[No.  10.] 

CIVIL  SERVICE  (LOWER  DIVISION). 

Copy  ordered — 

"Of  Treasury'  Minute,  dated  the  4th  day  o 
February- 1890,  relating  to  the  Lower  or  Second 
Division  of  the  Civil  Service."— (Jfr.  Jackson,) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. — [No 

11.] 

SEA  FISHERIES  OF  THE  UNITED 
KINGDOM. 

Return  ordered — 

*'0f  Statistical  Tables  and  Memorandum, 
relating  to  the  Sea  Fisheries  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  including  Return  of  the  quantity  of 
fish  conveyed  inland  by  Railway  from  each  of 
tlie  principal  Porte  of  England  and  Wales, 
Scotland,  and  Ireland,  during  each  of  the  years 
from  1884  to  1889,  inclusive  (in  continuation  of 
Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  6,  of  Session  1889).'* 
— {Sir  Michael  Hieke  Beaeh.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. — [No 
12.] 

CORN  AVERAGES. 

Copy  ordered — 

**  Of  Statistical  Tables  of  Corn  Prices  for  tlie 
year  1889,  with  Comparative  Tables  for  previous 
years,  and  Memorandum." — {Sir  Michael  Hieke 
Beaeh.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. — [No. 
13.] 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
after  Twelve  o*clocl(. 
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statements  which  have  appeared  in  the 

HOUSE     OF     COMMONS,  Press,  concerning  the   excited  state   of 

public  opinion  in  Portugal,  and  the  hos- 

Wediicsday,  l^th  Februm-y,  1890,  ^ili^J  displayed  towards  British  subjects 

resident  there  ;  whether  the  Goverment 

have  any  evidence  as  to  the  causes  of  the 

excitement   and   hostility ;   what  is  the 

Q  U  E^  T I  0  N  S ,  nature  of  the  relations  at  present  existing 

.o,  between  this  country  and  Portugal;  if 

,„  „„^^„,  ,    _^ the  Government  have  received  any  re- 

THE  BEENE  LABOUR  CONFERENCE.  ^^^3^  f^om  tho  Government  of  Portugal 

Mk.  BAUMANN  (Camberwell,  Peck-  that  tho   questions  in  dispute   shall    be 

ham)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  referred  to  the  mediation  of  a  friendly 

of  State  for  Foreign  AfEairs  whether,  in  Power,  or  submitted  to  arbitration  ;  and, 

consequence  of  the  ixwtponement  of  the  whether  the  Government  are  willing,  or 

Labour   Conference   at  Berne,  fresh  in-  have  considered  the  advisability  of  sub- 

vitations  have  been  issued  by  the  Swiss  mitting  the   difEerences  of  this  country 

Government   to  the  European   Powers  ;  and  an  ancient  ally  to  such  friendly  and 

and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  state  what  peaceful  settlement  1 

answer  England  returned  1  Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :    Her  Majesty's 

TiiK       UNDER       SECRETARY     ot'  Government    are    aware     that    popular 

STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  feeling    in    Portugal    has   been  greatly 

•Iamks     Fergussox,   Manchester,    N.E.) :  stirred  by    tho  late  difference   between 

Yes.     A  fresh   invitation   has    been  re-  the  Governments  of  the  two  countries, 

ceivcd,  but  it  has  not  yet  been  replied  to.  I   believe   that   the   facts   as    they   will 

Mr.      CUNINGHAME       GRAHAM  appear  in  the  Papers  presented  to  Parlia- 

<L:mark,  N.W.)  :  May  I  ask  whether  the  ^^^nt  yesterday  will  largely  dispel  the 

right   hon.   Gentleman   can   inform    the  misapprehension  from  which  tliat  feeling 

House  if  it  is  contemplated  to  furnish  '«'^*iscs.     The   relations  between  the  two 

the  British  delegates  with  powers  to  dis-  Governments  are  friendly.     The  Portu- 

cuss  any  question  ?  ??^ese    Government     has     suggested    a 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  The  invitation  ^-^^f^f^^^^^e  of  the  matters  in  dispute  to 

has  been  received  within  the  last  day  or  arbitration,  but   Her  Majesty  s  Govern- 

two,  and  we  cannot  say  what  will  be  done  "^^f  ^^^^^^^  *^^^  ^.«   inapplicable  to 

until   it    has   been   considered    by   Her  ^^hat  process. 

Majesty's  Government.  M»-  CREMER:    Ari^ng  out  of  that 

Mr.  C.  graham  :  Will  the  Govern-  f^'^'f,  niay  I  a,sk  when  the  Papei^  re- 

inent  be  able  to  give  the  House  any  in-  !l^^^^^*^,  ^'^^^  "\^^'^  ^^^^"  ^^^^^  ^^^■ 

formation  on  the  subject  before  the  ter-  *^'"^  ^^  ^^'^  ^^^^^  ^ 

niinationof  the  debate  upon  the  Address  ?  ^^^  J-  FERGUSSON  :  I  was  informed 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:   If  the  debate  ^liat  they  would  be  in  the  hands  of  hon. 

should  be  as  short  as  I  hope  it  will  be  I  ^^^^^^'^  ^'^Y^  ^"^  I  1^«P«  ^^'^Y  ^^^"  ^e. 

should  say  "  No  " — [Laughter^ — but  that  ■ 

is  obviously  a  question  which  I   cannot  TRADE    AND  NAVIGATION, 

answer  at  present.  (.^^p^  ordered— 

Mr.  C.  graham  :  Then  I  beg  to  give  «« of  Accounts  relating  to  Trade  and  Naviga- 

uoti(;e  that  in  case   the   Government  are  lion  of  the  United  King^dom  for  each  month 

not  in  a  position   to  furnish   the  House  during    the  year  1890."— (AVr  Michael  ffieka 

with    information   during   the  debate,  I  *^^*^ 

will  take  an  opportunity  of  calling  atten-  ^^Py    pi-o«onted   accoi-dingly  ;    to    lio 

tion  to  the  subject  durinir  the  debate.  ^I^^^  ^^^^  '^'^^^^'^  '^^^  ^  ^  printed.     [No. 

^                °  U.] 

THE  PORTUGUESE  IN  EAST  AFRICA.  QUEENS    SPEECH. 

Mr.   CREMER  (Shoreditch,   Hagger-  Mr.  Spkaker  reported  Her   Majesty's 

ston)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  Speech,  made  yesterday  by  Her  Chan- 

of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  his  cellor  [sec  page   2],  and  read  it  to  the 

attsntion  has  been  called  to  the  numerous  House. 

VOL.   CCCXLI.     [third  series.]  F 
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ADDRESS    IN  ANSWER    TO    HER   MA- 
JESTY'S MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

Mr.  ROYDEN  (Liverpool,  W.,  Toxtetli) : 
I   rise,   Sir,    to   move   that  an   Immble 
Address  be  presented    to  Her  Majesty 
in   I'eply  to  the  most  Gracious  Speech 
from   the   Throne.     The  assurance  that 
Her-  Majesty's    relations    with   Foreign 
Powers    continue   to   be    of  a  friendly 
character    will,    I   am    quite    sure,    be 
received    by     the     country     with     the 
utmost  satisfaction,  and  as  a  guarantee 
that    other    nations,    as    well    as     this 
country-,  desire  j)eace.      That   guarantee 
will  be  still  more  satisfactory  when  we 
consider  the  magnitude  of  the  interests 
of  this  country'    which   are    involved   in 
almost    every    quarter    of     the    globe. 
Difficulties    will   no   doubt   occur   from 
time  to  time,  and    when   they  do  occur 
they  should  be  met  by  a  resolute  policy 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
The    action   of    the    authorities   in   the 
colony  of  Mozambique  in  dispatching  an 
armed  force  under  a  Portuguese  officer 
into  a  territory  where  British  settlements 
had  been  formed,  and  where  there  were 
native  tril)es  under  the  protection  of  Her 
Majesty,  resulted  unfortunately   in   loss 
of  life,   and   for   the   vindication   of  the 
honour  of  this   country   it   seems  to  me 
that   there    was    one    course,    and  one 
course  only,  for  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  take,  and  that  was  immediately 
to   demand   the    return   of    that  armed 
force.     The  demftnd   was   made   to   the 
Portuguese  Government  that  this  should 
be  done  ;  and  when  the  heat  and  passion 
of  the  moment  have  been  allayed  and  a 
calmer  judgment   prevails,    I    have    no 
doubt  that  the  cordial   relations  and  the 
good  feeliog  and  friendship  which  have 
existed  for  so  many  years  between   the 
two  countries  will  be  restored,  and  will 
remain  undisturbed  in   future.     I   will 
now  pass  on   to   the   consideration   of  a 
subject  which  must  naturally  be   of  the 
greatest  interest  to  this  country.     To  the 
honour  of   England,   Great   Britain   was 
the  first  nation  which,  at  great  sacrifice, 
abolished  slavery.     Years   liave   elapsed 
since  ;  but  our  good   example   has  borne 
finiit,  and  has  even  been  followed  by  tlie 
American   people,   who  have   gradually 
abolished  slavery   within   the    limits   of 
their  dominions.     We   are   now  coming 
to  a  period  when  the  last  link  of  slavery 
will  be  abolished  for  ever.     Her  Majesty- 


announces  that  a  Commercial  Convention 
has  been  concluded  with  the  Khedive  of 
Egypt,  and  I  trust  that  it  will  be  of  such 
a  favourable  character   as   to   lead   to  a 
great  extension   of   the    important  trade 
which  already  exists  between  this  country'- 
and  Egypt.     A  provisional  arrangement 
for    the    adjustment   of   pressing   fiscal 
questions  has  also  been   made   with    the 
Government  of  Bulgaria.  Some  difficulties 
appear  to  have  beset  the   Government  of 
that  country,  which  at  one  period  seemed 
to  threaten  an.  acute   stage,   but  happily 
those  difficulties  have  now  passed  away. 
We  are  told  that  the  disordered  condition 
of  Swaziland  has  rendered  it  necessary  to 
make   better  provision  for   the  Govern- 
ment   of    that    territory,    the     existing 
Government  having  been  found  quite  in- 
adequate for  the  growing  wants  of  the 
colony.     I  think  it  was  wise  on  the  part 
of   Her   Majesty's   Government   to   take 
time  by   the  forelock,  and,  in   harmony 
with  the  President  of  tlie  South  African 
Republic,  to  endeavour  to  establish  such  a 
form  of  Government  as  would  meet  the 
merits  of  the  case.     Bearing  in  mind  the 
views  of  the  inhabitants  of  that  territory 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  great  as  has 
been  the  progress  of  this  South  African 
colony,  in  the  future  it  will  be  greater 
still.     It   would   seem  that   there  is  an 
enormous   field    which   is    about  to   be 
developed  and  opened  up  to  the  trade  of 
this  country,  and  I  think  it  is  wise  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  be 
beforehand  in  providing  for  any  difficul- 
ties that  may  arise,  so  that  no  disturbance 
may  hereafter  take  place.     The  Confer- 
ence which  is  now  being  held  in  regard 
to    the    federation    of    the    Australian 
Colonies   naturally  forms  an   important 
item  in  Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech. 
In  that  growing  continent  it  is  only  right 
that    the    colonists     should     desire    to 
strengthen   their   hands,   so    that   if    it 
should  ever  happen  that  this  country"  was 
involved  in  war,  they  would  be  able  to 
combine  their  resources  and  materially 
assist  in  their  own  defence.     I  now  come 
to  what  may  be  regarded  as  the  most 
important  measure  that  will  have  to  be 
placed   under   the   consideration   of  the 
House.     I  refer  to  the  measure  for  ex- 
tending the  Act  for  increasing  the  num- 
ber of  tenants  in  Ireland  in  order  that 
they  may  become  landowners.     No  one 
denies  that  there  has  been  verj^  greats 
marked,  and  substantia]  improvement  in< 
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the  condition  of  Ireland,  and  especially 
in  the  last  few  years.  There  are  various 
indications  perfectly  well-known  to  the 
Horse  of  the  truth  of  that  statement.  It 
may  be  said  that  the  improved 
liarvest  of  last  year  has  had  something  to 
do  with  this.  That  may  have  been  one 
cause,  but  I  think  the  main  and  the  great 
ciiuse  has  been  the  admirable  way  in 
which  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
has  performed  his  duties.  I  may  not,  in 
making  that  assertion,  be  able  to  carry 
with  me  the  assent  of  hon.  Mem- 
l>er&.  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  ; 
but  I  think  at  any  rate  we  may  say  this : 
tliat  if  it  is  not  due  to  that,  it  is  a  curious 
coincidence  that  the  improvement  has 
taken  place  since  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man commenced .  his  duties.  It  is  cer- 
tainly a  very  happy  coincidence,  and  I 
hope  that  the  same  improvement  will 
continue^  as  long  as  the  Government 
holds  office.  The  success  which  has 
attended  tlie  working  of  the  Ashbourne 
Act  to  enable  tenants  to  purcliase  their 
holdings,  encourages  Her  Majesty's 
(love  rum  out  to  attempt  something 
further  in  the  same  direction.  The 
Act  of  18S1  made  the  condition  of 
landlord  and  tenant  almost  inseparable. 
That  may  he  a  very  advantageous  thing 
if  the  conditions  of  life  were  the  same, 
but  it  has  not  proved  to  be  altogether  an 
unmixed  blessing.  In  regard  to  the 
landlords  and  tenants  of  Ireland,  antago- 
nistic interests  have  cropped  up  ;  and  the 
tenant  has  felt  that,  in  carrying  out 
improvements,  the  encouragement  given 
to  him  to  employ  his  best  talents  and 
industrj-  has  not  been  quite  as  strong  as 
if  the  land  were  his  own.  When  he  is 
the  landlord  himself  he  must  feel  that 
every  improvement  he  makes  is  for  his 
own  benefit,  and  that  every  blade  of 
grass  and  every  ear  of  com  he  produces 
is  entirely  for  his  own  good.  He  has 
then  a  direct  incentive  to  do  the  best  he 
can,  and  when  that  is  the  case  the  more 
likely  is  the  country  to  get  a  hard- 
working and  industrious  peasantry. 
IHiere  is,  of  course,  one  consideration 
which  must  Ix?  kept  in  view,  and  that  is 
tlie  necessity  of  a  State  guarantee,  in 
order  that  the  money  may  be  borrowed 
on  the  best  possible  terms.  I  know  that 
there  is  a  great  objection  to  this  if  it 
should  entail  any  extra  expense  on  the 
British  taxpayer  ;  and  I,  for  one,  admit 
that  I  feel  the   force   of   that  objection. 


But    I    think,   judging    from    past  ex- 
perience, and  tt)  the  honour,  be  it   said, 
of  the  Irish   tenants  who   have    availed 
themselves  of   the   privilege   of   buying 
their   land   under   the    Ashbourne   Act, 
they  have   most   honourably  and   faith- 
fully  fulfilled   the   engagements   which 
they     entered     into.        This     shows,    I 
think,  that   we   may  proceed   further  in 
the    same    direction,  coupled    with   the 
guarantee  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment propose  to  provide  for  the  security 
of  the  British  taxpayer.       I  feel  that  the 
responsibility  will  be  but  a  nominal  one  ; 
and   if   we   can  hold  out    more    favour- 
able terms  to  the  tenant  to  eualle    him 
to    buy   his    land,    we   shall    confer  an 
immense    benefit    upon    that     countrjv 
Before  I  pass  away  from  that  subject,  let 
me  say  that  I  rejoice  that  the  Govern- 
ment contemplate  the  introduction  of  a 
measure  which  will  give  the  Irish  people 
the   management   of    their   local   affaii's. 
upon  the  lines  of  the  recent  English  and 
Scotch  Acts.     There  will  natumlly  arise 
some  difEerent  circumstances ;  but,  in  the 
main,  it  is  desirable  that  a  people  in  that 
position  should    be  entrusted    with    the 
direction  and    regulation    of   their   own 
local  affairs.     I  am  also  gbul  to  find  that 
Her  Majesty's   Goverument    propose   to 
re-introduce  the  Bill  for  facilitating  and 
cheapening  the  transfer  of  land  in  Eng- 
land.    The  object  of  the  measure  is,  no 
doubt,  to   induce   small   holders  to   buy 
land,  and  if  with  safety  any  measure   of 
that  kind  can  be  passed  to  enable  small 
holders  to  become  interested  in  the  land, 
I  think  it  will  be  of  advantage  to  the 
country  that  the  land  should,  as  far  as. 
possible,  be  in  the  hands  of  a  well-to-do 
peasantry.     The  Bill  which  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  introduce  for  the  amend- 
ment   of    the   Employers'  Liability  Act 
will  meet  cases  of   hardship  which  fre- 
quently arise ;  and  although  I  am  aware 
that  it   is   impossible   to  give  adequate 
compensation  in  cases  where    there  has 
been  a  loss  of  life — for  you  cannot  esti- 
mate by  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence,  the 
value  of  life — still  the  measure  will  tend 
to    make    emploj-ers    more    careful    in 
affording  protection  to  the  lives  of  their 
sarvants.     I  rejoice   that  it  is  also   pro- 
posed  to  meet  in    the  Bill    the  case   of 
seamen,  who  are  at  present  quite  outside 
the  benefit  of  the  Act.  There  is  no  reason 
why  the  advantage  of  legislation  in  this 
direction  should    not    be    extended    tj 
F2 
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tMiloiti.  Tlie  subject  of  the  sanitation  of 
the  dwellings  of  the  poor  in  the  Metropo- 
lis I  regard  ns  being  of  eqnal  importance 
to  anything  which  I  bave  yet  mentioned. 
How  tit  deal  with  onr  very  poor  is  one  of 
tlie  ](roblems  ol  modern  society.  It  ia 
impossible  for  the  State  to  enrich  the 
poor  or  t)  tind  them  employ- 
ment, but  at  least  it  may  improve 
the  conditions  noder  which  they  live. 
I  maintain  tliat  it  in  the  dnty  of  the 
State  tn  see  that  the  very  poor  arc  not 
huddled  together  in  places  where  we 
would  almost  be  ashamed  to  put  oar 
<i(^ — without  di«ti notion  of  ses  or 
age — and  in  places  where  it  is  almost 
impossible  fur  the  meet  courageous  pliilan- 
thropbist  to  visit  thcui.  In  Liverpool, 
ManchcHter,  Birmingham,  and  elsewhere 
the  authorities  have  been  able,  tinder 
Lord  Cross's  Act,  to  materially  increase 
the  comfort  of  the  working  classes.  In 
the  city  of  Liverpool  we  have  been  able 
to  reduce  our  dcath-rafs  by  something 
like  25  pOT  cent,  and  materially  to 
incrsaso  tlio  comfort  of  the  working 
classes.  No  doubt  the  size  of  the 
Meti-opolis  is  the  greatest  difficulty  in 
the  solution  of  the  problem  in  London, 
and  the  overlapping  of  the  Metropolitan 
Authorities  makes  it  difficult  to  affix 
blame  to  any  |»articuiar  body  for  the 
«vils  that  exist.  All  will  admit  that  ii. 
propar  system  of  inspection  should  be  at 
once  established  ;  and  I  trust  that  the 
measara  which  the  Government  are 
about  to  introduce  will  at  least  insure 
that,  however  poor  people  may  be,  they 
will  ill  t'le  future  be  able  to  breathe 
womet'iiug  like  frosli  air  and  enjoy  a 
glimpse  of  sunlight.  Although  the  list 
4if  mea.sur.'M  whieh  has  been  proposed 
may  appear  long,  it  is  really  nothing 
more  t'la'i  t'lo  House  can  very  well  get 
through,  if  it  resolutely  sets  itself  to  try 
how  mueh  it  i»n  do  instsad  of  how  little. 
Thcsa  measures  arc  mainly  for  the 
wivantifrc  of  the  gr,iit  masses  of  our 
miuntrymcn,  and  ir>fiL'ar  t)  me  to  be  out- 
bids what  I  may  eall  ordinary  julitieal 
(]U!*Htions.  It  is  the  ivelfare  of  the  groat 
hulk  of  our  ciiuutryinen  in  England, 
Scotland.  Ireland,  and  Wales  that  these 
measures  are  designed  to  promoti:. 
Therefore,  I  venture  to  hone  that  in  this 
House  MenibL-r.-i  on  imc!  sid''  and  Mem- 
bers on  t'lB  opp((siti!  side  ivill  show  tho 
conntry,  in  considering  the  measures 
propounded  for  the    mitt^rial   uud   social 


■■iilfare  of  the  people,  that  they  are  really 
at  one,  however  much  they  may  differ  as 
to  the  meona  for  attaining  the  end,  that 
they  desire  to  do  their  duty  to  their  con- 
stituents, and  tliat  they  are  anxious  to  im- 
prove the  material  prosperity  and  welfare 
of  the  great  masses  of  their  country- 
men. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  as  followcth  : — 
MoBt  Oncions  Soverngn, 

We,  YoDT  Mt^estf'B  moat  dotiful  and  lojral 
Subjects,  the  CommoDs  of  the  Doited  Kingdom 
of  Great  Britain  and  IreUnd,  ia  Parliament 
acBemliled,  bns  leave  to  thank  Your  Uajeity  for 
the  lloct  QraciaiM  F[)eech  which  Your  Majesty 
hsa  addreraed  lo  both  Hontea  ot  Parliament : 

AVe  htimbly  thank  Your  Uajeaty  for  the 
information  that  Yonr  Majeaty's  relationa  with 
other  rowers  continue  to  be  of  a  friendly 
cbaracter : 

We  thank  Your  Ilajesty  for  iaformlnK  ua 
that  an  armed  force  u:idei «  Portugneie  Officer 
waa  dispatched  during  the  autumn  from  the 
Colony  of  Uozambique  into  territory  ohers 
Britiah  Settlements  had  been  formed,  and  where 
there  are  Native  tribes  who  hare  beon  taken 
under  Tour  Majpaty'a  protection;  and  that  a 
coUiaion,  attended  with  bloodshed,  took  place  ; 
that  acta  were  committed  inconmstent  with  the 
re9i>cct  due  to  the  flag  of  tbia  Country ;  and 
that  the  Portuguese  Govemmeot  have  now,  at 
Your  Majeaty's  request,  promiaed  to  withdraw 
their  military  farces  from  tho  tsritory  in 
question : 

We  humbly  tbiinic  Your  Majesty  for  iotorm- 
LDg  us  that  H  Conference  of  the  Powers  in- 
terested in  the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade 
haH  b^Q  convoked  at  Brussels  by  the  King  of 
Iha  Belgians,  and  that  Your  Majesty  earnestly 
hopes  that  the  results  of  its  deliberations  will 
idvanco  the  great  cause  for  which  it  ia  as- 
sembled : 

Wb  thank  your  Majcs'y  for  the  informatLoa 
that  a  Commercial  Convention  haa  been  oon- 
cluded  with  the  Khedive  of  Egypt,  and  tliat  a 
ProvisioDsJ  Arrangement  for  the  adjuatmont  of 
incasing  fiscal  questions  bus  been  made  with  th« 
(ioveroment  of  Bulgaria ;  that  Papers  on  all  ' 
these  questions  will  be  presented  t«  na  : 

We  learn  with  satisfaction  tbat  the  Cooven- 
Ijon  concluded  by  Your  Majesty  with  Uie 
Emperor  of  (Germany  and  the  Republic  of  the 
[Inited  States  with  respect  to  Uie  Qovemment 
of  Samoa  will  be  laid  before  na,  together  with 
the  Protocola  of  the  Confercnoe ;   m  also  > 
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Treaty  which  hax  been  conclnded  by  Tou 
Majeaty  with  tlie  United  Statea  for  amending 
the  Law  of  Extmditioo  between  the  tm 
Countries,  the  latter  instrumeiit  still  awaiting 
th«  ratification  of  the  Senate : 

Va  thank  Your  Majesty  for  infonning^ 
■that  the  disordered  condition  o(  Swnzilnnd 
having  rendered  it  necessary  to  make  provision 
for  the  better  goTsmment  of  that  territory, 
the  independence  o(  which  w.-is  recognised  hy 
the  Convention  ol  London,  Your  Majesty  hna. 
acting  in  conjunctian  with  the  President  of  the 
South  African  Bepnblic.  sent  a  CommiiBionRr 
to  learn  the  views  of  Ihs  Swazia  and  of  the 
white  settlers : 

We  himbly  Ihank  Your  Majesty  for  the  in- 
formation that  your  Majesty  awaits  wilh  lively 
interest  the  result  of  the  Conference  now  beia^,' 
held  to  discuss  the  important  question  of  thi^ 
federation  of  the  Australian  Colonies,  and  that 
any  well  consideredmeasure  which,  by  bringing 
these  great  Colonies  into  closer  union,  will 
increase  Iheir  welfare  and  strength,  will  receive 
Your  Majesty's  favourable  coDsideiation  ; 

We  thaok  your  Majesty  tor  informing  uv 
that  the  Estimates  of  the  year  for  defrnyiag  tiiF' 
'  cost  of  the  Government  of  the  CoAintry  will  be 
laid  before  118,  and  that  they  have  been  drawn 
with  n  due  regard  to  economy  and  to  thr 
necessities  of  the  public  service : 

We  lesm  with  satlBfaction  that  the  continued 
improvement  !□  the  slats  of  Ireland,  and  tht' 
further  dimiouiion  in  the  amount  of  agrnrian 
crime,  have  made  it  possible  very  largely  to 
restrict  the  area  in  which  it  is  neceBsary  to  denl 
with  certiun  offences  by  summary  process  :  thnt 
proposals  for  increasing  under  diia  flnanciiii. 
pcecaution  the  number  o(  occupying  owners ; 
for  extending  to  Ireland  the  principles  of  Tocal 
seU-goTeromenl  which  have  already  been 
adopted  in  England  and  Scotland,  lo  far  as 
they  are  applicable  to  that  Country  ;  and  for 
improving  the  material  well-being  of  the 
population  in  the  poorer  districts,  will  be 
submitted  to  na ; 

We  thank  Yonr  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  a  Bill  for  facilitating  and  cheapening  the 
transfer  of  land  in  England  will  be  again  pre- 
Moted  to  ns;  and  that  provisions  will  be 
submitted  to  ua  for  diminishing  the  difficulty 
and  cost  which  at  present  attend  the  passage  of 
Private  Legislation  required  for  Scotland: 

We  thank  Tour  Majesty  for  the  infonnution 
that  a  Bill  for  improviog  the  procedure  by 
which  "nthe  is  now  levied,  and  for  facilitating 
its  redemption,  will  be  laid  before  us : 
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We  learn  with  satisfaction  that  Your  Majesty 
has  appointed  a  CommiSBion  to  report  upon  the 
best  means  of  improving  the  economic  con- 
ditions which  afTect  the  inhnbitacts  of  same 
parts  of  the  Western  Highlands  and  Islands  of 
Scotland; 

We  thank  Tour  Majeaty  for  informing  us 
that' our  attpution  will  be  invited  again  to  a 
Bill  tor  ascertaining  the  Li:tbility  of  Employers 
in  case  of  Accidents,  and  to  a  measure  for 
improving  Iha  procedure  in  winding  up  in- 
solvent Companies  under  the  Limited  Liability 
Acts: 

We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  the  information 
that  there  will  be  laid  before  ns  Bills  for  the 
consolidation  and  amendment  of  the  Laws 
with  respect  to  public  health  in  the  Metropolis, 
and  to  the  Dwellings  of  the  Working  (Tlasses : 
anil  also  a  Bill  for  the  better  ngulation  of 
Savings  Banks  and  Friendly  Societies  : 

We  thank  Yuur  Majesty  for  infurming  us 
tbnt  our  attention  will  be  directed  to  the  stato 
of  the  accommodation  now  provided  io  Camps 
and  Barracks,  and  that  we  shall  be  asked  to 
make  better  provigion  for  the  distiibulion  as 
well  as  for  the  health  and  comfort  of  Your 
Slajesty'a  Troops  : 

We  humbly  SHSure  Your  Majesty  that  our 
careful  consideration  shall  be  given  to  the 
subjects  wliich  Your  Majesty  has  recommended 
to  our  attention,  and  to  the  mesEiures  which  may 
be  submitted  to  us ;  and  we  earnestly  trust  that 
in  these  and  all  other  efforts  which  we  may 
make  to  promote  the  well-being  of  Your 
Majesty's  people  we  may  bo  gaided  by  the 
hand  of  Almighty  God."— (.Ifr.  Jioi/rf.ii.) 

LoBi>  BROOKE  (Colchester)  :  Sir 
in  rising  to  second  the  Address  to  Hoi- 
Majesty's  grfitioiiH  Speech  from  the  llirono 
no  ably  moved  by  my  lion.  I'riend,  I 
must  crave  the  iDdiilgeiice.  of  the  Homwt 
— iin  indulgence  which  I  tun  sure  it* 
ftlwaj-s  extended  to  those  who  undertaki* 
this  task.  I  hIro  crave  the  indulgence 
of  the  House  from  the  fact  that  this  is 
the  first  time  I  have  liad  the  opportunity 
of  addressing  it  or  of  occupying  iis  atten- 
tion. I  may  say  that  the  opportunity  ha.i 
been  somewhat  longer  deferred  tluiu  I 
iiad  anticipated,  owing  to  the  business 
which  occupied  the  House  yesterday 
iLftemoon.  I  feel  that  in  following 
the  Mover  of  the  Address  I  sliall  ei- 
jierience  considerable  difficulty  in  follow- 
ing the  tracks  which  have  marked  his 
])rogTesn  and  which  so  obviously  com- 
manded your  attention.  In  the  first 
instance  my  hou.  Friend  called  our  att.'ii- 
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tion   to   the   fact  that    we  are  at  psace 
with  all  other  Powers.      Xow,  Sir,  last 
Session  we  were  oceupied  with  the  dis- 
cussion of  measures  for   the    protjction 
of  our  shores,   and   I  think  it   is   very 
satisfactory  to  us  that  those  protective 
measures  liave  in  no  way  jeopardised  the 
peace  of  Europe.    If  there  is  one  Member 
of  the  present  Administration  who  enjoys 
the  confidence  of  the  country,  I  am  sure 
that  it  is  the    Foreign  Secretary.     The 
abilities   of    Lord   Salisbury   have   been 
acknowledged     by    Gentlemen     sitting 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  and 
•generously   admitted,    and    I    sincerely 
trust  that  this  admission  may  be  made 
again   and   again.      We  liave  before   us 
a   string    of    Conventions    and    negotia- 
tions   with    other  countries,    and    it    is 
most  siitisfactoiy  to  this  House  to  feel  that 
.they  are   in  the  liands  of  so  able  an  ad- 
ministrator.    With  regard  to  the    slight 
difference   which  has  occurred  between 
us  and  Portugal  —a   country  which  lias 
80  long  b3en  on  terms  of  the  most  friendly 
intimacy  and  alliance  with  us — we  liave 
every  reason  to  hope  from  the  Speech  w^e 
have  just  heard  read  that  all  matters  will 
be  amicably  settled.    It  would  indeed  be  a 
.disastrous  thing  were  we  to  quarrel  with 
so  old  an  ally,  and  one  who  teal's  on  her 
records     the    evidence    of     battles    and 
victories  gained  in  conjunction  with  this 
•country.     I   am    aware   that  we  have  a 
great  interest  in   South   Africa.     There 
may  be  recollections  associated  ^^^th  the 
past  in  connection    with  tliat  great  con- 
tinent which  are  of  a  painful  nature,  but 
•under  the  auspices  of  j>eace  we  have  seen 
the  industry,   the  wmlth,  and  the  intel- 
ligence of   this   country   so   poured  into 
the  great  African  Continent  that  we  liave 
every  reason  to  lio|)e  tliat  in  future  it  may 
prove  an  unfailing  field  for  English  enter- 
pris3.  I  think  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  have  done  wrong  if  they  had 
not    done  their  best   to    secure  for    us 
some  sort  of  recognition  of  British  rights 
by  explorers  under  our  flag.     I  fhink  it 
was  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  preserve  in  tliat  country  intact 
those  regions  over  which  our  flag  waves, 
whether  as  a  ruling  or  a  protecting  Power. 
I  have  heard  it  said  that  a  weaker  Power 
has  been  treated  with  over-firmness  by 
Lord  Salisbury.     I   venture  to  think  it 
would  have,  indeed,  been  mistaken  kind- 
ness on  our  part  had  we   led  the  Portu- 
:guese  on  to  believe  that  protracted  diplo- 
Lord  Brooke 


matic  negotiations  would  have  obscured 
the  great  interests  at  stake,  or  ultimately, 
in  any  way,  have  altered  our  final  deci- 
sion. The  other  questions  of  foreign 
importance  touched  upon  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Speech  have  been  so  fully  alluded 
to  by  my  hon.  Friend  that  1  will  not 
trouble  the  House  upon  them,  resting 
sure,  as  I  have  said,  that  under  Lord  Salis- 
bury they  will  be  ably  negotiated  juid 
settled.  But,  Sir,  1  will  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  for  a  few  moments  to 
the  proposals  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  Ireland.  It  is,  indeed,  most 
gratifying  to  hear  that  there  has  been 
an  improvement  in  that  country.  Whether, 
as  my  hon.  Friend  has  said,  it  is  due  to 
increased  agricultural  prosperity,  or  to 
those  measures  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  thought  it  necessaiy 
to  introduce,  the  fact  undoubtedly 
remains  that  the  condition  of  that 
country  exhibits  a  marked  improvement. 
This  must  be  a  matter  of  congratulation 
to  all  Members  of  this  House,  irrespective 
of  the  side  on  which  they  sit.  I  do  not 
wish  to  trouble  the  House  with  many 
figures,  but  I  should  like  to  call 
attention  to  one  or  two  just  to  bear  out 
what  my  hon.  Friend  said  regarding 
the  diminution  of  agrarian  crime  of 
that  country.  In  1886,  the  number  of 
cases  of  agrarian  crime  stood  at  385  ;  in 

1887  they  were  352  ;  in  1888,  the  num- 
ber was  229  ;  and  in  1889  it  liad  fallen  to 
176;  the  cases  of   boycotting,    which   in 

1888  stood  at  1,179,  now  number  313  ; 
and  it  is  most  satisfactory  to  find  that 
at  the  Winter  Assizes  the  Judges  were 
able  to  call  attention  to  a  most  decided 
improvement  in  that  country.  My  hon. 
Friend  has  alluded  to  the  proposed 
extension  of  ownership  in  Ireland.  Tliis 
is  a  very  satisfactory  measure  for  us 
to  note,  because,  as  he  has  re- 
marked, an  increase  in  the  number  of 
small  owners  in  that  country  must  be 
followed  by  an  increase  of  loyalty,  and  a 
greater  desire  for  peace  in  that  country, 
which  has  hitherto  been  so  much  dis- 
turbed. We  have  had  ample  evidence 
that  the  Ashbourne  Act  has  worked  most 
admirably.  We  know  that  up  to  the 
present  time  there  have  been  applications 
amounting  to  considerably  over  20,000, 
representing  acapitalof  over  £10,000,000, 
and  that  up  to  the  end  of  last  year  over 
10,000  holdings  have  been  purchased, 
representing    a  capital  of    very  nearly 
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X5,000,000.     I  think   it  is  a  subject  for 
-  congratulation  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment sliould  have  proposed  to  extend  in 
some   manner,   under   suitable  financial 
securities,  this  state  of  affairs  in  Ireland. 
I   think,   moreover,  that    the   fact  that 
peace  has  been  restored  in  that  country- 
enables  Her  Majesty's  Government  now 
to  give,  some  assurance  to  us  that  the 
Local     Gtjvernment     which    we     have 
enjoyed  in  England  for  some  time,  and 
which  has  more  recently  been  adopted  in 
» Scotland,   may,  under  proper  safeguards, 
be   extended   to   Ireland.     I  turn;  from 
the  subject  of  Ireland  to  call  attention  to 
.  the  Bill   which   is  proposed  for  facilita- 
ting    and      cheapening     the      transfer 
of    land     in    England.     That    Bill    has 
previously   been    presented   to   us,    and 
all  I- would  say  regarding  it  is  that  I  be- 
lieve it  is  a  measure  which  may  be  of 
•considerable  use  to  this  country,  cheapen- 
ing to  those  who  own  property  the  expense 
of  sale,  and  diminishing  the  loss  of  time 
which  is  often  occasioned  by  legal  delays ; 
and  I  sincerely  trust  that  the  large  legal 
element  in  this  House  will  enable  us  to 
pass  that  measure  in  a  short  time.    There 
is   also   a   measure   to  bo  submitted   to 
diminish  the  cost  and.  difficulty  which  at 
the  present  moment  attends  the  passing 
of  Piivate  Bill  legislation  in  Scotland;  and 
anything  which  can  attain  this  desirable 
result  will,  I  am  sure,  be  welcomed  in 
the  House  of  Commons.     I  now  come  to 
a  question  which  is  of  very  considerable 
.importance,  especially  to  those  who,  like 
myself,  live  in  a  part  of  England  which 
has  lately  been  sufEering  very  consider- 
ably  from    agricultural    depression.      I 
■  allude    to    the    tithe .  question.      I    am 
.  aware  that  I  am  speaking  as  a  member 
of   a   class   not   perhaps   always  viewed 
with  favqur  by  some  Membei*s  of  this 
House  —  I    mean    the    landlord     class. 
But   I    assure    those    Members    of    the 
House  that  in  times  of  the  very  greatest 
difficulty,    we    English    landlords    have 
'done     our     best — not     withholding     in 
any  way  our  money  from  the  land,  or 
our  assistance  to  those  among  whom  we 
have  lived  and  endeavoured  to  do  our 
•duty.     I  know  that  the   tithe   question 
has   reached   a    rather    acute    stage   in 
Wales,   where    a    sura    of   upwards    of 
..£250,000  a  year  is  paid  in  tithes  ;  but  1 
may  say  that  one  of  the  Eastern  counties, 
in  which  I  live,  pays  every  year  the  large 
.sura  of  .£750,000  towards  tithe  ;  therefore 


it  may  be  imagined  that  living  in  such  a 
county  I  speak  somewhat  feelingly  about 
tithe.     It  is  far  from  my  wish  to  suggest 
any  idea  of  confiscation.     I   know   that 
in  these  times  the  difficulties  of  the  tithe 
owner  as  well  as  of  the  tithe  payer  are 
considerable,  but  I  believe  that  the  mea- 
sure   which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
now  propose  will  be  the  means  of  allevi- 
ating very  many  of  those  difficulties.     In 
the  first  instance,  I  believe  it  is  proposed 
to    improve    the    procedure    by    which 
tithe  is  now  levied.     I  think  it  is  fair 
and  just  also  that  tithe  should  fall  upon 
the   right  person  —  upon  the  landlord; 
and  I  sincerely  trust   that,  although  it 
is  surrounded  with   very  great  difficul- 
ties, some   measure  for    facilitating  the 
redemption   of    tithe   may   be    brought 
before  us.     But   I   look  rather   further 
than    this,   and    I    feel    that  the  tithe 
question     is     one    which     is     so    little 
known  to  the  people  of  this  country  that 
I   hail    with    delight    the    opportunity 
which   will   be  afforded   to  this  House, 
when  this  measure  comes  on  for  discus- 
sion, of  clearing  away  some  of  the  clouds 
which  surround   the  subject.     I  would 
remind  the  House  that  in  the  olden  time 
of  protection,  to  which  time  I  do  not  say 
we  ought  to  return,  the  bui*den  of  the 
tithe  fell  not  only  upon  the  land,  but  I 
hold  that  it  fell  upon  every  portion  of 
the  community,  because  those  protective 
duties  not  only  enhanced  the  value  of 
the  tithe  to  the  titheowner,  but  at  the 
same  time  they  were  of  the  very  greatest 
material  assistance  to  the  tithe-payers  of 
this    country.      That    burden   has   now 
entirely  fallen  upon  the  land,  and  it  is 
not  borne  by  the  wealth  of  the  countiy. 
I  trust  this  House  will  bear  that  fact  in 
mind  when    the  subject  comes  up   for 
consideration.     I  now  come  to  that  pas- 
sage  in   Her    Majesty's  Speech   which 
deals  with  the  Western  Highlands  and 
Islands.     Those  who  .have  visited   that 
portion  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions  must 
be  aware  of  the  very  great  distress  and 
misery  in  which  many  of  the  inhabitants 
live,  and  I  think  it  is  obvious  that  it 
is  impossible  for  them  to  live  on  their 
land,  such  land  as  it  is,  with  any  hope  of 
being  in  any  other  condition  than  that  of 
squalor  and   misery.     I   therefore  trust 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  may  be 
enabled  to  bring  forward  measures  for 
the   improvement  of   the  harbours  and 
railways  in  that  part  of  the  country,  and 
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other  measures  which  will  enoble  the 
people  to  bring  the  produce  of  the  sea 
more  readily  into  the  markets  of  tlie 
country.  In  this  matter  I  tliink  the 
Government  are  acting  very  wisely,  and 
I  believe  we  shall  shortly  see  that  the 
condition  of  the  people  in  that  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  dominions  has  much  im- 
proved. I  will  not  touch  upon  any  other 
subject  now,  except  to  allude  to  the  fact 
that  accommodation  is  to  be  provided  for 
our  camps  and  garrisons,  and  better  pro- 
vision made  for  the  distribution  as  well 
as  for  the  health  and  comfort  of  our 
troops  at  home.  Representing,  as  I  do, 
a  garrison  town,  that  subject  is  naturally 
of  the  very  greatest  interest  to  me.  It 
must  have  been  with  considerable  regret 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  have  at 
times  heard  of  the  sad  deaths  which 
have  occurred  owing  to  the  insanitarj- 
condition  of  some  of  our  bnrrackSj  and  I 
think  that  none  too  soon  has  it  been 
announced  that  measures  will  be  taken 
for  changing  this  state  of  affairs. 
I  feel  that  it  would  be  wrong  of  me  if 
I  detained  the  House  any  longer.  I  am 
aware  that  it  has  been  said  that  it  is 
impossible  in  the  present  state  ^f  business 
to  discuss  many  questions  of  Imperial 
importance,  but  I  know  that  very 
recently  one  of  the  greatest  engineering 
feats  of  the  day  has  seen  its  completion 
in  the  northern  part  of  this  country — I 
mean  the  Forth  Bridge.  The  engineer 
had  to  wait  for  opportunities  to  occur  in 
the  atmospheric  conditions,  when  he 
could  bring  together  the  various  portions 
of  that  structure  and  so  weld  and  forge 
them  together  that  they  might  be  of 
permanent  use  for  traflSc ;  and  so  I 
sincerely  trust  that  the  leader  of  this 
House  may  be  able  so  to  find  his  oppor- 
tunities for  welding  and  forging  together 
the  various  portions  of  this  House,  that 
we  may  have  satisfactory  Parliamentary- 
traffic.  I  remember  two  years  ago  one 
whom  we  all  respected  and  honoured — 
the  late  Member  for  Finsbur}-,  Colonel 
Duncan — in  words  honourable  to  himself 
and  honourable  to  the  House  which 
adopted  his  sentiments,  recalled  our 
attention  to  our  duties  in  this  House.  I 
will  not  repeat  his  words,  but  the 
memory  of  them  is  still  in  our  recollec- 
tion. I  trust  that  those  words  may 
sometimes  serve  to  soften  the  asperity 
of  party  feeling  in  this  House,  and 
enable  us  to  remember  that  we  have  been 
Lord  Brooke 


sent  here,  without  mndue  discussion,  to 
pass  mea^mres  for  every  class  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian)  :  It  nmst  always, 
Sir,  be  in  the  power  of  the  leader 
of  this  House,  from  the  ample  stores 
of  ability,  information,  and  charac- 
ter which  are  at  command,  to  make 
satisfactory  selection  of  the  Gentlemen 
to  whom  to  entrust  the  office,  the  honour- 
able and  distinguished  office  of  bringing 
under  the  consideration  of  this  House 
the  subject  of  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  and  undoubtedly  I  think  it 
will  be  generally  felt  that  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  has  not  failed  in  his  selection 
on  the  present  occasion.  We  who  sit  on 
this  side  of  the  House  are  not  to  be 
expected  to  subscribe  in  terms  to  every 
sentiment  which  falls  from  the  Mover 
and  Seconder  of  the  Address,  but  we 
have  a  right  to  expect  from  them  that 
they  shall  show  a  certain  regard  to  the 
general  sentiment  of  the  House,  and  shall 
not  unnecessarily  provoke  hostile  discus- 
sion on  statements  proceeding  from  them- 
selves. To  these  principles  I  tliink  there 
has  been  a  full  adhesion  on  the  present 
occasion,  and  I  congratulate  the  Mover 
and  Seconder  without  reserve  on  the 
manner  in  which  they  have  discharged 
their  important  duties.  In  general  I 
have  taken  the  opportunity,  in  con- 
formity with  ancient  tradition,  of  seiz- 
ing the  occasion^  that  follows  the  speeches . 
of  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Address- 
to  make  such  observations  as  seem  to  bo 
necessary  upon  the  tenourof  the  gracious- 
Speech  from  the  Throne.  I  have 
done  so  and  it  has  been  done  by  others 
in  the  past  in  the  belief  that  that 
was  the  best  method  of  shortening 
the  discussion  on  the  Address.  I 
am  not  so  sanguine  at  the  present 
moment — after  an  experience  which  has 
now  extended  over  not  less  than  six  or  • 
eight  years — I  am  not  so  sanguine  of 
great  brevity  as  in  former  times.  But 
undoubtedly  in  the  comments  that  I 
shall  have  to  make  I  shall  bear  in  my 
memory  the  old,  and  1  think  useful, 
tradition  which  should  always  bo  borne - 
in  mind,  that  apart  from  the  proposal  of 
positive  Amendments — a  perfectly  legiti- 
mate course  on  sufficient  cause — ^it  is- 
very  difficult  to  arrive  at  any  satis&ctory 
result  by  a  general  discussion  on  t^e 
Address  to  be  presented  to  the  Th^ne. 
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Although  it  is  absolntely  necessary  that 
on  cer^in  points  observations  should  bo 
made,  these  observations  do  not  always 
tend  to  delay  or  obstruct  the  proceedings 
of  the  House,  especially  as  regards  the 
foreign  affairs  of  the  country.  For  I 
think  it  will  be  felt  that  if  the  conduct 
of  the  noble  Marquess  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  in  his  character  of  Foreign 
Secretary  has  called  forth  the  eulogies  of 
the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Address, 
on  the  other  hand  there  has  not  been 
shown  in  any  quarter  of  the  House,  and 
certainly  not  on  this  side,  any  disposition 
prematurely  or  without  necessity  to  call 
in  question  the  conduct  of  the  a&irs  of 
the  Foreign  Department.  On  this  occa- 
sion undoubtedly  much  of  the  language 
that  I  shall  hold  will  be  language  rather 
of  congratulation  than  of  censure.  In 
the  first  place,  as  regards  the  Portuguese 
question,  I  deeply  regret,  as  all  must 
regret,  and  as  the  Seconder  of  the  Address 
himself  has  frankly  stated  he  regrets, 
that  any  occasion  should  have  arisen  in 
which  we  were  brought  into  diplomatic 
conflict,  especially  when  that  conflict  is 
of  a  stringent  character,  with  an  ancient 
and  a  weak  ally.  I  have  heard  it  said  in 
this  House  by  great  authorities — by 
Lord  Palmerston,  whose  knowledge  of 
foreign  affeurs  was  great — that  the 
smaller  Powers  of  Europe,  or  some  of 
them,  have  sometimes  presumed  on  their 
weakness  to  make  demands  which  justice 
would  not  warrant.  I  do  not  deny  that 
such  occasions  have  occurred,  still,  the 
greater  Power  can  never  be  exempt  from 
the  obligation  of  considering  what  is  due  to 
that  weakness,  and  how  much  public  senti- 
ment would  be  affected  by  the  exhibition  of 
any  disposition  to  take  advantage  of  that 
weakness.  I  entirely  acquit  Her  Majesty's 
Grovemment  and  the  Foreign  Minister  of 
any  such  disposition  on  the  present  occa- 
sion. My  impression  is  there  was  cause 
for  action,  and  if  there  was  to  be  action  it 
was  very  much  better  that  that  action 
shouldbe  prompt.  I  cannot  say  that  I  think 
there  is  no  room  for  criticising  the  terms  in 
which  these  just  conclusions  have  been 
conveyed.  But  we  are  all  aware  of  the 
peculiar  powers  possessed  by  the  noble 
Marquess,  and  especially  of  the  unbounded 
store  of  his  sarcastic  resources.  The  ap- 
plication of  this  remark  does  not  depend 
on  any  criticism  from  this  side  of  the 
House.  It  was  from  that  Bench  on  a 
memorable  occa«ion — and  by  a  most  dis- 


tinguished person,  then  Prime  Minister 
of  the  country  and  leader  of  this  House 
— that  the  House  was  informed,  in  terms 
which  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  quote, 
but  which  were  certainly  not  deficient  in 
point  and  power,  of  the  nature  of  the  re- 
sources possessed  by  the  noble  Marquess. 
When  an  individual  has  a  particular  gift 
which  he  holds  in  great  abundance,  it  is  - 
very  difficult  altogether  to  abstain  from 
some  superfluous  manifestation  of  it,  and' 
undoubtedly   if  there  had  been  a    cen- 
sorship, not    of  the    Press  but  of  the 
despatches  proceeding  from  the  Foreign 
Office,  I  think  it  is  possible  that  the  censor 
might    have    judiciously    and    usefully 
criticised  some  of  the  language  and  style 
employed  on  the  present  occasion.     But 
that  must  not  blind  us  to  the  substantial 
issue  that  is  before  us,  and  as  to  that  sub- 
stantial issue  I  think  the  conduct  of  the 
noble   Marquess  will  not  attract  general 
disfevour  in  the  country.     There  is  one 
other  subject  which   I  cannot  pass  by 
wholly  without  attention  in  reference  to- 
Portugal,  and  that  is  that  I  think  that 
the  occurrence  of  this  unfortunate  con- 
flict— for     such     undoubtedly    we     all 
feel     it    to    be — however    unavoidable 
it   might   be   on   our  side,   will   arouse 
in    many    minds    most    serious    regret 
when    they     reflect     that     there     was 
under  the  Foreign  Secretaryship  of  Lord 
Granville  a  Treaty   before   the  country 
which  would  have  disposed  of  the  whole 
of  this  question  between  Portugal  and 
England,    and    would    have    absolutely 
precluded    the    revival    of    any      such 
occurrence   as  this.     It   was  owing    to- 
what    is    called  agitation — it   is  called 
agitation  when  proceeding  from  this  side 
of  the  House — I   do  not   know  that  it 
proceeded  exclusively  from  the  other  side 
of  the   House — but  it  was  owing  to  the 
pressure  and  unfortunate  interference  of 
the    sentiment    so     excited     that    Her 
Majesty's    Government    was    prevented 
from   carrj'ing  that  arrangement  to  its 
conclusion,  thereby  leaving  the  door  open 
for  the   unhappy  circumstances    which 
have  lately  arisen.     Now  I  pass  on  to  tho 
reference   made  as   to  the    Convention 
relating  to  the  Island  of  Samoa.     I  speak 
of    this    Convention    so    far    as   I  am 
acquainted  with  the  circumstances.     I  do- 
not    anticipate    the    efEect    of    further 
information  which  I  presume  will  be  laid 
before  us,  but  so  far  as  my  knowledge 
goes  I  am  disposed  to  congratulate  the- 
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Government  on  the  nature  of  this 
rarrangement.  It  is  a  good  example  of 
what  may  be  done  by  a  temperate  lesort 
to  pacific  means  of  settling  disputed 
Kjuestions,  even  wlien  they  arise  at  the 
other  end  of  the  world,  instead  of  the 
Iiasty  use  either  of  -militaiy  measures  or 
of  that  angry  language  which  is  the 
surest  mode  of  bringing  about  sharp 
conflicts  between  the  disputants.  I  am 
heartily  glad  that  that  conduct  has  been 
pursued  and  that  the  result  has  been 
vsatisfactory.  With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  Swaziland,  I  am  not  at  all  sur- 
prised that  the  Government  find  it 
necessary  to  consider  the  question  of 
making  better  provision  for  the  govern- 
ment of  that  territory.  The  truth  is 
that,  great  as  have  been  and  are  the 
responsibilities  of  this  country  in  other 
quarters  of  the  globe,  and  limited  as  for 
a  long  time  our  responsibilities  in 
Africa  appeared  to  be,  unques- 
tionably causes,  mainly  connected  not 
with  the  action  of  political  parties  or 
of  Governments,  but  what  may  be 
•called  natural  causes,  have  brought 
about  an  enormous  increase  of  British 
interests  in  South  Africa,  and  have 
-opened  up  new  prospects  in  that  country. 
What  we  have  been  accustomed  to  re- 
gard as  the  Transvaal  Republic,  so  far  as 
the  material  of  the  community  is  coii- 
<*erned,  is  now,  I  believe,  more,  and  a 
great  deal  more,  a  British  settlement 
than  a  Dutch  one.  British  influence — 
legitimate  British  influence — is  naturally 
dependent  on  the  number  of  our  fellow- 
liubjects  who  find  their  way  to  Africa, 
tind  such  has  that  number  already  become, 
and  such  are  the  prospects  of  its  exten- 
sion, that  we  have  now  arrived  at  a  state 
^)f  things  in  which  our  African  responsi- 
bilities have  assumed  a  magnitude  not 
inferior  to  those  which  have  long  been 
incumbent  upon  us  in  connection  with 
America  and  Australasia ;  and,  although 
it  would  have  been  a  daring  and  even  an 
unwarranted  prophecy  to  make  20  or 
30  years  ago,  the  time  has  come  when 
we  may  anticipate — 1  will  not  say  as 
certain,  but  aspossible  and  even  probable — 
that  the  colonial  possessions  of  Her 
Jiflajesty  in  Africa  may  become  in  no  way 
unworthy  to  compare  with  thosa  in 
North  America  and  Australasia  in  their 
magnitude  and  importance,  and  especially 
so  long  as  we  avoid  anything  that  looks 
like  political  ambition  and  aggression, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone 


and  so  long  as  we  avoid  that  which  lias  a 
tendency  to  collision  and  bloodshed.  I 
am  not  at  all  surprised  tliat  we  have 
reached  a  point  with  respect  to  this  com- 
paratively unknown  countr}',  Swaziland, 
when  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
thought  it  wise  to  take  precautions  of  a 
peaceful  and  apparently  a  rational  kind 
for  bringing  about  the  better  government 
of  that  territory.  I  believe  at  this  mo- 
ment Englishmen  generally  in  the  Trans- 
vaal Republic  are  not,  under  the  laws  of 
that  country,  able  to  exercise  the  franchise, 
and  I  shall  be  very  glad  if,  by  the  in- 
fluence of  rational  and  constitutional 
discussion,  they  should  be  placed  on  a 
footing  of  the  fullest  poHtical  equality 
that  the  principles  of  justice  warrant 
with  the  original  settlers  to  whom 
the  foundation  of  that  Republic  is  due 
under  cireumstances  that  give  them 
special  title  to  consideration.  I  think  it 
is  better,  before  passing  to  the  domestic 
subjects  touched  upon  in  Her  Majesty's 
gracious  Speech,  that  I  should  refer  to  a 
subject  which  I  do  not  find  mentioned, 
and  which  I  do  not  blame  Her  Majesty's 
Government  for  not  mentioning,  but  yet 
which  I  feel  it  impossible  to  pass  by 
wholly  in  silence — I  mean  the  condition 
of  the  Turkish  Empire.  We  are  sensible, 
and  painfully  sensible,  notwithstanding 
all  the  efforts  that  have  been  made 
towards  peace  and  good  government  in 
the  Levant  by  European  agency,  that 
those  affairs  have  been  for  some  time 
gradually  assuming  an  aspect  that  causes 
apprehension  for  the  future,  making 
thus  a  subject — I  will  not  say  of  present 
danger  to  the  peace  of  Europe,  but  of 
present  anxiety  with  respect  to  the 
condition  of  the  Turkish  Empire,  and  of 
possible  danger  in  a  more  or  less  approxi- 
mate future.  In  approaching  this  ques- 
tion I  can  never  forget  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  placed  in  of 
position  of  difficulty,  and  that  we  must 
not  expect  too  much  from  them ;  but 
one  thing  we  must  expect  from  them, 
and  that  is  that  they  should  never  put 
glosses  on  the  case  and  never  attempt  to 
represent  the  state  of  facts  as  more 
favourable  than  there  is  just  ground  for 
believing  it  to  be.  There  is  a  temptation 
in  tliat  direction,  but  I  hope  they  will 
never  shrink,  as  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
and  as  Englishmen,  from  speaking  of 
abuse,  tyranny,  and  cruelty  when  found 
in  the  Empire  of  which  we  oreaguarantoe- 
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ing  Power — that  they  v,^\\  never  shrink 
from  speaking  of  such  things  as  these 
in  terms  which  befit  their  character. 
Now,  Sir,  we  approach,  at  least  I  approach, 
this  question  with  one  great  advantage — 
tliat  I  have  full  confidence  in  the  British 
Embassy  at  Constantinople.  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  that  there  have  been  periods 
when  that  Embassy  has  been  held  by 
men  who  were  either  wanting  in  ability 
-or  honour.  I  make  no  such  insinuation  ; 
men  may  be  able,  and  men  may  be 
honourable,  but  they  may  be  either 
insufficiently  informed  or  liable  to 
prejudices  which  bias  their  judgment. 
I  must  say  1  believe,  so  far  as  I  am  able 
to  judge,  that  the  present  British 
Ambassador  at  Constantinople,  who  owes 
his  place  to  the  noble  Marquess  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  is  a  man  who 
combines  every  quality  that  can  be 
•desired  for  enabling  him  to  deal  in  a 
satisfactory  manner  with  the  difficult 
questions  that  are  continually  arising  in 
that  quarter.  And  whenever  I  know 
tliat  a  matter  has  had  the  full  cognisance 
of  the  Embassy  at  Constantinople,  and 
that  the  Embassy  at  Constantinople  lias 
a  clear  view  upon  the  matter,  the  com- 
munication of  such  a  view  will  un- 
doubtedly carry  great  weight  with  me,  and 
ought  to,  as  I  believe  it  will,  carry  great 
weight  with  the  House.  These,  however, 
ar3  personal  observations,  and  preliminary 
to  what  I  have  to  say  on  this  particular 
subject.  With  regard  to  Armenia,  the 
world,  I  think,  and  the  public  opinion 
-of  the  world,  and  the  public  opinion 
even  of  the  countries  least  disposed  to 
interfere  in  Turkish  matters  in  a  sense 
unfavourable  to  the  actual  Government, 
is  dissatisfied  with  the  present 
position  of  affairs  :  I  will  say  for  the 
present  purpose  exclusively — for  I  shall 
mention  nothing  else — in  regard  to 
Moussa  Bev.  It  is  felt,  and  I  think  it  is 
justly  felt,  that  it  is  an  accumulation  of 
mischief  upon  mischief  when  there  is  a 
semblance  of  judicial  inquiry,  and  that 
judicial  inquiry  is  so  conducted  as  to 
constitute  a  mockery  rather  than  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice.  The  certain 
effect  of  that,  even  if  the  individual 
himself  should  be  precluded  from  re- 
turning to  Armenia  and  there  resuming 
his  criminal  and  mofet  disastrous  practices, 
will  be  that  others  will  be  led  to  follow 
his  pestilent  example  and  will  feel  that 
impunity   is   secured    for   them.     1   am 


making  no  complaint  of  her  Majesty's 
Government  upon  -the  subject,  because  I 
do  not  know  what  they  have  done  or 
mean  to  do ;  but  I  confidently  hope  that 
they  will  endeavour  to  secure  this  for  us 
at  least,  that  that  trial,  as  it  now  stands, 
shall  not  be  the  conclusion  of  the  whole 
matter,  but  that,  after  promise  has  been 
given  solemnly,  and  has  been  admitted 
by  substantive  and  noticeable  acts,  to  do 
justice  in  the  case,  that  justice  shall,  so 
far  as  we  can  secure  it,  be  done.  With 
respect  to  Crete,  I  am  afraid  that  the  case 
is  one  of  very  considerable  difficulty. 
For  my  own  part  1  have  not  been  disposed 
ever  to  push  the  argument  respecting 
the  Ottoman  power  in  the  fiast  to  the 
extreme,  and  to  say  that  it  ought  to  be 
summarily  swept  away.  I  have  always 
believed  that  by  timely  and  judicious 
acknowledgment  of  local  rights  for  the 
purpose  of  practical  good  government 
much  might  be  done,  even  by  an  empire 
in  a  state  of  decay,  for  the  purpose  of 
arresting  that  decay,  possibly  for  the  pur- 
pose of  establishing  a  separate  state  of 
things.  I  am  aware  of  no  example  within 
the  Turkish  Empire  atthis  moment,  where 
local  government  has  been  freely  given, 
where  it  has  failed  to  operate  in  a  manner 
most  beneficial  to  the  Sultan  and  the 
PortiB  on  the  one  hand  and  to  the  sub 
jects  of  the  Sultan  and  the  Porte  on  the 
other.  With  regard  to  Crete,  I  make  no 
question  that  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  was  well  inforaaed 
when  he  referred  these  recent  difficulties 
and  disturbances  to  a  local  quarrel ;  but 
I  am  afraid  it  is  the  fact  that  that  local 
quarrel  lias  expanded  into  a  practical 
danger.  I  shall  be  very  glad  if 
Her  Majesty's  Government  can  give  an 
assurance  that  there  is  no  likelihood  of  a 
renewal,  when  the  spring  approaches,  of 
serious  disturbances  in  Crete,  recalling 
the  recollection  of  that  Cretan  insurrec- 
tion which  some  years  ago  was  so 
dangerous  to  the  Turkish  Empire.  Un- 
doubtedly, so  far  as  information  has 
reached  me,  I  entertain  that  apprehension, 
and  it  is  quite  clear  tliat  if  these  insur- 
rections are  renewed  and  are  found  to 
continue,  and  if  we  see  a  tendency, 
which  we  have  recently  seen,  to  pursue 
a  reactionary  policy  in  Crete,  the  end  of 
such  a  course  of  things  must  be  the 
severance  of  the  island  from  the  Turkish 
Empire.  I  do  not  desire  to  promote  dis- 
turbance either  in   the   Levant  or  else- 


u; 


Addr 


*es}i  in 


{COMMONS} 


Ansfvrr  to  Her 


148 


improve  the  security  the  depositors  now 
possess,  and  which  undoubtedly  from 
time  to  time,  not  in  a  great  number  of 
eases,  but  in  particular  cases,  grievously 
fails,  and  subjects  innocent  persons  to 
unmerited  loss,  I  think  he  would  be 
doing  ji  public  service,  and  I  should  be 
disposed  to  look  with  favourable  con- 
sideration on  his  proposals.  But  now  I 
have  a  word  or  two  to  say  as  to  what 
the  Speech  does  not  contain  with  regard 
to  home  legislation.  I  am  very  sorry 
to  find  in  it  nothing  with  respect  to  the 
subject  of  local  government  in  England 
and  Scotland.  You  must  recollect  that, 
although  great  good  has  been  done  and 
most  imj)ortant  principles  have  received 
the  definit3  sanction  of  the  Legislature, 
we  are  very  far,  indeed,  from  having 
given  to  thase  principles  as  yet  a  full 
application.  In  some  respects  it  is  ad- 
mitted on  both  sides  of  the  House  that 
their  application  has  not  yet  been  full 
oi'  satisfactor}-,  for  I  hold  in  my  hand  a 
copy  of  the  (Iracious  Speech  delivered  to 
us  fi'om  the  Throne  at  the  beginning  of 
the  Session  of  1889,  in  which  it  is 
authoritatively  stated  by  the  Sovereign 
that :  —  ' 

**  Some  portions  of  the  Bill  which  w.is  pre- 
sented to  you  last  year  for  amending  the  local 
government  of  England  and  Wales  were  laid 
aside  in  consequence  of  the  pressure  on  the 
time  of  Parliament." 

And  it  is  st.it.Ml  that  Bills  dealing 
with  tliosL*  matters  would  be  laid  before 
us.  Tf  thev  were  to  liave  been  laid 
Ix^fore  us  hist  year,  although  the  promise 
given  unfortunately  could  not  be  ful- 
filled, it  seems  quite  plain  that  the 
lapse  of  time  has  not  weakened,  but 
confirmed  and  corroborated  their  title. 
1  am  bound  t  >  say  that  we  on  this  side 
of  the  House  take  a  strong  view  of  this 
subject.  We  hold,  in  the  first  place,  that 
the  pledge  given  in  the  Speech  of  1889 
ought  to  bc»  redeemed,  and  in  that  we 
expt'ct  the  concurrence  of  the  Houbo  at 
lai'ge.  In  the  second  place  we  hold  that 
the  i>rinciple  of  the  sub-distribution  of 
lK)wer  in  the  different  parts  of  the 
<'0untry  ought  to  be  carried  further — 
ouorht  to  bo  carried  down  to  the  smallest 
pmcticable  unit :  if  possible,  to  the  paro- 
chial* unit.  We  think  also  that,  not  only 
the  mjichinery,  but  the  powers  of  the 
local  authorities  ought  to  be  greatly 
incn'ased.  I  will  not  enter  now  into  the 
<letails  of  these  subjects — they  have  all 
Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone 


been  debated  by  us  on  the  passing  of  the^ 
Bills  of    1888-9  and    at   other  periods. 
Of  course,  what  I  now  say  is  applicable 
to  Scotland  not  less  than  to  England.     In 
regard  to  one  subject  in  particular,  that 
of  allotmenis,  I  must  say  that  it  is  one  • 
which  has  been  attracting  from  year  to^ 
year   a  constant   and   rapid    growth   of- 
attention  and  interest  on  the  paii;  of  the 
agricultural    population.       The    present 
condition  of  the  law  is  totally  unsatis- 
factory ;  the  principle  that  has  been  laid 
down  is  so  clogged  by  the  complexity  of 
the  process  necessary  to  give    it  effect 
that  it  is,  1  do  not  say  valueless,  but  not 
possessed  of   anything   iip})roaching  the 
value  that  ought  properly  to  attach  to  it. 
I  cannot   but   regard    with   regret    the 
omission  from  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
of  reference  to  this  matter,  which  clearlv 
belongs  to  the  function  of  local  govern- 
ment.    There  was  a  remarkable  declara- 
tion   of    the    Prime     MinLster    at    the 
clos3   of    the    year    with    reference    to 
education,  not    under  the  name  of  free 
education,  but  under  the  name  of  assisted 
education.     The  declaration  was  under- 
stood   to    mean    tliat    the    considerable 
surplus,  which  it  was  pretty  well-known 
the  revenue,  as  compared  with  expendi- 
ture,  was    likely   to    yield,   was   to   be 
applied   in   large  measure  to  a  further 
relief  of  the  parents  of  children  whose 
attendance  at  school  has  now  become  a 
matter  of  compulsion.     I  do  not  intend 
to   do   more   on   this   occasion    than    to 
express     the    general    interest    of     the 
country'  in  this  matter,  and  the  feeling 
that    is    generally   entertained    that    it 
might  have  been  a  Yery  proper  subject 
for   mention   in   the   Speech    from    the 
Throne,  for  we  are  under  the  belief  that 
if  there  is  to  be  an  important  change  in 
that  respect  it  is  a  cliange  that  can  only 
receive  effect  from  legislation.     There  is. 
a  limit  at  present  fixed  by  the  law  to  the 
payment  that  can  be  made  by  the  State 
in  aid  of  the  education  of  each  child  in 
primar}'  schools,  and  if  the  declaration  of 
Lord  Salisbury  is  to  be  made  good  it  will 
require    a    legislative    change    in    that 
respect,  and   such  a   legislative   change 
would  be  of  so  great  importance  that  it 
undoubtedly  deserved  to  be  mentioned  in 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne.     I  do  not 
mean   to  express  more  than   a  general 
opinion  that  this  is  undoubtedly  a  large 
financial  question,  and  that  it  involves  a 
great  number  of  considerations  over  and 
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above  the  mere  extension  of  your 
liberality  to  a  point  somewliat  beyond 
tliat  which  it  lias  heretofore  readied.  I 
should  be  very  glad  if  the  notice  I  have 
taken  of  the  subject  should  lead  to 
any  explanations  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  tliat  will  enable  the  House 
in  some  desrree  to  understand  what 
it  is  we  have  to  expect  in  this  important 
matter.  There  is  another  subject  which 
last  year  appeared  before  us  with  preten- 
sions to  a  serious  character,  and  which 
lias  vanished  not  only  into  the  shade, 
but  into  impenetrable  darkness.  It  is 
the  subject  which  is  known  as  the  Sugar 
'  Convention.  This,  Sir,  is  not  an  inchoate 
process,  it  is  a  completed  process.  Evi- 
dently in  the  minds  of  the  Government 
it  isj  completed,  because  the  right  lion. 
Gtjntleman  who  negotiated  the  Sugar 
Convention  has  actually  received  and  is 
now  in  the  enjoyment  of  his  reward. 
He  has  been  added  as  a  Privy  Councillor 
to  that  august  body,  and  the  addition  of 
his  name  to  the  Priv)'  Council  is  in 
itself  the  sign,  the  seal,  the  stamp  placed 
on  the  Sugar  Convention  of  the  approval 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  a  fact 
fixed  and  immovable.  So  it  was  last 
year.  We  were  told  last  year  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne  not  merely  that 
a  Convention  liad  been  made  by  Her 
Majesty,  and  that  she  hoped  the  subject 
matter  of  that  Convention  might  receive 
the  favourable  consideration  of  Parlia- 
ment, but  Her  Majesty  assented  to  the 
most  imjierative  form  of  communication 
which  she  ever  employs  in  the  gracious 
Speech  from  the  Throne.  The  announce- 
ment made  was  that  legislative  provisions 
for  executing  a  Convention  into  which 
she  had  entcjred  for  the  suppression  of 
the  Iwuntios  on  the  export  of  sugar 
would  be  necessar}' — not  expedient,  nor 
l>olitic,  nor  advisable,  but  necessary. 
What  was  the  justification  of  using  that 
expression — necessary  to  redeem  engage- 
ments into  which  the  Queen  had 
entered,  and  in  respect  to  which  she 
liad  bound  herself  to  Foreign  Powera? 
But  when  in  the  course  of  la.st  Session 
we  expressed  a  natural  and  excusable 
curiosity  as  to  the  date  when  this 
announcement  was  to  receive  some  sort 
of  attestation  by  practical  proposals,  we 
were  told  by  the  Treasury  Bench  that 
there  was  no  necessity  for  dealing  with 
it  last  year.  Somehow  or  other  that  had 
been  overlooked  when  the  Queen's  Speech 


was  drawn,  but  this  Ses.sion  was  pointed 
out;  as  a  period  when  no  doubt  there 
would  be  opportunity,  and  when  thia 
necessity  could  come  into  full  and  over- 
powering force.  This  Session  has  arrived  ; 
we  are  in  the  year  1890.  On  the  Ist  of 
August,  1 890,  according  to  the  1 1th  Article- 
of  the  Convention,  the  Convention  is  to 
be  ratitied,  and  the  ratifications  ex- 
changed in  London.  Not  only  is  this  to- 
be  done  on  the  1st  of  August,  but  the 
Ist  of  August  at  the  latest,  or  sooner  if 
possible.  Surely  this  must  be  some 
strange  act  of  forgetfulness,  and  I  am 
pointing  out  an  omission  which  only 
needs  to  be  indicated  in  order  to  be  sup- 
plied. 1  look  with  all  the  interest  I  felt 
last  year,  and,  if  possible,  with  an  interest 
even  quickened  by  the  lapse  of  time,  for 
such  explanations  as  Her  Majest^-'s 
Government  may  be  disposed  to  give  us 
on  that  subject  ;  and  with  these  words 
I  will  bring  to  a  close  the  perhaps  too- 
lengthened  remarks  which  I  have  ad- 
dressed to  the  HoiLse. 

Tjik  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Straud,  Westminster): 
1  trust,  Sir,  the  House  will  allow  me  at 
once  to  rise  to  make  a  very  few  observa- 
tions on  the  speech  of  the  right  lion. 
Gentleman.  I  may  be  permitted  to  say 
that  the  House  has  listened  to  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  the 
greatest  ]Xissible  interest  and  satisfaction 
tliat  the  old  traditions  which  have  always 
guided  those  who  have  held  responsible 
office  have  been  so  signally,  so  completely 
displayed  in  that  speech.  The  observa- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Liverpool  and  my  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Colchester  have 
discharged  their  responsible  duty  rightly 
represent  the  debt  which  the  House 
owes  to  those  hon.  Gentlemen.  I  am 
grateful,  on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty's 
(jovernment,  to  my  hon.  and  noble 
Friends  for  the  excellent  manner  in 
which  they  discharged  that  impoi^tant 
duty,  and  for  the  skill  with  which  they 
avoided  topics  which  might  have  produced 
animosity  or  ill-feeling  in  any  part  of  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
gone  through  the  Queen's  Speech  in  a 
manner  which  certainly  leaves  me  no 
opportunity  of  complaint,  and  no  reason 
whatever  to  find  fault  with  the  views  he 
expressed.  It  was,  however,  only  natural 
that  he   should   take  advantage   of  the 
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opportunity  afforded  him  to  notice  the 
omission  of  topics  in  which  he  takes  a 
lively  interest,  and  as  to  which  it  must 
not    be    supposed    that    Her    Majesty's 
'  Government  are  not  themselves  also  in- 
timately  concerned    and   interested.      I 
should   lik6   to    refer   to   the  subject  of 
foreign    affairs    which    the    right    lion. 
Gentleman   treated   with   so   much  con- 
sideration, and  with  such  a  deep  sense  of 
the   responsibility  which   belongs    to   a 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  held  high 
•office  and  who  holds  a  high  and  responsi- 
ble   position    in   the    country,    and  who 
seeks   to  exemplify  in  his  own  pasition 
this  doctrine  which  has  been  laid  down 
frequently — that     the     leader     of     the 
Opposition,  a  member  of  the  Opposition, 
'  has  responsibilities  to  this  country  and  to 
the  interests  of  this  country  which  are 
•only   second    to    the    res}K)nsibilities   of 
.those  who  for  the  time  are  intrusted  with 
the  duty  of  government.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  in  the  first  instance, 
as  he  was  bound  to  do,  to  the  unfortunate 
difficulty    between     Portugal    and    this 
country.     He  said  that  the  course  which 
the  Government  had  pursued  left  him  only 
language  of  congratulation,  rather   than 
•  of  censure. 

Mr.  W.  K.  GLADSTONE  :  It  was  my 
[fault,  I  think.  Of  course,  the  congratula- 
tion was  not  intended  particularly  for  the 
Portuguese  matter.  I  had  more  in  my 
mind  what  follows. 

.  Mr.  AV.  H.  smith  :  I  do  not  wish  to 
strain  the  lancruagfe  of  the  riorht  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  I  think  I  am  right  in 
saying  that  in  reference  to  foreign  affairs 
generally  the  language  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  used  was  that  of  con- 
gratulation rather  than  of  censure. 
Undoubtedly  he  did  not  congratulate 
Her  Majesty's  Government  on  the  fact 
that  there  had  been  a  difference  between 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  the 
Portusfuese  Government.  We  do  not 
desire  any  congratulations  on  that  ground. 
On  the  contrary,  we  deplore  that  there 
should  liavo  been  any  difference  between 
us  and  a  Power  with  which  this  country 
lias  been  on  tjrms  of  intimacy  and 
fi'iendship  during  many  years.  We 
(bsire  earnestly  that  that  friendship 
and  that  cordiality  which  have  existed 
between  the  two  countries  may  be 
speedily  restored,  and  may  continue  to 
uxist  when  the  present  tauses  of 
<lift'orcncc  have  passed  awjiy.  But  it 
Mr.  W.  //.  Smith 


must  be  known  to  this  House  from  the 
Papers  which  have  been  published,  and 
it  will  be  still  further  known  when 
further  Papers  are  in  the  possession  of 
hon.  Members,  that  Her.  Majesty's 
Government  have  consistently  and  per- 
sistently informed  the  Government  of 
Portugal  that  it  would  be  impossible  for 
them  to  recognise  the  claims  set  up  to 
the  territories  which  were  the  cause  of  the 
recent  dispute.  They  have  been  informed 
repeatedly  during  the  last  two  years  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  must  insist 
upon  the  free  navigation  of  the  Zambesi, 
that  they  must  insist  on  the  security  of 
the  British  settlements  on  Lake  Nyassa 
and  in  the  Shire  Highlands,  and  that 
they  must  insist  that  the  missionaries 
and  the  traders  •  who  have  occupied 
that  portion  of  Africa  shall  remain 
under  the  protection  of  the  flag  of 
Great  Britain  ;  and  they  must  insist 
that  those  native  territories  which  have 
come  within  the  sphere  of  the  influence 
of  Great  Britain  shall  not  be  molested 
by  hostile  expeditions,  or  by  anything 
which  would  interfere  with  the  full  and 
complete  development  of  the  resources 
of  that  territory.  We  desire  to  accom- 
plish those  ends  by  absolutely  pacific 
means,  and  we  believe  now  that  the 
Portuguese  Gt)vernment,  recognising  the 
justice  of  the  claims  we  have  made,  will 
come  shortly  to  an  understanding  which 
will  render  all  further  difficulties  abso- 
lutely unnecessary.  Tlie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  criticised  the  language 
which  was  used  by  my  noble  Friend  the 
Foreign  Secretary.  The  ground  on 
which  we  base  our  claim  to  the  support 
of  this  House  and  of  the  country  in  the 
course  which  we  have  taken  in  Portugal 
is  that  we  have  prevented,  as  we  hope, 
any  hostile  action  whatever  by  a  prompt, 
clear,  and  vigorous  statement  of  the 
rights  and  limitations  of  this  countiy. 
Nothing  could  have  been  more  injurious 
to  the  Government  of  Portugal,  nothing 
could  have  tended  more  certainly  to 
deplorable  incidents  which  every  one 
in  Portugal  and  in  England  must  have 
deplored,  than  the  exhibition  of  anything 
like  a  temporising,  doubtful,  or  hesitating 
policy.  It  W.IS  in  the  interest  of  peace, 
in  the  interest  of  Portugal,  and  in  the 
interest  of  this  country  that  we  have 
adopted  the  course  with  which  the 
House  is  familiar.  Then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  to  the  Government 
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-of  Turkey.  He  stated  that  he  expected 
that  the  Government  would  never  put  a 
gloss  on  any  case  or  attempt  to  make  the 
condition  of  affairs  more  favourable  than 
it  is.  He  expressed  a  hope  that  we, 
speaking  on  behalf  of  this  country, 
would  never  shrink  from  speaking  of 
cruelty  and  tyranny  in  fitting  terms. 
I  can  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  whenever  a  fitting  occasion 
occurs  we  shall  never  hesitate 
to  speak  of  cruelty  and  tyranny 
in  fitting  terms,  and  we  should  be  the 
last  persons  in  the  world  to  endeavour 
to  put  a  gloss  on  any  case  whatever,  or 
to  endeavour  to  ntake  the  state  of  things 
in  any  part  of  the  world  appear  to  be 
more  favourable  than  they  really  are. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  paid  a  just 
tribute  to  the  ability  of  our  Ambassador 
at  Constantinople.  Sir  William  White 
has  exhibited  during  tha  period  of  his 
service  at  Constantinople  all  the  qualities 
which  entitle  him  to  the  confidence  of 
th'j  country,  as  well  as  of  the  Govern- 
ment which  he  serves,  and  when  1  speak 
of  the  Government  I  speak  of  that  which 
is  impersonal  and  not  party.  He  dis- 
tinctly represents  the  spirit,  the  aims, 
and  the  objects  of  the  Government  of 
this  country.  He  has  given  from  time 
to  time  advice,  he  had  taken  measures 
which  will  enable  him  to  obtain  informa- 
tion as  to  the  facts  of  the  casa  :  and  a-s 
regards  the  condition  of  Creti  and 
Armenia,  Papers  will  be  presented  to  the 
House  which  will  give,  not  a  gloss,  but  a 
statement  of  the  facts  of  the  case  so  far 
as  they  are  known  to  Her  Majesty's 
Ambassador  at  Constantinople,  and  so 
far  as  we  liave  been  able  by  the  means  at 
his  disposal  to  obtain  accurate  informa- 
tion as  to  the  facts.  Then  the  right  hon. 
•Gtjntleman  referred  to  the  trial  of 
Moussa  Bey,  and  he  trusted  that  that 
was  not  yet  ended.  I  can  assure  him 
that  the  influence  of  the  Ambassador  at 
•Constantinople  has  been  exercised  to 
endeavour  in  the  interest  of  the 
Port^  itself  to  secure  a  renewal 
of  that  trial.  Justice,  I  suppose, 
will  be  done  by  the  result  of  the 
trial,  for  I  believe  there  is  no  doubt  that 
Moussa  Bey  will  be  put  upon  his  trial 
again.  But  it  is  not  desirable  that  I 
should  refer  at  any  length  to  affairs 
which  will  be  much  more  fully  disclosed 
to  the  House  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  by  the  Papers  which  will  be  pre- 
sented. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
ferred to  the  condition  of  Crete.  There, 
again,  we  shall  be  in  a  position  to  give 
information  to  the  House  as  to  the  actual 
measures  taken.  It  is  undoubtedly  true 
that  there  is  a  local  governmen<r  in  Crete, 
but  there  are  •  local  conditions  in  that 
island  which  have  produced  great  diffi- 
culties in  the  past  and  may  produce 
great  difficulties  in  the  future.  So  far 
as  we  believe,  there  is  no  indication,  no 
real  ground  for  supposing  that  there  will 
be  a  renewal  of  disturbances  in  Crete. 
I  earnestly  hope  there  will  not  be  any. 
From  the  information  we  have  received 
there  is  no  doubt  that  there  has 
been  considerable  exaggeration  as  to  the 
nature  of  the  events  which  have  occurred 
in  that  island ;  but  perhaps  1  should  be 
accused  of  putting  a  gloss  upon  the  state- 
ments made  upon  that  subject  if  I  sought 
to  convey  to  the  House  the  information 
I  have  received  with  regard  to  it.  I 
prefer,  therefore,  to  ask  the  House  to  wait 
until  they  have  before  them  the  actual 
statements  made  by  cur  own  Consul, 
statements  which  I  can  say,  and  which  I 
think  myself,  may  be  received  with  con- 
fidence on  all  matters  of  fact.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  events  which 
were  stated  by  the  newspapers  to  have 
occurred  in  Siberia.  We  have  no  right 
whatever  to  interfere  in  the  internal 
afifeirs  of  a  country  with  which  we  have 
no  Treaty  rights  of  interference.  It  would 
therefore  be  a  matter  for  very  serious 
consideration  if  we  were  to  deem  it  our 
duty  to  ask  for  information  and  to  press 
for  disclosures  with  respect  to  the  internal 
Government,  the  exercise  of  authority,  by 
the  Ruler  of  a  great  Empire  such  as  Russia. 
At  present  we  have  no  informiation  on 
the  subject,  and  we  have  no  means  of 
knowing  whether  there  is  any  truth  in 
the  statements  which  have  appeared  in 
the  newspapers.  With  regard  to  South 
Africa,  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
been  mindful  of  the  obligations  which 
&11  upon  them  to  care  for  the  interests 
which  have  grown  up  with  such  enor^ 
molis  rapidity  between  this  country  and 
South  Africa.  Our  aim  has  been  to 
arrive  at  an  understanding  by  means 
of  which  the  rights  which  the  native 
population  possess  shall  be  respected, 
by  which  good  government  shall  be 
secured  for  the  country,  and  by  which 
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also  the  interests  of  the  English,  as  well 
as  those  of  their  Transvaal  neighbours, 
shall  be  respected.     We    have  not  yet 
received    the   Report   of    the    Commis- 
sioner, who  is  exceedingly  well  qualified 
for  the  duties  he   has  undertaken,  and 
therefore  we  cannot  say  whether  justice 
has  been  done  to  the  object  we  have  in 
view,  but  we  are  fully  conscious  of  our 
responsibility  in  regard  to  South  Africa, 
and  of  the  magnitude   of  the  interests 
which  have  been  developed  during  the 
last   three   or   four  years.       In   endear 
vouring  to  protect  the  interests  of  our 
fellow-subjects     in     that     part    of    the 
Queen's    Dominions,    we  are   also   con- 
scious that  we  owe  a  debt  to  the  abori- 
gines  of    South   Africa,   whom  we  are 
bound  to  protect   against   the   infringe- 
ment of  their  rights  and  proper  claims. 
The    right  hon.   Gentleman    referred  to 
the  suggestions  to  be  obtained  from  the 
settlers  in  the  Transvaal  Republic.    That 
is  a  question  of  very  great  importance. 
It  may  be  true — I  think  it  very  likely — 
that   the    prosperity  of   the    Transvaal, 
which   has  advanced  with  such  strides 
during  the  last  three  or  four  years,  has 
been  due  to  the  irruption,  as  it  may  be 
termed,  of    a  vast  number  of    English- 
men,  Scotchmen,   and   Irishmen.     It  is 
right  that  they  should   be  protected  in 
the  possession  of  the  property  they  have 
acquired    in    the    Transvaal     Republic. 
But  the  suggestion  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   makes,   that    the    franchise 
should     be    conferred     upon      subjects 
of    the   Queen   under   another   Govern- 
ment, is  a  matter  which  would  require 
the  greatest  possible  care,  if  it  were  not 
to   give   rise   to   greater    complications. 
The  right  hon.   Gentleman  referred  in 
terms  which   I   desire   to   echo   to   the 
question   of   tithe.     He    said  that  tithe 
ought  to  be  respected  and  preserved  as 
national    property.      I    also    echo    that 
sentiment,  and  it  will    be  the  effort  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  present  a 
measure  to  that  effect.     While  I  regard 
tithe    as    national   property,    I    do   not 
regard  it  as  fitting  that  the  owner   or 
occupier  of  the  land  should  appropriate 
it  to   himself,   and   whatever   our  diffi- 
culties may  be  as  to  the  application  of 
the  fund,  it  is  our  duty,  and  the  duty 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  to  take  mea- 
sures that  the  fund  itself  shall  remain 
iutact.     It  is  scarcely  necessary  for  me 
Mr,  W.  //.  Smith 


to    refer    to    the    observations    of    the* 
right    lion.    Gentleman    with   regard  to 
friendly    societies    and    savings    banks. 
T|ie     Chancellor     of      the     Exchequer, 
with     the     authority     which     belongs 
to    his    name,     and     with     the    object 
and    desire    to    make    the    savings    of 
the  working  classes  in  this  country'  much 
more  secure,  will  introduce  a  Bill  on  the 
subject.     It  is  clear  that   some   measure^ 
of  this  kind  has  become  necessary,  and  I 
trust    that    it    also     vn\\     receive    the- 
unanimous  support   of   the   Members  of 
this  House.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
referred  to  the  fact  that  we  had  omitted 
to  include  district   councils   for  England 
and  for   Scotland   in   the   programme  of 
business.     I  had  the   honour   to   follow 
the  right  hon.    Gentleman   on   the   last 
occasion   when     the     Speech    from    the 
Throne  was  under  discussion,  and  he  then 
said  that  we  had  placed  before  the  House 
a  larger  programme  than  we  could   pos- 
sibly carry  through.  We  have  a  measure 
prepared  for  applying  district  councils  to- 
England;   and   a   measure   for  applying 
district  councils   for  Scotland  could   be 
rapidly  produced,  and  there  is  no  reason 
wh}',  if  the   right   hon.    Gentleman  and 
hon.    Gentlemen   opposite    would    give 
assistance  in  the   progress   of   measures 
which  have  not   a   party   or  a  political 
purpose,    such     measures     should     not 
become  law  in  the  course  of  the  Session. 
But  we  have  thought  it  right  to  place  in 
the  programme  the  measures  in  the  order 
which   we  believe  to  be  most  pressing, 
and  we  have  asked  for  the  assistance  of 
the  House  only  in  the   ca^es   where  the 
pressing  necessities  of  the  questions  re- 
quire that  we  should  have  that  assistance. 
The  right   hon.   Gentleman   referred   to 
allotments.     A  Bill    will  be  introduced 
upon  that  question   by   my   right   hon. 
Friend  (Mr.   Chaplin)   provided  greater 
facility  is  given   for   the   transaction   of 
public    business.     With   regard  to    the 
question   of  assisted   education,   we  are 
not  in  a  position  to  appropriate  so  large  a 
portion  of   time   to   that   question   as  it 
would  require,  feeling  that  it  is  our  first 
duty  to  deal  with  the  land  question,  with 
the  question    of    local    government    in 
Ireland,  and   with   those   other   matters 
included  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne- 
The  question  of  assisted  education  is  one- 
upon  which  public  opinion  has  not  yet 
fully    declared    itself,     and     there    are- 
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difficulties  connected  with  it  which 
the  discussions  which  will  take  place 
with  respect  to  it  will  probably  remove. 
In  the  coiii'se  of  this  year  it  is  probable 
that  the  discussions  on  the  subject  will 
enlighten  the  community  at  large,  and 
will  enable  those  of  us  who  are  prepared 
t.i  deal  with  it  to  give  that  consideration 
to  the  question  which  will  put  us  in  a 
position  to  make  proposals  to  the 
House  upon  it  on  a  .future  occasion. 
With  regard  to  the  Sugar  Convention,  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  looks  at  the 
Papers  presented  to  the  House  he  will 
see  that  the  action  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  depends  upon  agreements 
with  all  the  Powers  who  are  parties  to 
that  Convention.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  probably  not  aware  that  the 
agreement  now  is  not  so  complete  as  it 
appeared  to  bo  at  one  time,  and  until  that 
agreement  is  absolutely  complete  there 
will  be  no  desire  nor  any  intention  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  ask  for  legislation  on  the  subject. 
Under  these  circumstances,  while  I  admit 
that  I  took  a  great  deal  of  interest  in  and 
derived  a  great  deal  of  pleasure  from 
this  portion  of  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  am  afraid  I  am  only 
able  to  give  him  cold  comfort  as  to  the 
opportunity  which  he  may  have  for  re- 
newing the  amusing  remarks  which  he 
has  made  on  the  presentation  of  any  Bill 
for  the  ratification  of  the  engagement 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  has 
entered  into  with  respect  to  the  Sugar 
Convention.  I  have  now  only  to  refer  very 
shortly  to  the  remarks  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  with  regard  to 
Ireland.  I  certainly  cannot  complain, 
and  I  am  sure  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  would  not  complain,  of 
the  tone  of  those  remarks.  It  is  only 
reasonable  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  friends  should  contend  that  the 
improvement  in  Ireland  is  not  due  to 
coercive  measures.  I  believe  the  im- 
provement which  has  taken  place  in  that 
country  is  due  to  the  confidence  which 
now  prevails  there  that  the  man  who 
chooses  to  work  and  cultivate  his 
holding  may  do  so  in  peace  and 
security.  It  is  largely  due  also,  no 
doubt,  to  the  improved  prices  which  Irish- 
men, in  common  with,  farmers  in  the  rest 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  are  getting  for 
their  produce  ;  but  even  improved  pi-ic^s 


would  not  result  in  an  improved  condition 
in  Ireland  if  there  was  not  a  vast  increase 
in   the   sense  of  security  which  prevails 
throughout  that  country-.     Whether  the 
improvement  is  due  to  the  firm  Govern- 
ment of  my  ng ht  hon.  Friend  or  to  hope 
I   will  not  attempt  to  discuss  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.     I   believe   it   is 
due   largely   to    the    confidence    which 
prevails   in    the    security    with    which 
industry   can   be  carried  forward  there. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman    has   referred 
to  the  Local  Grovemment  Bill   which   is 
promised  for  Ireland,  and  says  that  if  it 
is   niggardly   it  will  afford  materials  foi* 
hostile   criticism.       I   can  only  say  that 
the  course  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  thought  it  right  to   pursue  ife 
to   propose   to   this  House  to  extend  to 
Ireland    those   principles   of   local   self- 
government   which   have   already   been 
adopted   in  England  and  Scotland,  as  far 
as   they   are   applicable   to   the    former 
country.     I   cannot  give    the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  any  further  information  on  a 
measure  which  will  require  full  explana- 
tion from  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  when  it  is  introduced  ;    but   I 
am  quite  sure  the  right   hon.  Gentleman 
will  not  find  it  niggardly  in  its  provisions, 
even  although,  as  has  often  lx?en  the  case, 
it   may  afford  in   the  view  of  right  hon. 
and     hon.     Gentlemen     opposite      new 
material  for  hostile  criticism.  I  trust  that 
will  not  be  the  case.  I  trust  that  the  Hou8& 
will   endeavour  to  deal  with  those  ques- 
tions that  will  be  submitted  to  its  con- 
sideration  in   the   spirit   which    was   so- 
strongly  advocated  by  my  noble  Friend 
behind  me,  and  that  it  will  endeavour 
to  deal  with  the  programme  of  legislation 
which  we  have  ventured  to  lay  before  it 
with  a  sole  desire  to  benefit  the  people 
whom   hon.   Members  represent,  and  to 
forward  their  interests.      Party  conflict 
is    unfortunately    unavoidable    in    this 
House.       No    doubt    it  produces   some 
advantages,  but  those  who  indulge  in  it 
incur  a   great  responsibility  if  they  do 
anything  to  prevent  the  development  of 
the  resources  of  this  country,  and  refuse 
to   pass   into   law   measures   which    are 
intended  for  the  benefit  of  the  people  at 
large,  and  if  they  will  not  as  Members 
of  the   House   of  Commons   lend   their 
best  assistance  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment   in    their    efforts   to   improve  the 
condition  of  the  people  without  any  re- 
G2 
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ferdnba.  to  party  interests.  I  have 
nothing  more  to  say  to  the  right  hon. 
Gen,tleman  than  this — that  I  trust  the 
Hpirit  with  which  he  entered  on  the 
■discussion  of  this  Address  will  continue 
tbrqughout  the  Session,  and  that  there 
will  be  a  general  desire  to  bring  the 
House  of  Commons  into  useful  co-opera- 
tion with  the  Government  of  the  day  in 
iriattars  which  ar<3  not  political,  but 
^vhich  are  of  social  and  pressing  import^ 
i*nce.  If  the  lion.  Gentleman  will  ex- 
cise his  influence  in  endeavouring  to 
secure  to  the  House  of  Commons  its 
liberty  of  action  and  power  to  discharge 
its  duties  to  the  State,  I  am  sure  we 
shall  recognise  once  more  the  great  ser- 
vices which  he  has  rendered  to  the  State, 
and  his  great  ability  to  continue  those 
services. 

*  Mil.  S.  SMITH  (Flintshire)  :  I  think 
the  House  may   be   congratulated   upon 
the  excellent  tone  and  temper  which  have 
•characterised  the  debate  so  far.     They  are 
worthy  of  the    best    traditions    of    the 
House,  and  one  may  venture  to  hope  that 
to-day's  discussion  will  be  an  augury  of  a 
practical  and   useful   Session,   and   that 
there  will  be  none  of  tliat  waste  of  time 
caused  by  mutual  recrimination  and  party 
bitterness  which  we  have  had  to  regret 
in  former   Sessions.     Many   of   us   who 
rarely  speak  in  the   House  feel  that  the 
value  of  the  House  would  be  doubled  if 
Members   would  address  themselves  to 
tlie  subject  Ixjfore  them  with  the  same 
fairness  and  cjindour  which    have  been 
asliown  by  t'le  leader   of  the  House  and 
the   leadjr  of  the  Opposition  to-day.     I 
do  not  desire  to  interfere  wdth  the  har- 
mony which  has  hitherto  prevailed  when 
I  call  attention  to  certain  omissions  from 

the  Royal  Speecli ;  but  I  feel  obliged  to 
^'all  attention  to  tlie  absence  of  anyrefer- 
*;nce  to  the    subject   of  education.     The 
air  has  been  thick  with   rumours  of  the 
intentions    of    the     Government.      The 
present    btate   of   elementary   education 
causes  great  dissatisfaction,  and  there  is 
a  widespread   expectation    of    sweeping 
changes.     I  confess,  t!ierefon»,  to  a  feel- 
ing of  disappointment  that  the  question 
has  been  passed   over   in   utter   silence. 
Mr.  W.  H.  .Smith 


For  two  or  three  years  we  have  had  the 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission,  which 
sat  for  two  years  and  took  an  immense 
quantity  of  evidence,  lying  on  the  table  of 
the   House.      That   Report  is   of  great 
value,  being  full  of  wise  recommendations 
which  have  not  been  acted  upon  to  any 
appreciable  extent.     This  question  is   a 
very   pressing  one.     Some  half  million 
children  annually  pass  through  the  ele- 
mentary schools  of  this  country,  and  in 
a  vast  number  of  cases  they  have  no  subse- 
quent  opportunity  of    improving    their 
minds.     I  earnestly  hope  the  attention  of 
the  House  aChd  the  country  will  be  given 
to  these  recommendations  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  that  the  Government  will  give 
effect  to  some  of  them  during  the  present 
Session.     Every  one   is  aware  that  the 
system  of  payment  by  results  has  been 
condemned  by  all  educationalists,  and  this 
system  has  in  our  country  been  pushed 
to  an  extreme  which  greatly  impairs  the 
usefulness   of  our   schools,   and  greatly 
harasses  and  hampers  the  teachers.     The 
Commission  was  unanimously  in  favour 
of  a  relaxation  of   this   system.     There 
was,  indeed,  a  movement  in  that  direc- 
tion in  the   Code  of  last  year  ;  but  that 
Code  was  withdrawn.     The  Commission 
was   also   unanimously   of   opinion   that 
attendance  should  be  made  obligatory  up 
to  13  years,  and  that  the  age  for  half- 
time  should  be   raised  from    10   to  11. 
These      recommendations       are       most 
necessary.      In    this    country    children 
are  withdrawn    from    school  at  far  too 
early  an  age — at  an  earlier  age,  in  fact, 
than  those  of  any  of  the  more  enlightened 
nations  of  Europe.     There  is  a  third  sub- 
ject   on    which    the     Commission    was 
absolutely  unanimous,  namely,  the  neces- 
sity of  establishing  a  system  of  continua- 
tion schools.     We  have  had  a  vast  body 
of  evidence  taken  on  this  subject,  and  we 
have  astrong  recommendation  on  the  part  of 
the  Commissioners,  and  something  should 
be  done  to  attr&ct  children  to  these  schools. 
Nothing  has  been  done  in  this  direction. 
I  had  the  pleasure  last  session  of  intro- 
ducing   a    discussion    on    Continuation 
Schools,   and   I   think    the   House    was 
almost   unanimous    that    the    establish- 
ment    of     Continuation     Schools     was 
necessary.     I    am  glad  to  say   we   had 
from  the  Minister  of  Education  a   very 
favourable  response,  and   an    indication 
that  the  Government  would  be  prepared 


161 


MaJeMy's  Most         {Februahy  12,  1890}  GraciouR  HpeeSi. 


162 


oil  au  early  day  to  grapple  with  the 
question.  I  was  in  hopes  that  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne  to-day  we 
should  have  liad  some  allusion  to  the 
subject,  and  I  still  remain  in  hope  that 
during  the  course  of  the  Session  some 
opportunity  will  be  found  for  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Continuation  School 
System.  The  fact  is  there  is  no  question 
connected  with  the  social  welfare  of  the 
people  of  more  importance  than  this  of 
continuing  the  education  of  our  children 
till  a  lat3r  age.  I  attribute  the  terrible 
poverty  and  degradation  prevailing  in 
our  laige  towns  mainly  to  the  fact  that 
the  children  leave  school  so  early  in  life. 
In  France,  [Germany,  Switzerland,  and 
Austria,  there  is  nothing  like  the  same 
moral  degradation.  The  average  age  at 
which  British  children  leave  school 
is  under  1 2  years,  and  only  too  many 
of  them  grow  uj)  without  learning  any 
useful  industry,  and  become  frequenters 
of  the  public  house,  the  music  hall,  and 
other  debasing  resorts.  Not  more  than 
3  or  4  per  cent,  of  British  children  con- 
tinue education  after  12  years  of  age. 
Contrast  that  with  what  takes  place  in 
other  countries  of  Europe.  In  Switzer- 
land, from  which  country  I  have 
just  returned,  I  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  examining  several  schools, 
and  I  had  the  pleasure  of  going 
through  the  primary  schools  at  Laus- 
anne, and  the  marvellous  completeness 
of  the  educational  system  there  surprised 
me.  The  children  are  kept  at  school 
compulsorily  until  the  age  of  15,  and 
then  the  youths  are  sent  to  Continuation 
Schools  in  winter,  where  they  re  main  until 
19  years  old,  and  where  they  learn  their 
civic  duties.  The  moral  and  physical 
training  of  the  rising  population  is 
carefully  provided  for,  and  to  this 
system  is  to  be  attributed  the  orderly, 
law  -  abiding  character  of  the  Swiss 
community.  Yoxi  have  to  deal  in 
Switzerland  with  an  educated  people,  and 
there  you  find  an  almost  total  absence  of 
squalor  and  beggary.  When  I  came 
home  from  Switzerland  I  was  deeply  im- 
pressed with  the  inferiority  of  our  social 
system.  It  does  not  approach  to  the 
ideal  with  whicli  alone  any  citizen  of  the 
country  ought  to  be  satisfied.  We  allow 
our  children  to  leave  school  two  or  three 
years  too  early,  and  we  make  no  pro- 
vision for  their  security  from  moral  con- 


tamination in  after  years.  I  must  express 
my  regret  that  there  is  no  allusion  in 
the  Speech  fi*om  the  Throne  to  the  great 
question  of  Education.  We  had  expected 
to  have  an  allusion  in  some  direction  or 
another,  and  I  am  glad  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  has  this  afternoon  elicited 
from  the  Leader  of  the  House  a  reply  on 
the  subject  of  what  is  generally  called 
Free  Education.  We  were  led  to  belie vo 
from  the  many  speeches  made  in  the 
Recess  by  the  Leaders  of  the  Goveni- 
mont  that  a  great  scheme  was  being  pre- 
pared of  Free  Education.  I  think  I  may 
say  that  on  this  side  of  the  House  such 
a  scheme  would,  upon  the  whole,  be 
received  with  favour.  Upon  the  general 
principle  of  gratuitous  education  in  ele- 
mentary schools  the  Ijiberal  Party  has 
virtually  made  up  its  mind,  and  the  time? 
cannot  be  very  far  distant  when  the 
country  will  insist  that  such  a  scheme^ 
shall  be  carried  into  efFect.  Before  sitting 
down  I  desire  to  refer  for  a  moment 
to  the  Tithe  Question.  As  a  Welsh 
Member,  I  may  be  allowed  to  say 
that  the  part  of  the  United  Kingdom 
most  interested  in  the  Tithe  Question  is 
the  Principality  of  Wales.  But  for  the 
action  of  the  Principality  the  Tithe 
Question  would  not  be  brought  before 
Parliament  at  the  present  time  ;  now  we 
are  led  to  believe  we  shall  have  a  larg(; 
and  comprehensive  measure  dealing  with 
tithe.  I  do  not  doubt  that  so  far  as  Eng- 
land is  concerned  a  fair  settlement  may 
be  arrived  at,  but  I  wash,  as  a  Welsh 
Member,  to  protest  against  any  settle- 
ment of  the  Tithe  Question  being  looked 
upon  as  permanent  or  satisfactory  whicli 
is  not  connected  with  the  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Church  of  England  in  Wales. 
It  is  a  vain  thing  to  attempt  to  settle 
this  question  in  Wales  without  going  to 
the  root  of  the  evil,  and  that  root  lies  in 
the  fact  that  you  have  forced  on  the 
Welsh  people  a  Church  that  is  repugnant  to 
thogreat  mass  of  them,  that  is,  virtually 
an  alien  Church.  All  the  argu- 
ments that  weighed  in  favour  of 
Disestablishment  in  Ireland  hold  equally 
good  for  Disestablishment  of  the 
Church  in  Wales.  The  position  the 
Welsh  people  take  np  is  perfectly  well 
defined,  25  out  of  28  Members  voted 
last  year  for  Disestablishment  in 
Wales.  A  more  complete  manifesta- 
tion    of    public    opinion    it     would    be 
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impossible  to  have.  Tliere  is  no 
chance  of  tlie  position  Ixjing  reversed. 
Ths  mind  of  the  people  is  entirely  made 
"up,  and  nothing  but  Disestablishment 
will  lead  to  peaca  and  contentment 
amongst  the  Welsh  population.  I  thank 
the  Housj  for  the  indulgence  with  which 
they  have  listened  to  me,  and  I  hope  the 
Session  on  which  we  have  entered  will 
be  one  mirked  by  the  passing  of  really 
valuable  social  legislation,  for  the  benefit 
of  the  great  mass  of  the  people. 

Mr.  BLTCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.):  1 
desire  to  make  a  few  remarks  in  regard 
to  our  dispute  with  Portugal,  and  in 
regard  to  our  dealings  with  the  country 
known  as  Nyassaland.  The  paragraph  in 
the  Queen's  Speech  has  been  limited 
almost  entirely  to  what  may  be  known 
as  the  Major  Serpa  Pinto  incident.  We 
have  taken  strong  measures  with  Por- 
tugal, insisting  upon  the  withdrawal  of 
Major  Serpa  Pinto  and  his  force  from  the 
position  taken  up  by  them.  I  think  that 
the  demands  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment made  were  just  demands,  and 
demands  which  will  meet  with  the 
general  support  of  public  opinion  in  this 
House  and  in  the  country.  The  right 
lion.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  has  said  that  we  have  consist- 
ently and  persistently  informed  the 
Portuguese  Government  of  our  views,  that 
we  have  made  our  case  quite  clear  to  the 
Portuguese  Government.  That  is  just  the 
point  on  which  I  think  the  House  desires 
to  be  assured.  Of  course,  so  far  as  oflBcial 
statements  have  hitherto  gone,  we  cannot 
satisfy  ourselves  that  from  the  beginning 

Portusfal  has  lie  en  made  aware  con- 
tinuously of  what  we  considered  to  be 
our  just  demands  with  regard  to 
boundaries  and  the  keeping  open  of  the 
navigation  of  the  Zambesi.  For  the 
past  three  years  and  more  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  been  made  fully  aware 
of  what  the  designs  and  aims  of  Portugal 
are  in  that  part  of  Africa,  and  we  have 
yet  to  learn  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment took  care  that  it  was  clearly  and 
positively  known  to  the  Portuofucse 
Oovernment  what  we  considered  to  be 
Mr.  S.  Sniifh 
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our  just  rights.  I  should  be  exceedingly 
rejoiced  if  we  discovnr  from  the  Papers 
that  the  assurance  of  the  First  Loid  of 
the  Treasury  is  justifiable.  We  have 
always  very  great  difficulty  in  dealing 
with  a  power  like  Portugal,  and  it  is  only 
by  making  it  perfectly  clear  in  the  very 
beginning,  and  from  time  to  time,  what 
we  consider  our  absolute  demands  are 
that  we  can  possibly  expect  to  get  satis- 
faction. Otherwise  the  feeling  gets 
abroad  that  we  are  making  nse  of  our 
strength  to  enforce  our  demands.  I 
think  we  have  great  reason  to  complain 
of  the  way  in  which  we  in  the  House 
of  Commons  have  been  kept  in  the  dark 
with  regard  to  these  negotiations.  Upon 
the  first  night  of  the  last  Session  I 
called  attention  to  the  subject  of  our 
dispute  with  Portugal,  and  we  were 
promised  by  the  First  Tjord  of  the 
Treasury  that  with  regard  to  South-East 
African  affairs  Papers  should  be  laid  on 
the  Table  of  the  House.  No  such  Papers 
were  laid  on  the  Table,  and  in  May  we  were 
told  that  the  promise  had  been  forgotten, 
and  that  there  were  no  Papers  to  present. 
The  day  after  the  Adjournment  the 
Papers  were  presented,  but  they  only 
dealt  with  the  Zanzibar  part  of  the 
question.  There  is  one  other  point  1 
wish  to  urge  on  the  Government. 
Yesterday,  in  the  House  of  Lords,  Lord 
Salisbury  said  that  the  Government 
would  see  that  the  country  of  Nyassaland, 
over  which  we  have  assumed  a  protectorate, 
shall  be  put  under  some  kind  of  perma- 
nent regulation  or  government.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the.  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  seemed  to  me  to  nse  some- 
what vague  language,  because  he  used 
the  expression  "  sphere  of  influence,"  in 
relation  to  that  country.  So  far  as  I 
understand  what  has  taken  place  is  that 
we  have  established  an  actual  protectorate 
in  that  country.  We  must  be  perfectly 
sure  that  our  position  is  made  clear  and 
unmistakeable  in  the  eyes  not  merely  of 
Portugal,  but  of  every  foreign  Power. 
Let  us  take  care  now  that  the  whole 
subject  is  before  the  country  that  we 
settle  it  thoroughly  and  completely  so 
that  these  disputes  cannot  arise  in  the 
future. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed? 
*'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
(J/?\  lloworth.) 
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Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  It  was  under- 
stood that  about  this  time  we  should 
adjourn  the  debate  in  order  to  afEord  hon. 
Members  the  opportunity  of  bringing  in 
.  the  Bills  of  which  notice  has  been  given, 
but  I  should  have  been  glad  if  a  few 
minutes  more  had  been  occupied,  because 
I  think  hon.  Members  may  have  left 
last  night  under  the  impression  that  the 
adjournment  would  be  shortly  after  half- 
past  3,  and  it  may  be  a  little  hard  on 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  that  they  should 
lose  their  chance  through  not  being 
present  exactly  at  half-past  3.  I  do  not 
know,  Sir,  if  you  can  refrain  from  calling 
the  Notices  for  two  or  three  minutes  to 
allow  of  Members  being  here.  I  assent 
4io  the  adjournment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


MOTIONS. 

BANKRUPl'CY   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Albert  RoUit,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  of  Bankruptcy,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Sir  Albert  Rollit,  Colonel  Hill,  Mr. 
Labouchpre,  Mr.  Forrest  Fulton,  Mr,  Lock- 
wood,  Mr.  Bradlaugli,  and  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  1.] 

RELIGIOUS   DISABILITIES   REMOVAL    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Camx)bell-BaDnernian, 
Bill  to  remove  the  disabilities  of  Roman 
Catholics  to  hold  the  ofiices  of  Lord  Chancellor 
•of  Great  Britain  and  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Campbell- Bannerman,  Mr.  William  Fwart 
'Gladstone,  Mr.  John  Morley,  Sir  Horace  Davy, 
and  Mr.  Asquith. 

Bill  x)re8ented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  2.] 

TENURE  OF  LAND  (iKELAND)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Dr.  Commins,  Bill  for  the 
Amendment  of  the  Law  relating  to  the  Tenure 
and  Occupation  of  Land  in  Ireland,  ordered  to 
be  brought  iR  by  Dr.  Commins,  Mr.  Pamell, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Corbet,  Mr.  Patrick 
O'Brien,  Mr.  Crilly.  Mr.  O'Hea,  and  Mr. 
Hayden. 
,  Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  3.] 

AGRICULTURAL  LABOURERS  (iRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Fox,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  Agricultural  Labourers  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Dr.  Fox, 
Mr.  Parnell,  Mr.  William  O'Brien,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  O'Kelly,  Mr. 
Timothy  Harrington,  and  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  4.] 

MARRIAGE    WITH   A    DECEASED    WIFE's    SISTER 

(SCOTLAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Cameron  Corbett,  Bill  to 
alter  and  amend  the  Law  in  Scotland  as  to 


Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Cameron  Corbett,  Mr. 
Arthur  Elliot,  Lord  Elcho,  Mr.  Haldane,  Mr. 
Thomas  Sutherland,  and  Mr.  Shiress  Will. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  5.-] 

RATING  OP    MACHINERY   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Winterbotham,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Rating  of 
Machinery,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr, 
Winterbotham,  Sir  Bernard  Samuelson,  Mr. 
Tomlinson,  Sir  William  Houldsworth,  Sir 
Frederick  Mappin,  and  Mr.  Mowbray. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  6.] 

INTOXICATING   LIQUORS  (iRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Johnston,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating 
Liquors  in  Ireland  on  Saturday  and  Sunday, 
and  for  other  purposes  connected  therewith, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  «)  ohnston,  Mr, 
Lea,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr.  Biggar,  Sir  James 
Corry,  Colonel  Saunderson,  Mr.  John  Redmond, 
Mr.  Jordan,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy,  Mr.  Mahony, 
Mr.  De  Cobain,  and  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  7.] 

CHARITABLE  TRUSTS   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Rathbone,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Charitable  Trusts,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Rathbone.  Sir  John 
Kennaway,  Mr.  Thomas  i^llis,  Viscount 
Wolmer,  Mr.  Cozens  -  Hardy,  Mr.  Richard 
Power,  Mr   Howorth,  and  Mr.  Bryce. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  8.] 

PARLIAMENTARY   ELECTIONS   (SCOI'LAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Clark,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Parliamentary  Electidns  in 
Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Dr. 
Clark,  Mr.  Hunter,  Mr.  Barclay,  Mr.  Marjori- 
banks,  Mr.  Mackintosh,  Mr.  M'Ewan,  Mr. 
Haldane,  Mr.  lilunro  Ferguson,  Sir  John 
Kinloch,  and  Mr.  Caldwell. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  9.] 

OXFORD      UNIVERSITY      COMMISSION      STATUTE 
AMENDMENT     BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  David  Thomas,  Bill  to 
alter  and  amend  the  Oxford  University  Com* 
mission  Statute  concerning  the  Meyricke  En- 
dowment, which  received  the  Royal  Assent  3rd 
May,  1882,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
David  Thomas,  lilr.  Stuart  Rendol,  Mr. 
Warmington,  and  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  10.] 

LIQUOR     TR.VFFIC     LOCAL     OITION   (ENGLAND) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jacob  Bright,  Bill  to 
enable  ratepayers  and  others  in  towns  and 
districts  to  prevent  the  common  sale  of 
Ijitoxicating  Liquors  within  the  said  area, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Jacob  Bright, 
Mr.  Burt,  and  Sir  Walter  Foster. 

Bill  presented,  and  rea'd  first  time.    [Bill  11.] 


167 


3fet7*ojx>lvi 


{COMMONS} 


Water  BUI. 


168 


PRISOXERS   (IRELAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Hill  to 
amend  the  I>aw  relating  to  the  Treatment  of 
Prisoners  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr.  Carow,  Mr. 
William  O'Brien.  Mr.  Edward  Harrington, 
and  Mr.  John  O'Connor. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  12.] 

LEASEHOLDERS     (TRELAND)  jBIUi. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Bill 
to  amend  the  Law  in  reference  to  Leaseholders 
in  Ireland;  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  T. 
V.  O'Connor,  Mr.  8exton,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healv, 
Mr.  WiUiam  O'Brien,  and  Mr.  M'Cartan. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  13.] 

INTOXICATING      LIQUORS      (LOCAL      VETO) 
(IRELAND)    BILL.    ' 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  T.  \V.  RusseU,  Bill  to 
enable  the  ratepayers  of  any  locality  to  veto 
the  issue  of  Licences  for  the  Sale  of  Intoxi- 
cating Liquors  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  T.  W.  Kussell,  Mr.  Johnston,  Mr. 
John  Hedmond,  Mr.  De  Cobain,  and  Mr. 
Jordan. . 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  14.] 

COMMISSIONERS      FOR      OATHS      ACT      (1889) 
AMENDMENT     BILL. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Neville,  Bill  to  amend 
"The  Commis-sioners  for  Oaths  Act,  1889," 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Neville,  and 
Mr.  Arthur  Williams. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  1 5. ] 

LAND   TENURE   (WALEs)    BILL. 

On  the  ^Motion  of  Mr.  Stuart  Rcndel,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Tenure  of  Land 
in  Wales,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Stuart  Rendel,  Mr.  Bryn  Koberts,  Mr.  Joliu 
Roberts,  Mr.  Arthur  Williams,  Mr.  Thomas 
Ellis,  Mr.  Warmington,  and  Mr.  Bowen 
Rowlands. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  16.] 

POST   CARD   ADHESIVE   STAMP   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Cochrane- Bai Hie,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Regulations  respecting  Post  Cards, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Coekrane- 
Baillie,  Mr.  Bentley,  and  Mr.  Seager  Hunt. 

Bill  i)re8ented,  and  read  first  lime.    [Bill  17.] 

SOLDIERS   AND   8AIU1RS    DISABILITIES   RE- 
3I0VAL   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Young,  Bill  to  remove 
certain  Disabilities  attacliing  to  Soldiers  and 
Sailors  in  respect  of  the  francliise,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Young,  Sir  John  H. 
Kennaway,  Mr.  Jeffreys,  Mr.  Moss,  and  Mr. 
Tomlinson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  18.] 

MARRIAGE    WriH   A   DECEASED     WIFE's    SISTER 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Herbert  Gardner,  Bill  to 
alter  and  amend  the  Law  as  to  Marriage  with 


a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Herbert  Gardnetr,  Mr.  Robert  Retd, 
Mr.  Heneage,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr. 
Charles  Cameron,  Mr.  Jesse  Collins,  Mr.  T. 
W.  Russell,  Mr.  Oldroyd,  and  Mr.  Kelly. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  19.] 

ACCESS  TO  MOUNTAINS   BILI^ 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bryoe,  Bill  to  secure  to 
the  public  the  right  of  Access  to  Mountains  and 
Moorlands  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Bryce,  Mr.  Joseph  Bolton,  Mr. 
Haldane,  Mr.  Donald  Crawford,  Dr.  Farquhar- 
son,  Mr.  Long,  and  Sir  Henry  Roscoe. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  20.*] 

HOUSING    OF    THE   WORKING   CLASSES   (METRO- 
POLIS)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  James  Stuart,  Bill  to 
provide  for  the  Better  Housing  of  the  Working 
Classes  in  the  Metropolis,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  James  Stuart,  Mr.  Beaufoy,  Mr. 
Causton,  Mr.  Cremer,  Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  Pickers - 
gill,  Mr.  Montagu,  Mr.  Rowlands,  Mr.  Sydney 
Buxton,  Mr.  Lawson,  and  Mr.  Octavius  V. 
Morgan. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  21.]. 

POOR   LAW    GUARDIANS    (iRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Foley,  Bill  to  amend  the- 
Law  relating  to  Poor  Law  Guardians  in  Ire- 
land, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Foley,. 
Mr.  Harris,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'Brien,   Mr.  Gill, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  and  Mr.  Maurice  Healy. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  12. \ 

REPRESE^^ATIOX  OF  THE   PEOPLE  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Chance,  Bill  to  alter  and 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Representation 
of  the  People,  ordered  t.o  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Chance,  Mr.  WUliam  O'Brien,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy, 
and  Mr.  Maurice  Healy. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  23.1 

NATIONAL    SCHOOL    TEACHERS*   (IRELAND)> 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stack,  Bill  to  amend  the- 
Law  relating  to   the  position  and  salaries  of> 
National  School  Teachers  in  Ireland,  ordered, 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Stack,  Mr.  Sexton, 
Mr.  Edward  Harrington,  Mr.  Conway  and  Mr. 
Corbet. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  24.] 

SHERIFF  COURTS   (SCOTLAND)    EXTRACTS   BILL^ 

On  the  Motion   of    Mr.   Caldwell,    BiU  to 
simplify  the  forms  of  Extracts  of   Decrees   in. 
the  Sheriff  Courts  of  Scotland,  ordered  to  h% 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Caldwell,  Mr.  James  Camp- 
bell, Mr.  Mackintosh,  and  IVlr.  M*Lagan. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  25. X 

METROPOLIS   WATER  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Octavius  V.  Morgan,  Bill 
for  enabling  the  County  Council  of  London^ 
introduce  new  supplies  of  water  into  tho 
Metropolis,  and  to  acquire  the  rights  of  ex- 
isting Water  Companies,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Octavius  V.  Morgan,  Mr.  Beaufoy^ 
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3Ir.  Sydney  Biixton,  Mr.  Caustou.  Str.  Cremer, 
Mr.  UoweU,  Mr.  Lairuoii,  Mr.  Montagu,  Mr- 
Pickersgill,  Mr.  Kowlands,  and  Mt.  jaaea 
fitiiart. 

BUI  pie^ented,  snd  read  first  time.     [Bill  SC.J 

BtEMKNTARl*   EUUCATIOK     CONTINUATION* 
SCHOOLS   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bnmiiel  Smith,  Bill  to 
amend  tho  Gbmentury  Ediicnlian  Acts  and  la 
provide  Cantimiatjon  Schools,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  bj-  Mr.  Snniuel  Smith,  Sir  Henry 
Roscoe,  Sir  Jobn  Lubbock,  Sir  George  Baden- 
Powell,  Sir  .Tohn  PuIeiitoD,  Mr,  John  Morloi-, 
Mr.  Bri-ce,  Mr.  Cyril  Flower,  Mr.  Finher,  Mr. 
PiotOQ,  Mt.  Jumes  William  Lowther,  nnd  Mr. 
Uoirell. 

BillpreaentBd,.indreHdfirHt  IJrae.     [Bill  27.1 

yAClBBV     hXD    WOJtK-snOP    ACT    (1878) 

AJIENPIIEN'I    HILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  BiiiimBnn,  BUI  to  ataea' 

"The    Factory    and   Workshop   Act,  1S78,' 


Oetarius    V.   Margua,    and    Mr. 
B  Graham. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  28.] 


itECISTRA'nON    BFLU 
On  Motion  of  Jlr.  Fell  Pcmb,  Bill  to  pro»ii 
for  the    RegiatratiOQ   of   BlidwivcK,  urdered 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Fall  PeaBe,  tleneral  Fitz 
Wygram,  Sir  Roper  Lethbridge,   Sir  Walter 
FoatW,  Dr.  FarituharHuu.  and  Itlr.  liiithbone. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  21).] 

PERSONAL  I'KOPEHTr  ESEMPLION    RILL. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Edmund  Robertson, 
Bill  to  provide  for  the  ExemplJon  of  Peraonal 
Property  (to  a  limited  value)  from  seizure  and 
■ale  nnder  legtil  procees,  ordered  tu  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Edmund  ItoberLion,  I^Ir.  Broadhnrst, 
Hx.  Picton,  Mr.  Dl'Ewan,  and  Mr.  Lonf;. 

Bill  presented,  and  readtirst  time.     [Bill  30.J 

JDHY   LAW   (iRELASri)  lilLL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Kilbride,  Bill  to  nmend  the 
Iaw  relating  to  Jiirora  in  Ireland,  ordered  to 
be  brotiKht  in  by  Mr.  Kilbride,  Mr.  T.  tl. 
Haaly,  Mr  Seston,  and  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor. 

BiU  presented,  nad  read  first  time.  [Bill  31.] 

UKtVEESITY   KDUCATIOS  (lUELANH)  BILL. 
OnMotioo'of  Mr.  O'Hanlon,  BiU  to  amend 

the  Law  relating  to  Unirorsity  Education  in 

Ireland,   ordered   to    be   bruugJit  in  by   Mr. 

O'Hanlon,   Mr.    Sexton,    Mr.     Pamell,    Mr. 

Dillon,  Mr.  'limothy  Unningion,  Mr.  Flynn. 

Dr.  Fox- 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BiU  32.] 

CUARWANS  OF  TITE   rOOlt  (ELECtlONj  RILL. 

Od  Motion  of  Captain  V'cmey,  Sill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  Election  of  Ouiirdiana 
of  the  Poor,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  bv 
Captain  Vemey,  Mr.  Hallcy  Stewart,  Mr, 
Cobb,  and  Mr,  Jes.*e  Collings. 

BiU  presented,  nnd  read  tirst  time.   [BiU  33.) 


HABEH    (CIJIIKR  T(MH)  niLL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bonaor,  BiU  to  create  ;i 

clone  time  for  HareH,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 

by  Mr.  Bonsor,  Mr.   Vniarton.  Mr.    Lavson. 

Mr.   FeUowBS,  Mr.  Richard   Power,  and   Mr. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  fir^t  time.  [BiU  31.] 
LICESSINU   ACTS  (Al>rEAr.s)  DILI.. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  WiUiam  Sinclair.  BiU  to 
lunend  the  Law  of  Appeal  in  cases  arising  in 
boroughs  under  the  Licensing  Aoti,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  "William  Sinclair,  Sir 
WiUiam  HoulOsworth,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr. 
BirroU,  and  Mr.  James  tjtevtnton. 

BiU  presented,  androod  first  time.   [BiUSfl.J 

PARLIAMENTARY    VOTEHM    HEIilSTUATION    HILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Cremer,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  for  the  Registration  of  Parliamentary 
Voters :  and  for  other  purpoites,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Cremer,  Mr.  William 
Abraham,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  William  Crawford, 
Mr.  Fenwick,  Mr.  Pickard,  and  Mr.  James 
Rowlands. 

BiU  presented,  and  road  first  timo.  [BiU  33.] 


t'iiOTPATHK    t 


i   HILL. 


On  Klotion  of  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  BiU  for  tlie 
hotter  protection  of  Footpaths  and  Roadside 
Waales,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Stiaw 
Lefevre,  Mr.  Bryco,  and  Sir  Albert  RoUit. 

BiU  presented,  and  road  first  time.  [Bill  37-] 

MARKETS   AND  FAIKB  (iRELANd)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mt.  T.  D.  SuUivan,  BiU  to 
amend  the  Laws  reiatiog  to  Fairs  and  Markets 
in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  braaght  in  by  Mr. 
T.  D.  SuUivan,  Sir.  lUchard  Power,  Mr.  Lane, 
and  Mr,  John  Kedmond.  * 

Bit!  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BiU  38.] 


UtlNTAtiloL'S 


ME  ST 


DLL. 


i)  ACIS  A.MESD- 


On  Motion  of  Mr.  Boord,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts,  1S7H 
and  1884,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Boord,  Mr.  Darling,  and  Mr.  Baamann. 

BiU  presBnted,  and  read  first  time.  [BiU  30,  J 

FIEliS  ASP  HARBOURS  (IREI.AM1)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hayden,  BiU  'to  amend 
tho  Laws  relaling  to  Piers  and  Harbours  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Hayden,  Mr.  WiUiam  Corbctt,  Dr.  Tanner. 
Mr.  Richard  Power,  Mr.  Murphy,  Colonel 
Nolan,  and  Mr.  Clones'. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [BiU  40.} 

COLONIAL  IIARRIAIiES  LEGAUSATIOH  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Scager  Hunt, 
the  Legalisation  of  certain  Colonial  Marriagi's, 
ocdered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Souger  Hunt, 
Mr.  OctaviuH  V.  Morgan,  Mr.  Alexander 
M'Arthur,  Sir  Edward  Orey,  and  Sir  John 
Puleston. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BiU  41.1 


J 


Ji(.i!htAcC(li<7:i) 
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I'T.ACEfi  Of    WKQSHIP  (ACQUISITION   Of   SlIKS) 

(wales)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Arthur  Wajisms.  Bill 
(or  giving  fuither  tacilities  tor  the  Aciiuisitiaii 
of  hites  for  PlgCM  of  Worship  in  Walel, 
ordered  to  he  brought  in  by  Mr.  Arthur 
Willinma,  Sir.  Oebome  Morgan.  Mr.  Stuart 
Roodel,  Sir  Edwurd  Reed,  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis. 
Mr.  Bowen  Rovrlatid«,  iind  Mr.  Samuel  Smitb. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  lirat  time.   [Bill  42.1 

FiriHK1ilL:s  ([UKl..\NIl)    BILL. 

On  Jlotion  of  Mr.  William  O'Brien.  Bill 
to  amend  the  iMVb  relating  to  Fiiheriea  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  lirought  in  Jlr.  William 
O'Brien,  Mr.  Richard  I'ower,  Mr.  Murphy, 
Colonel  Nolan,  and   Mr.  Timothy  Harrington. 

Bill  preBented,aad  read  ftrat  Ume.   [Bill  43.] 

iNTOxic.vnsii   LigtioliS  (nit;i..\.\D)  hours  ok 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Biggar,  Bill  to  limit  the 
hourii  for  s^e  of  intoxicating  drinhs  In  Ireland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  hy  Mr.  Big^gar,  Mr. 
Johnston.  Mr.  DeCobain,  BIr,  Arthur  O'Connor, 
Mr.  Lane,  and  itrr.  Blanc. 

Bill  presented,  und  road  drat  time.   [Bill  44.] 

wkt:ki,y  w.\(!f;s  bill. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Fenwick,  Bill  to 
provide  for  the  payment  ot  wagea  weekly, 
-ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Ur.  Fenwick,  ilr. 
Abraham  (Glamorgan),  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Bowell, 
Jlr.  Cremer,  Mr.  Bandell,  Mr.  David  Thomas, 
and  Mr.  De  Cohain. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  l.j.] 

On  Slotjon  of  Mr.  Cobb,  BiU  to  reform  Panah 
VeatrioB,  and  to  enable  tbem  to  elect  Parish 
Councila,  withpoweraaatoallotmontN.chLiritiee, 
the  rtfitriction  of  the  gale  of  intoiicating  liquon, 
outdoor  relief  uf  tho  poor,  the  management  of 
elementary  Bchoola,  and  other  matters,  and  to 
amend  "The  AUotmentn  Act.  I88T,"  ordered  to 
I*  brought  in  by  Mr.  Cobb,  Mr.  Channing, 
Sir  Walter  Foster,  Mr.  Searle-Hayne.  Mr. 
UiiUey  Stewart,  Mr.  Herbert  Gnrdner,  Mr. 
.\rthuT  Acland,  Mr.  Francis  Stevenxan,  and 
Captain  Veroey. 

Bill  presented,  ;tnd  read  finit  time.   ^Bill  4i;.] 

UEIIlii;!)  Ofl'ICURS'   CIVIL   EJIPL0\')1K>"1' 

(ib£lani>)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Plynn,  Bill  to  debar  Re- 
tired Kavat  and  Military  Officers  from  accept- 
ing employment  as  slipendarj  magistrates  in 
Ireland,  or  in  Iho  Irish  Civil  Service  B^tabliah- 
menta,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Fiyna, 
Dr.  Tanner,  Mr,  Urilly,  and  Mr.  Conway. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  Hrat  time.  [Bill  4  7.] 

BOCLBiUSTlCAI.  A,SSESSME«TS  (SCOT'LAND) 

BILL. 
On  Jlotion  of  Mr.  .Tames  Campbell,  BiU  to 
.mend  tho  Law  relating  to  Ecclesiastical  A*- 
B  in  Scotland,  ordcreil  to  be  brought 


in  by  M.r.  James  Campbell,  Mr.  Finlay,  Mr. 

M'Lagan,  Mr.  Mark  Stewart,  and  Mr.  Tboc- 

Bill  prcaented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  4S.] 

POOli  LAW  A.MKNDMKS'l"  Hlt.L, 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Alfred  Thomas,  Bill  tu 
amend  the  Poor  Law,  and  to  protect  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Poor,  ordered  to  ba  brought  in  by 
Mr.' Alfred  ITiomas,  Mr.  Warmington,  Mr. 
Leatham  Bright,  and  Mr.  William  Abraham. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  40. 

I.KASEUOLHEIts'   ESlllAMOHItiKMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  La«*an,  BiU  to  givu 
facilities  to  Leaseholders  for  the  puicbaae  of 
the  Fee  Simple  of  their  Holdings,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Lawson,  Mr.  James  Row- 
lands, Mr.  Broadhiirst.  Mr.  Robert  Reid,  Mr. 
Warmington,  Sir  John  Puleiton,  and  Mr. 
Thomas  Eltia. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  -id.] 

CAN.M,  HEVKLOPUEK'I'  BILL, 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Philip  Stanhope,  BiU  to 
enable  local  authorities  lo  acquire,  regulate, 
and  construct  Canals,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
bv  Mr.  Philip  Stanhope,  Hi.  Robert  Roid, 
Dr.  liunter,  Mr.  Brunner,  and  Hr.  Ernest 
Spencer. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  (BiU  SI. 

TITHE    KEYl'-CHARUE    (l]lELA\l>)    RILL. 

On   Motion  of  Captwn  M'Calnioot,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relative  to  Tithe  Reut-Cbacges 
in  Ireland,  ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  Cupt^a 
M'C^ilmont,  Colonel  Saundoraon,   Sir.  O'NeiU,  . 
llr.  Penrose  Fitz-Gerald,  and  Mr.  Macartney. 

Bill  pret^eated,  and  read  lirst  time.   [Bill  52.] 

FIsnEHJES  BEODLATION  (SL'0TI„\S1>)  BILL. 

On  Iklotion  of  Mr.  MarjoTibanka,  Bill  for  the 
cKliibliahment  of  District  Fishery  Committees 
in  Scotland,  for  the  introduction  of  a  repre- 
sentative element  into  the  Scottish  Finery 
Board,  and  for  the  regulation  and  development 
of  Scottish  mussel  and  bait  beds,  ordered  to  bo 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Marjoribanks,  Mr.  Duff,  Mr. 
Shireas  Will,  Mr.  Finlay,  Mr.  Malcolm,  and 
Mr.  Angus  Sulherland. 

Bill^rcsentcd,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  53.] 

SALE   OF    ISfOXEOATUfC    UQUOUS    OS    SUNIIAY 

(CORNWALL)  HILL, 

On  Motion  of  Kr.  Charles  Acland,  Bill  to 

Prohibit  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquor*  on 
unday  in  the  oountj-  of  Cornwall,  oi^erod  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Charles  Acland,  Mr. 
Courtney,  Mr.  Cooybeare,  Mr.  Bickford- 
Smith,  Mr.  M-Arthur,  and  Mr.  Bolilho. 

BiU'preaented,  und  read  first  time.     [Bill  Sl-1 

B.ALLOT  ACT  (1872)  AMENWJI:nt  lilLL. 

On  Motion  ot  Colonel  Waring,  Bill  to  amend 
"ThoBallotAct,  1972,"  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Colonel  Waring,  Colonel  Saunderaon,  And 
Mr,  Macartney. 

Billpresented,  and  read  first  time.     [BiU  55.]    { 
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INDIAN  COUNCILS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Br&dlaugh,  Bill  to  make 
better  provision  for  the  Constitution  of  the 
Council  of  the  Governor  General  of  India,  and 
for  the  Legislative  Councils  of  the  several 
Presidencies  and  Provinces  of  India,  by  en- 
larging their  number,  constituting  them  on  a 
partially  elective  basis,  and  increasing  their 
powers,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh,  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy,  Mr.  Caine,  Mr. 
McLaren,  Mr.  Buchanan,  Mr.  Picton,  Mr. 
Hunter,  and  Mr.  MacNeill. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  56.] 

ELECIORS'    QUALIFICATION    AND    REGISa'RATlON 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stansfeld,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  with  respect  to  the  Qualification  and 
Regiutration  of  Electors  at  Parliamentary, 
municipal,  and  county  elections  in  England 
and  Wales,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Stansfeld,  Mr.  Childers,  and  Sir  Charles  Russell. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  57.] 

CORPORATE  associations'  PROPERTY  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Howell,  Bill  for  the 
better  securing  their  property  to  Corporate 
Associations,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Howell,  Mr.  Pickerpgill,  Mr.  Rowlands,  Mr. 
Oremer,  Mr.  James  Stuart,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton, 
Mr.  Causton,  Mr.  ISIontagu,  Mr.  Octavius  V. 
Morgan,  and  Mr.  Beaufoy. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  58.] 

intestates'  estates  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ambrose,  Bill  to  amend 
"the  Law  by  making  better  provision  for  the 
widows  of  certain  Intestates  in  the  distribution 
•oi  such  Intestates*  property,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Ambrose,  Mr.  James,  Mr. 
Addison,  Mr.  Howard,  and  Mr.  Kelly. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  59.] 

directors'  liability  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Warmington,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  liability  of 
Directors  and  others  for  statements  in  pro- 
.spectuses,  and  other  documents  soliciting  appli- 
cations for  shares  or  debentures,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Warmington,  Mr.  David 
Thomas,  and  Mr.  Neville. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  60.] 

•employers'  liability  act  (1880)  amendment 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Burt,  Bill  to  amend  **  The 
Enployers*  Liability  Act,  1880,"  ordered  to  be 
l)rought  in  by  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr. 
-Joicey,  Mr.  Haldane,  and  Mr.  Lockwood. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  61.] 

•BAKERIES    (IRELAND)    (SUNDAY   LABOUR)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Nolan.  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  Sunday  Labour  in  Bakeries  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Nolan, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr.  Conway.  Mr.  James 
Stuart,  Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien,  Mr.  John  Wilson, 
4ind  3fr.  Provand. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  62] 


OCCUPYING   TENANTS   ENFRANCHISEMENT   BILL 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bartley,  Bill  to  enable 
Occupying  Tenantfi  of  houses  and  places  of 
business  to  purchase  the  fee  simple  of  their 
holdings,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Bartley,  Mr.  Seager  Hunt,  and  Major  General 
Goldsworthy. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  63.] 

LIQUOR     TRAFFIC     LOCAL      VETO     (SC0TLANI») 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  M*Lagaa,  Bill  to  enable 
owners  and  occupiers  in  burghs,  wards  of 
burghs,  parishes,  and  districts  in  Scotland  to 
prevent  the  common  sale  of  Intoxicating 
Liquors,  or  otherwise  to  ha  ve  effectual  control 
over  the  Drink  Traffic  within'  such  areas, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  M'Lagan,  Dr. 
Cameron,  Mr,  Lyell,  Mr.  Mackintosh,  Mr. 
Cameron  Corbett,  Mr.  Stewart,  Dr.  Clark,  Mr. 
Munro  Ferguson,  and  Mr.  Wilson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  Qi,"] 

SMALL   HOLDINGS   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jesse  CoUings,  Bill  to  give 
facilities  for  the  creation  of  Small  Holdings  of 
Land,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Jesse 
Collings,  Mr.  Robert  Reid,  Mr.  Burt,  Sir  Henry 
Selwin-Ibbetson,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Colonel 
Cotton,  Mr.  Flower,  Mr,  Pitt-Lewis,  and  Mr. 
Newnes. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  110.] 

VOLUNTEER   FIRE   BRIGADES  (EXEMPTION   EKOM 

juries)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Viscount  Curzon^  Bill  to  exempt 
certain  members  of  the  Volunteer  Fire  Brigade^ 
from  Service  on  Juries,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Viscount  Curzon,  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck* 
Mr.  Dixon -Hartland,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  l^^ancis 
Maclean,  Mr.  Gully,  Mr.  Baird,  and  Sir  Albert 
Rollit. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  65.] 

soldiers'  and  sailors'  disabilities  REMOVAL 

(no.  2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  JeflFreys,  Bill  to  remov 
the  Disabilities  of  Soldiers  and  Sailors  to  be 
registered  as  Voters  at  Parliamentary  Elections, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  JefiTreys,  Sir 
Walter  Barttelot,  Mr.  Comwallis,  General 
Fraser,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  and  Mr.  Whit- 
more. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  66.] 

MINES   (eight   hours)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Philipps,  Bill  to  restrict 
labour  in  Mines  to  Eight  Hours  ^er  Day, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  .Mr.  Phiupps,  Mr. 
Cuninghame  Graham,  Mr.  Pickard,  Mr. 
William  Abraham,  Mr.  Conybeare,  Mr. 
Jacoby,  Mr.  Randall,  Sir  Walter  Foster,  and 
Earl  ComptoP. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  67.] 

jurors'  detention  bill. 

On  Motion  of  IVIr.  Lockwood,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  Detention  of  Jurors  on 
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the  trial  of  feloui**?,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by- 
Mr.  Lock  wood,  Mr.  Fiulay,  Mr.  Howard  Vin- 
cent, and  Mr.  Aequith. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  68.] 

TENANCIES   RATING   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Seale-Hayne,  Bill  to 
divide  Rates  between  Landlord  and  Tenant, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Seale-Hayne, 
Mr.  Charles  Acland,  Mr.  Cobb,  Mr.  Handel 
Cossham,  Sir  Bernhard  Samuelson,  and  Mr. 
Halley  Stewart. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  69.] 

TREES    (IRELAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Pr.  Tanner,  Bill  to  encourage 
the  planting  of  Trees  and  Osiers  in  Ireland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Dr.  Tanner, 
Colonel  Nolan,  ISlr.  Richard  Power,  Mr.  Leamy, 
and  Mr.  Flynn. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  70.1 

TECHNICAL   EDUCATION   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Henry  Roscoe,  Bill  to  pro 
vide    Technical    Education    in    England    and 
Wales,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Henry 
Koscoe,  Mr.  Arthur  Acland,  Sir  Richard  Temple, 
Mr.  Samuel   Smith,    Mr.  Stuart   Rendel,  Mr 
Kathbone,  and  Mr.  James  Campbell. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  71.] 

FOREIGN   GOODS    (MARK   OF   ORIGIN)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Howard  "Vincent,  Bill  to 
provide  for  the  placing  of  a  mark  of  origin  upon 
Foreign  goods,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Howard  Vincent,  Sir.  Gray,  Mr.  Brookfield, 
Mr.  Morris,  Mr.  Johnston,  Mr.  Farquharson,  Mr. 
Byron  Reed,  Colonel  Bridgeman,  Mr.  Dixon 
Hartland,  and  ISIr.  Baumann. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  72.] 

RAILWAY  SHAREHOLDERS  (LICENSING  SESSIONS) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Maclure,  Bill  to  relieve 
Shareholders  in  Railway  and  other  Companies 
from  the  disqualification  penalties  for  acting  as 
Justices  of  Licensing  Sessions,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Maclure,  Mr.  Hermon- 
Hodge,  -Mr.  Fielden,  Mr.  Grotrian,  and  Mr. 
Seager  Hunt. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  73.] 

LOCAL  AUTHORITIES    (SCOTLAND)    (ACQUISI'IION 

OF  lands)  bill. 

OnMotion  of  Mr.Munro  Ferguson,Bill  to  enable 
Municipal  Authorities  and  County  Councils  iu 
Scotland  to  acquire  building  Lands compulsoiily, 
ordered  to  be  broughc  in  by  Mr.  Munru 
Ferguson  and  Mr.  Haldane. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  74.] 

POISONED  FLESH  PROHIBITION  ACT,  1864, 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Francis  Stevenson,  Bill  to 
amend  "  The  Poisoned  Flesh  Prohibition  Act, 
1864,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Francis  Stevenson,  Mr.  Herbert  Gardner,  Mr. 
Newnes,  and  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  fiist  time.  |[Bill  75.] 


POLLEN  FISHERIES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Macartney,  Bill  for  the 
better  preservation  of  Pollen  FisherioH  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Macartney  and  Mr.  0*XeiU. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  76.] ' 

CORPORAL  PUNISHMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mil  vain,  Bill  to  amend  and 
consolidate  the  Law  relating  to  Corporal' 
Punishment,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Milvain,  Sir  Matthew  White  Ridlej*,  Sir 
George  Russell,  Sir  Joseph  Pease,  and  Mr. 
Wharton. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  77.) 

SCHOOL  BOARD  FOR  LONDON  ELECTIONS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bhmdell  Maple,  Bill  to 
alter  the  divisions  of  London  for  the  election 
of  the  School  Board,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Blundell  Maple,  Sir  Richard  Temple,. 
Sir  Algernon  Borthwielc,  Sir  Albert  Rollit,  Mr^ 
Lawson,  Mr.  Richard  Chamberlain,  and  Mr. 
Baumann. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  78.] 

POLICE  (metropolis)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  James  Rowlands,  Bill  for 
placing  the  Police  of  the  Metropolis  under  the 
control  of  the  ratepayers,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  James  Rowlands,  ISIr.  Cremer,  Mr. 
Montagu,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton.  Mr.  Howell,  Mr. 
Pickersgill,  Mr.  Octavius  V.  Morgan,  Mr. 
James  Stuart,  Mr.  Causton,  Mr.  Lawson,  and. 
Mr.  Beaufoy. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  79.} 

INFECTIOUS   DISEASE   (PREVENTION)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  lilr.  Knowles,  Bill  to  prevent 
the  spread  of  Infectious  Disease,  ordered  to^ 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Knowles,  Sir  Archibald 
Campbell,  Dr.  Farquharson,  Mr.  Edward  Hard- 
castle.  Mr.  Hastings.  Mr.  Powell,  Mr.  Sexton]' 
and  Mr.    Wharton. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  80., 

EAST   INDIA  (local  COUNCILS)  BILL 

On  Motion  of  Sir  William  Plowden,  BiU  to  • 
amend  and  extend  the  existing  Local  Councils  - 
in     India,   ordered  to   be  brought  in  by  Sir 
William  Plowden,  Mr.  Beaufoy,  andSir  Albert 
Rolht. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  81.] 

HANDLOOM  WEAVERS  (iRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  (Colonel  Saunderson,    Bill  to- 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Handloom  Weavers 
in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Colonel 
Saunderson,  Colonel  Waring,   Mr.  O'Neill,  and 
Mr.  Macartney. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  824 

CROHNAL  CASES  APPEALS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Henrv  James,  Bill  to 
establish  a  Court  of  Appeal  in  Criminal  Cases, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Henry  James- 
and  Mr.  Asquith. 

Bill  presented,  and  road  first  time.  [     l^illS. 
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:SCHOOL  BOARD  FOR  LONDON    SUPERANNUATIONS 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Bichard  Temple,  Bill  to  enable 
the  School  Board  for  London  to  f^rant  Super- 
annuation Allowances,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Sir  Richard  Temple,  Sir  Ughtred  Kay- 
Shuttleworth,  Mr.  Mundella,  and  Mr.  Ijafone. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  84.] 

DRAINAGE  SEPARATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stephens.  Bill  to  enable 
ihe  Local  Authorities  to  deal  separately  with 
the  Sewage  and  the  Drainage  of  their  District, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Stephens,  Mr. 
Hastings,  Sir  Henry  Koscoe,  Sir  Guyer  Hunter, 
Mr.  Shiress  Will,  Mr.  Isaacs,  Mr.  Ambrose,  and 
Mr.  Tatton  Egerton. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  85.] 

REGISTRATION  OP  VOTERS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Shiress  Will,  Bill  to 
4imend  the  Law  relating  to  the-  Qualification 
4ind  Registration  of  Parliamentary  Voters  and 
to  Parliametary  Elections  in  Scotland,  and  for 
other  purposes  in  relation  thereto,  ordered  to 
he  brought  in  by  Mr.  Shiress  Will,  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman,  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour,  Mr. 
Buchanan,  Mr.  Donald  Crawford,  and  Dr. 
Farquharson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  SQ  j 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON  SUNDAY. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  James  Stevenson,  Bill  to 
prohibit  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors 
-on  Sunday,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
James  Stevenson,  Mr.  Charles  Wilson,  Mr. 
•James,  Mr.  Cozens-Hardy,  31  r.  Atkinson,  Mr. 
Oetavius  V.  Morgon. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  87.] 

BURIALS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan,  Bill 
further  to  amend  the  Burial  Laws,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan,  Mr. 
Channing,  Mr.  John  Ellis,  Mr.  lllingwonh, 
Mr.  Morton,  and  Mr.  Woodall. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  88.] 

ELEMENTARY   EDUCATION   LAW   AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Francis  Powell,  Bill  to 
4imend  the  Law  relating  to  Elementary  Educa- 
tion, and  to  exempt  elementary  schools  in  the 
receipt  of  Parliamentary  Grants  from  the  pay- 
ment of  Kates,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Francis  Powell,  Mr.  Heneage,  Mr.  de 
Lisle,  Mr.  Harry  Davenport,  Colonel  Eyro, 
Mr.  Samuel  Hoarn,  ]Mr.  Ho  worth,  Mr.  W.  F. 
Lawrence,  Mr.  John  O'Connor.  Mr.  Jasper 
More,  Mr.  Byron  Reed,  and  IMr.  J.  Talbot. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  89.i 

TRIBUNALS   OF   COMMERCE   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jacoby,  Bill  to  establish 

Tribunals  of  Commerce,  ordered  to  be  brought 

-on  by  Mr.    Jacoby,    Sir  Albert    Ilollit,   Mr. 


Esslemont,    Mr.    James    Maclean,    and    Mr> 
Montagu. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  90.] 

3IETR0P0LIS  RATING   GROUND  VALUES   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Montagn,  Bill  to  provide 
for  amendment  of  rating  in  respect  of  per- 
manent improvements  in  the  Metropolis, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Montagu, 
Mr.  Beaufby,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,  Mr. 
C/auston,  Mr.  Cremer,  Mr.  Howell,  IMr. 
H.  L.  W.  Lawson,  Mr.  Oetavius  V.  Morgan, 
Mr.  Pickorsgill,  Mr.  James  liowlands,  and 
Mr.  James  Stuart. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  91.1 

BEER   ADULTERATION   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  ipluilter,  Bill  for  better 
securing  purity  of  Beer,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Quilter,  Mr.  Heneage,  Viscount 
Wolmer,  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson,  Mr. 
Herbert  Gardner,  Mr.  Francis  Stevenson,  Mr 
Gurdon,  Colonel  Lloyd  Anstruther,  and  Mr. 
Llewellyn. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  92 

LIQUOR  TRAFFIC    LOCAL    VETO    (WALES)    BILL. 

t 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bowen  liowlands,  Bill  to 
enable  owners  and  occupiers  in  Wales  to  have 
effectual  control  over  the  Liquor  Trafiic, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  ^Ir.  Bowen 
Rowlands,  Mr.  Alfred  Thomas,  Mr.  Thomas 
Ellis,  Mr.  Esslemont,  and  Mr.  Bryn  Roberts. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  93.] 

BUILDING   SOCIETIES  ACT   (1874)    AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  O'Neill,  Bill  to  amend 
**The  Building  Societies  Act,  HTi,"  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  O'Neill,  Colonel 
Saunderson,  and  Colonel  Waring. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  94.] 

CRIMINAL  LAW   PROCEDURE  AMENDMENT   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Bill  to  amend 
the  practice  of  the  (criminal  Law  in  certain 
particulars,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  Sir  Albert  Uollit,  IVIr.  Addison, 
Mr.  Asquith,  Mr.  Bowen  Rowlands,  and  Mr. 
Warmington. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  9«>.] 

PUBLIC  HEALTH   ACTS   AMENDMENT   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Francis  Powell,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Public  Health  Acts,  ordered  to  be 
brou«:ht  in  by  Mr.  Francis  .Powell,  Mr. 
Hastings,  ^ir  Alben  KoUit,  Dr.  Farquharson, 
Mr.  Edward  Hardcastle,  and  Mr.  Wharton. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  96.] 

crofters'  holdings  (Scotland)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Clark,  Bill  to  amend  th«) 
Crofters*  Holdings  (Scotland)  Acts,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Dr.  Clark,  Mr.  Angus  Suther-' 
land,  Dr.  M'Donald,  and  Mr.  Mackintosh. 

Bill  presented,  and  road  first  time.    [Bill  97.] 
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steam  KXGIN'ES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Fenwick,  Bill  to  provide 
for  certificates  to  persons  in  charge  of  Steam 
Engines  and  Boilers  on  land,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Fenwick,  Mr.  Pickard,  Mr. 
Broadhurst,  Mr.  William  Crawford,  and  Mr. 
Bart. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  98.] 

SOLICITORS    (magistracy)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Maclure,  Bill  to  enable 
practising  Solicitors  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice  to  act  as  Justices  in  the  county  where 
they  practise,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Maclure,  Sir  Albert  RoUit,  and  Mr.  Lawson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  99.] 

SCHOOL   BOARDS   ELECHONS   (SCOTLAND)    BILL. 

On   Motion  of    Mr.  Shiress  Will,    Bill    to 

amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Election  of 

School  Boards  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Shiress  Will,  Mr.  M'Lagan, 
Mr.  Esslemont,  and  Mr.  Lyell. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  100.] 

employers'  LIABILn'Y  ACTS   AMENDMENT   BILL. 

On  Motion  of    Mr.  Atherley-Jones,  Bill  to 

prohibit    employers     from    insuring    against 

liability  under  the  Employers'  Liability  Act, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Atherley- 
Jones,  Mr.  Dillwyn,  Mr.  Jennings,  Mr.  Lock- 
wood,  Mr.  William  Crawford,  and  Mr.  David 
Thomas. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  101  ] 

TRADlNc;    (registration)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Bill  for 

the  more   effectual  prevention   of  fraudulent 

Trading,  ordered  to  be  brought    in   by  Mr. 
Aithur    O'Connor,   Mr.   Addison,   Sir    Albert 
Rollit,  and  Mr.  Atherley -Jones. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  102.] 

MERCHANT    SHIPl'ING    ACTS   AMENDMENT    BILL 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Merchant  Shipping  Acts  relating  to  load- 
line,    &c.,  ordered  to  be  brought  in   by  Mr 
Broadhurst,  Sir  William  Harcourt,  Mr.  Burt 
Mr.  Howell,  ^U,  Staveley  Hill,   Mr.  Charles 
Wilson,  Mr.  Heneage,  and  Sir  Edward  Reed. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  103.] 

MERCHANDISE    MARKS   ACT   (1887)    AMEND- 
MENT   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Bill  to  amend 

''The  Merchandise  Marks  Act,  1887,"  ordered  to 

be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Bernard 
Coleridge,  Mr.  Fenwick,  and  Air.  Jacoby. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  104.] 


QUARRIES   REGULATION    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Bill  for  th& 

Regulation  of  Quarries,  ordered  to  be  brought 

in  b\'  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Cbilders,  Mr> 
Thomas  Ellis,  Mr.  Bryn  Roberto,  Mr.  William 
Abraham,  and  Mr.  Rathbone. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  105.]' 

FISHING  IN   RIVERS   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Bill  to  amend. 

and  declare  the  Law  relating  to  Fishing  in 

Rivers,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Broad- 
hurst, Mr.  Arnold  Morley,  and  Mr.  Bernard 
Coleridge. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  103 

PUBLIC   TRUSTEE   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  Bill  to 
provide  for  the  appointment  of  a  Public  Tmstee- 
and  Executor,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr* 
Howard  Vincent,  Mr.  Warmington,  and  Sir 
Albert  Rollit. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  107.J 

BEER   ADULTERATION   (NO.    2)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  Bill  for 

better  securing  the  purity  of  Beer,  ordered  to 

be  brought  in  by  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  Baron 
Bimsdale,  Colonel  Kenyon-Slariey,  Mr.  Round, 
Mr.  Fellnwes,  and  Mr.  Swetenham. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  108.J 

crofters'   holdings    (SCOTLAND)    (nO.    2) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Seymour  Keay,  Bill  to  es- 
tend  and  amend  the  Crofters'  Holdings  (Scot- 
land) Acts,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr- 
Seymour  Keay,  Dr.   Farquharson,  Dr.  Clark* 
Mr.  Cuoinghame  Graham,  and  Mr.  Hunter. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  109. 

MERCHANDISE   MARKS   (PROSECUTIONS) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mundella,  Bill  to  provide 

for    Prosecutions    under    **The    Merchandise 

Marks  Act,  1887,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Mundella,  Mr.  Charles  Acland,  Mr.  Ber- 
nard Coleridge,  Sir  Frederick  Mappin,  and  Mr. 
Henry  Wilson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  111.] 
House  adjourned  at  Five  o'clock"' 


181      TJie  Welsh  Suivday         {February  13,  1890}  Closing  Commission.     182 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday y    ISth   February ^   1890. 


KEPRESENTATIVE  PEERS  FOR 
IRELAND. 

Petition  of  Charles  William  Earl 
Mount  Cashell,  ifec,  in  the  Peerage  of 
Ireland,  claiming  a  right  to  vote  at  the 
elections  of  Rspresentative  Peers  for 
Ireland  ;  read,  and  referred  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  consider  and  report  there- 
upon to  the  House. 

THE    DUKE    OF     FIFE. 

The  Right  Honourable  Alexander 
William  George  Earl  of  Fife,  K.T., 
liaving  been  created  Marquess  of  Macduff, 
in  the  county  of  Bxnff,  and  Duke  of 
Fife — Was  (in  the  usual  manner)  intro- 
duced. 

REPRESENTATIVE    PEERS    FOR 
SCOTLAND. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  ac- 
quainted the  House  that  the  Clerk  of 
the  Parliaments  had  received  (by  post) 
from  the  Lord  Clerk  Ragister  of 
Scotland, 

Minutes  of  the  election  of  the  Viscount 
Strathallan  and  the  Lord  Saltoun  as  two 
of  the  sixteen  Peers  of  Scotland,  6th 
January  last,  in  room  of  Alexander  Earl 
of  Leven  and  Melville,  and  George 
William  Hamilton,  Earl  of  Orkney, 
deceased  ;  and 

Separate  Rsturn  by  the  Lord  Clerk 
Register  of  certain  Titles  of  Peerage 
called  at  the  siid  election,  in  right  of 
which  respectively  no  vote  had  been 
received  and  counted  at  any  election  for 
fifty  years  then  last  past  (pursuant  to 
Act  14th  and  15th  Vict.,  chap.  87.)  : 

Ordered  that  the  said  Minutes  of 
Election,  &c.  be  printed.     (No.  7.) 

LICHFIELD   CAIHEDRAL   BILL    (No.  12.) 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  existing^  statutory  pro- 
visions respectiDf^  the  canonries,  prebends,  and 
other  ecclesiastical  offices  of  the  cathedral 
church  of  Lichfield  :  And 

PHESEXTA'nON  TO  B3XEFICES  BILL  (No.  13.) 

A  Bill  to  make  better  provision  for  the  exer- 
cise of  the  right  of  presentation  to  benefices  in 
cases  where  the  rii^ht  is  now  exerciseable  by 

VOL.   CCCXLI.     [third  series.] 


parishioners  or  others    forming   a   numerous 
class : 

Were  presented  by  the  Lord  Bishop  of  Lich* 
field ;  read  1^ ;  and  to  be  printed. 

CATHEDRAL  CHURCHES  BILL  (No.  14.) 

A  Bill  to  provide  for  making  statutes  re« 
specting  deans  and  chapters  and  cathedral 
churches  in  England ;  and  for  other  purposes 
relating  thereto :  And 

REGISTRATION  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL  (No.  15.) 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Act  of  the  fifty -second 
year  of  King  George  the  Third,  chapter  one 
hundred  and  forty-six,  for  the  better  regulating 
and  preserving  parish  and  other  roasters  of 
births,  baptisms,  marriages,  and  burials  in 
England : 

Were  presented  by  the  Lord  Bishop  of  Gar- 
lisle  ;  read  1* ;  and  to  be  printed. 

SERVITUDES  REDEMPTION  (SGOIXAND)  BILL. 

A  Bill  to  enable  proprietors  of  land  in  Scot* 
land  to  redeem  certain  servitude  rights — Was 
presented  by  the  Lord  Watson  (for  the  Lord 
Meldrum  [Af,  iruntly]) ;  read  1*;  and  to  be 
printed.    No.  (16.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Four  o'clock, 
till  To-morrow,  a  quarter  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Thursday,  13th  February,  1890. 


IRELAND— THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION 

The  secretary  op  STATE  fob  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingham,  E.)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House  the 
Report  and  Appendices  of  the  Com- 
missioners under  the  Special  Commission 
Act  of  1888.  It  may  be  convenient  to 
hon.  Members  if  I  inform  them  that 
copies  will  be  procurable  to-night,  but 
not  before  10  o'clock,  I  am  afraid,  in  the 
Sale  Office. 

QUESTIONS. 


THE  WELSH  SUNDAY  CLOSING 
COMMISSION. 

Mr.  KENYON  (Denbigh  District) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  when  the  Report  of 
the  Sunday  Closing  Commission  (Wales) 
will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 
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Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  informed 
that  the  Commissioners  will  conclude 
their  Report  probably  before  fche  end  of 
this  month.  It  will  be  laid  upon  fche 
Table  of  the  House  as  soon  as  possible 
after  that ;  bufc  some  little  delay  may 
arise  in  the  publication,  as  it  has  been 
decided  to  issue  the  Report  in  the  Welsh 
as  well  as  in  the  English  language. 

THE  POLICE  AND  THE  DOCK  STRIKE. 
Mr.  NORRIS  (Tower  Hamlets,  Lime- 
house)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
if  he  can  state  the  reason  why,  during 
the  Dock  Strike,  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner refused  to  give  the  services  of 
the  police  inside  the  docks,  on  the 
ground  that  the  docks  were  private 
property,  and  the  reasons  why  a  similar 
course  was  not  followed  during  the 
strike  of  the  gas  stokers ;  whether 
the  Chief  Commissioner  provided  an 
escort  of  police  to  vans  loaded  with 
meat,  and  to  the  dock  strikers  who 
pe^:«jnbulated  the  streets,  but  refussd  to 
give  the  necessary  police  protection  to 
those  men  anxious  to  obtain  work  at  the 
dock  gates,  who  were  daily  subjected  to 
intimidation  ;  whether  he  approved  the 
action  of  the  Chief  Commissioner  in 
throwing  the  whole  responsibility  for 
the  maintenance  of  order  and  the  en- 
forcement of  the  law  upon  the  District 
Superintendents ;  if  he  approves  the 
statement  of  the  Chief  Commissioner  as 
to  the  duties  of  the  Metropolitan  Police 
being  subject  to  the  judgment  of  public 
opinion,  as  conveyed  in  his  lettar  of  19th 
September  last  to  the  Chairman  of  the 
London  and  India  Docks  Joint  Com- 
mittee ;  and,  if  he  can  give  any  assur- 
ance that  in  future  such  action  will  be 
taken  as  to  ensure  the  same  treatment 
to  unionists  and  non-unionists  alike,  and 
that  every  man  shall  have  the  same 
liberty,  freedom  and  protection  to  S3ek 
work  as  others  to  refuse  it  ? 

*Mr.  speaker  :  In  the  fourth  para- 
graph of  the  hon.  Member's  question 
there  is  an  irregularity,  inasmuch  as  he 
asks  the  Minister  for  an  opinion.  Owing 
to  the  hurry  attending  the  opening  of  the 
Session  the  irresfularity  escaped  notice. 
Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  hope  the 
Hous3  will  give  me  its  indulgence  if  I 
answer  this  question  at  a  some  what  greater 
length  than  is  usual.  The  general  rule  of 
the  police  is  not  to  patrol  or  watch  inside 


private  premises,  to  which  their  statutory 
powers  and  duties  do  not  extend,  unless 
some  breach  of  the  law  or  some  public 
mischief  has  arisen  or  is  likely  to  arise 
therein.  This  rule  vras  especially  appli- 
cable to  the  docks.  The  Dock  Com- 
panies, by  a  series  of  statutes^  have 
large  powers  oi  appointing  constables  of 
their  own,  with  the  fullest  privileges  of 
apprehending  offenders  and  preserving 
the  peace.  The  information  before  the 
Commissioner  led  him  to  believe  that 
the  danger  of  disturbance  and  disorder 
during  the  dock  strike  was  not  inside 
the  dock  premises,  but  in  the  streets  out- 
side. Accordingly  he  stationed  at  the 
gates  sufficient  reserves  of  police  to  keep 
order  there,  and  in  the  neighbouring 
streets,  and  to  enter  at  a  moment's  notice 
if  the  dock  constables  had  need  of 
assistance,  and  this  help  was  given  on 
the  few  occasions  when  the  necessity 
arose.  In  the  case  of  the  gas  strike 
there  was  a  likelihood  of  disorder  and 
public  mischief  inside  the  works,  owing 
to  possibly  hostile  action  of  men  who 
were  going  out  on  strike,  but  whose 
notices  had  not  expired,  and  who  woull 
have  to  work  at  the  same  time 
as  new  hands  in  the  immediate 
vicinity  of  retort  houses  and  gaso- 
meters, injury  to  which  might  have 
caused  serious  and  possibly  fatal  mischief. 
The  Gkis  Company  had  no  statutory 
powers  to  appoint  constables.  The  Com- 
missioner consequently  gave  inside  the 
gas  works  that  exceptional  protection 
which  he  would  also  have  given  at  the 
docks  if  similar  dangers  had  existed 
there.  On  one  occasion  meat  vans  were 
escorted  by  the  police  because  their 
progress  was  obstructed  by  a  crowd  who 
refused  to  let  them  pass.  In  the  case  of 
all  processions  passing  through  the  street 
the  police  escort  them  in  order  to  prevent 
breaches  of  the  peace,  either  by  or 
against  the  processionists,  and  this  policy 
was  followed  in  the  case  of  processions 
of  dock  strikers.  The  Commissioner 
informs  me  that  police  protection  was 
not  refused  to  any  bodies  of  men  anxious 
to  obtain  work  at  the  dock  gates.  He 
knows  of  no  case  in  which  it  was  denied, 
but  of  many  in  which  it  was  given.  The 
Commissioner  settled  the  line  of  action 
to  be  followed  by  the  police,  which  was 
based  on  strict  impartiality  and  observ- 
ance of  the  law.  He  issued  to  the 
police  the  orders  necessary  for  carrying 
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out  that  line  of  action.  It  was  only  the 
execution  of  thos3  orders  which  was  left, 
and  necessirilj  left,  to  the  super- 
intsndents,  under  the  personal  supervi- 
sion and  control  of  a  chief  constable. 
The  Commissioner's  letter  of  S3ptember 
19  is  not  correctly  interpret  3d  by  my 
hon.  Friend.  The  Commissioner  was 
answering  a  letter  from  the  dock  direc- 
tors of  Sdptember  18,  which  concluded 
with  th0  threat  that  if  the  Commissioner 
did  not  altar  his  conduct  they  would 

'^  confideDtly  appeal  to  public  opinion  as  to 
whether  the  forces  of  law  and  order  have  been 
e£fectively  used." 

It  was  in  answer  to  this  passage  that  the 
Commissioner  said — 

*'  He  was  quite  prepared  to  leave  the  action  o' 
the  policd  to  be  judged  by  his  superiors  and  the 
public." 

The  Commissioner  is  of  opinion,  as  I  am, 
that  the  duties  of  the  Metropolitan  Police 
are  determined,  not  by  public  opinion, 
but  by  the  law.  The  action  that  will  bo 
taken  in  future  will  insure  the  same 
treatment  to  unionists  and  non-unionists, 
to  those  who  seek  work  and  to  thos3  who 
refuse  it,  and  the  Commissioner's  orders 
throughout  both  the  strikes  were  care- 
fully and  judiciously  framed  so  as  to 
secur3  this  uniformity  and  impartiality  of 
treatment. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanarkshire,  N.W.) :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  reference  to  the  fifth 
paragraph  of  the  question,  whether  his 
attention  has  been  directed  to  the  arrest 
of  Mr.  Tom  Mann  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  Who  1 

Mr.  C.  graham  :  Mr.  Tom  Mann, 
the  well-known  political  agitator ;  and 
whether  he  approves  of  the  action  of  the 
Inspector  of  polic3  on  that  occasion  ? 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order.  The 
hon.  Member  must  give  notice  of  that 
question  in  the  usual  way.  It  is  not  one 
that  arises  out  of  the  answer  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  C.  graham  :  Then  1  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  will  repeat  the  question  on 
a  future  day. 

THE  CARDIFF  RAVINGS   BANK. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bjthnal  Green,  N.E.)- 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex" 
chequer  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
trust  3es  of  the  Cardiff  Savings  Bank  have 
signified  their  willingness  to  pay  the  de- 


positors of  that  bank  in  full ;  and,  if  soi 
whether  he  will  inform  the  House  as  to 
the  terms  of  the  arrangement;  and,  if 
not  true,  whether  he  can  state  what  pro- 
gress has  been  made  in  the  liquidation  of 
the  affairs  of  the  bank  ? 

♦The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square.)  :  No.  The  trustees  of  the 
Cardiff  Savings  Bank  have  not  intimated 
their  willingness  to  pay  the  depositors  in 
full,  although  indefinite  suggestions  have 
been  made  to  the  Treasury  with  a  view 
to  a  settlement.  The  liquidation  is  pro- 
ceeding, and  on  the  application  of  the 
Attorney  General  the  hearing  to  deter- 
mine important  questions  as  to  the  ex- 
tent of  the  liabilities  of  trustees  and 
managers  has  been  expedited,  and  will  be 
heard  in  the  Chancery  Division  next 
Tuesday,  the  18th  inst.  If  no  settle- 
ment is  come  to,  the  liabilities  of  the 
trustees  and  managers  will  have  to  be 
enforced  by  further  legal  proceedings. 

IRELAND— REVISION  OF  JUDICIAL 

RENTS. 

Mr.  M^CARTAN  (Down,  S.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieut  snant  of  Ireland  w^hether  he 
will  state  the  articles  of  produce,  the 
prices  of  which  were  taken  as  a  basis  for 
the  revision  of  judicial  rents  in  Ireland  for 
1889 ;  whether  these  prices  were  prepared 
or  forwarded  to  the  Land  Commission 
by  independent  scrutineers  appointed  for 
the  purpose  or  by  what  oflBcials  were  they 
prepared ;  and,  whether  the  Members  of 
the  Royal. Irish  Constabulary  were  asked 
to  furnish  any  information  regarding  the 
prices  of  stock  or  produce,  and  how 
this  information  was  obtained  by 
them? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  The  Land  Commissioners  report 
that  the  articles  of  produce,  the  prices  of 
which  were  taken  as  a  basis  for  the  re- 
vision of  judicial  rents  for  1889,  are  as 
follows  : — Crops. — ^Wheat  per  cwt.,  oats 
per  cwt.,  barley  per  cwt.,  flax  per  stone, 
potatoes  per  cwt.,  hay  per  cwt.,  butter 
per  cwt.,  beef  per  cwt.,  mutton  per  cwt., 
pork  (fresh)  per  cwt.,  wool  per  lb. 
Cattle. — First-class  one  year  old,  first-cla^Ss 
two  years  old,  first-class  three  years  old, 
first  class  springers ;  S3Cond-class  one 
year  old,  sjcond-class  two  years  old, 
second-class  three  years  old,  second-class 
H2 
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springers ;  third-class  one  year  old, 
third-class  two  years  old,  third-class  three 
years  old,  third-class  springers.  Average 
prices  of  the  above  three  classes  of  cattle. 
— One  year  old,  two  years  old,  three 
years  old,  springers*  Lambs. — First, 
second,  and  third  classes  together.  The 
pricas  were  obtained  through  the  Inland 
Revenue  officers  stationed  at  the  princi- 
pal towns  throughout  Ireland^  who 
furnished  weekly  returns  founded  on 
actual  sales  of  the  various  products  men- 
tioned on  the  forms  supplied  to  them  ; 
while  as  regards  the  prices  of  stock, 
gentlemen  were  appointed  to  attend  the 
principal  fairs  and  to  furnish  reports  of 
sales  at  each  fair.  The  members  of  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  were  not  asked 
to  furnish  any  information  in  the 
matter. 

INDIA- COOLIES  IN  ASSAM. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Government  of  India  has,  by  Despatch  of 
22nd  January,  1889,  declared  that  the 
condition  of  the  coolies  in  the  Assam  Tea 
Gardens  is  on  the  whole  satisfactory,  and 
that  the  working  of  Act  1  of  1882  is 
beneficial  to  immigrants ;  whether  ho  is 
aware  that  the  death-rate  amongt  Act 
labourers  has  been  for  the  past  six  years 
very  largely  in  excess  of  the  death-rate 
prevailing  amongst  non-Act  labourers, 
and  was  so  reported  by  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  Assam  in  1 887  ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  since  1883  Act  labourers 
have  received  a  lower  rate  of  wages  than 
non-Act  labourers  ;  whether  the  average 
rate  of  wages  in  several  districts  in  1887 
was  reported  for  men  at  Rs.3  14  9  per 
month,  and  for  women  at  Rs.2  14  0  ; 
and  whether  the  Secretary  of  State  will 
recommend  the  Government  of  India  to 
make  further  inquiries  as  to  the  condi- 
tion of  Act  labourers  and  free  labourers 
in  Assam  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst,  Chatham)  :  The 
facts  are  as  stated  in  the  first  four  para- 
graphs of  the  question,  and  appear  in 
Papers  laid  before  Parliament  last  Ses- 
sion. The  rates  of  wages,  according  to  the 
last  Report,  are — For  men,  under  the 
Act,  Rs.4  6  6  per  mensem ;  for  men,  not 
under  the  Act,  Rs.4  112;  for  women, 
under  the  Act,  Rs.3  10  0  ;  and  for 
women,  not  under  the  Act,  Rs.3  10  6. 
J/r,  A.  J.  Balfour 


The  Government  of  India  has  been  for 
some  time,  under  the  direction  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  making  the  inquiries 
suggested. 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  Do  I  understand 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  the 
death-rate  of  late  years  amongst  the  Act 
labourers  has  been  largely  in  excess  of 
the  death-rate  prevailing  amongst  non- 
Act  labourers,  and  if  so,  whether  he  con- 
siders that  such  a  state  of  things  is 
satisfactory  ? 

Sir  J.  GORST :  That  would  involve  an 
argumentative  question,  which  it  would 
be  contrary  to  the  ruling  of  Mr.  Speaker 
to  enter  into. 

THE  CRAWFORD  CASE. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  is  aware 
that  Memorials  have  been  received  by 
the  Bombay  Government  from  European 
oflBcers  of  the  Bombay  Civil  Service  with 
reference  to  the  Crawford  case,  and  the 
action  taken  by  the  Government  against 
the  incriminated Mamlutdars,  and  whether 
he  can  state  the  purport  of  such 
Memorials ;  whether  the  Secretary  of 
State  has  also  received  communications 
from  Lord  Reay  on  the  same  points,  and 
objecting  to  the  course  decided  on  by  the 
Secretary  of  State,  and  whether  the 
Government  will  lay  such  Memorials 
and  Communications  upon  the  Table,  to- 
gether with  any  replies  thereto;  and, 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  will 
afford  this  House  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing the  conduct  of  the  Government 
of  India  in  this  matter,  in  order  that 
reasons  may  be  given  why  the  Secretary 
of  State  should  exercise  his  power  of  dis- 
allowing the  Act  of  Indemnity  promul- 
gated by  the  Governor  General  in  Council 
on  October  14th  last  ? 

Sir  J.  GORST :  The  reply  to  the  first 
paragraph  of  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  is  in  the  negative.  In  answer 
to  the  second  paragraph,  I  have  to  say 
that  many  communications  have  passed 
between  Lord  Reay  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  on  the  subject.  Some  of  these  are 
published  in  the  Papers  on  the  Crawford 
case  which  were  laid  on  the  Table  last 
Session,  and  others  can  be  laid  on  the 
Table  if  moved  for.  In  answer  to  the 
third  paragraph  of  the  question,  I  may 
inform  the  hon.  Member  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  having  already  expressed 
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his  approval  of  the   Act  of  Indemnity, 
cannot  now  disallow  it. 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  Has  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  presented  copies  of  such 
memorials  as  hate  already  been  forwarded 
to  him? 

Sir  J.  GORST:  My  answer  to  the 
first  question  of  the  hon.  Member  was  in 
the  negative.  The  Secretary  of  State  is 
not  aware  of  any  such  communications 
having  been  made  to  the  Government  of 
Bombay.  I  have  not  seen  them,  and 
consequently  cannot  give  any  informa- 
tion about  them. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  the 
Government  will  afford  an  opportunity 
for  discussing  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  in  reference  to  the  Mam- 
lutdars  incriminated  in  the  Crawford 
case,  before  the  expiry  of  the  ordinary 
period  limited  for  the  disallowance  of  the 
Indian  Indemnity  Act  of  the  14th 
October  last  ? 

The   first  LORD   of  ihe   TREA.- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand)  :  The 
hon.    Gentleman   has   already   been   in- 
formed  by  my  right  hon.  Friend,   the 
Under    Secretary    for    India,   that    the 
Secret xry  of  State  has  allowed  the  Indian 
Indemnity  Act,  and  therefore,  as  it  is  the 
Law  it  cannot  now  be  disturbed  except  by 
an  Act   repealing  the  Indian  Indemnity 
Act.      Under  these  ciixjumstances  it  will 
be   seen    that    it    would   give   him   no 
advantage  to  afford  him  an   opportunity 
for  discussing  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  India,  and  I  am  not  in  a  position 
to  Sly    that     an    opportunity     will     be 
afforded. 
♦Mr.     BRADLAUGH:    Is    the    right 
hon.      Gentleman     aware    that,    under 
sections  21  and  23  of  the  India  Council 
Act,   stitutes   passed  by   the   Governor 
General  in  Council  or  ordinances  in  cases 
of  emergency  have  force  only  if  not  dis- 
allowed in  six  months,  and  there  is  no 
further  provision.     Would  not  that  pro- 
vision   meet    the    casa    of    the    Indian 
Indemnity  Act? 

Sir  J.  GORST :  I  think  that  a  ques- 
tion of  that  kind  had  better  be  put  t,>  the 
Attorney  General  or  some  Law  Oflficer  of 
the  Crown.  If  it  is  desired  to  repeal  the 
Act  it  would  have  to  be  repealed  by  a 
special  statute. 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  I  will  put  a 
further  question  on  the  subject  to  the 
1  ight  hon.  Gentleman  himself  on  Monday. 


THE  CHIN  LUSHAI  EXPEDITION. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  I  beg  to  a^k  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  he  can  now  make  any  statement 
to  the  House  as  to  the  serious  report  ot 
the  condition  of  the  troops  engaged  in 
the  Chin  Lushai  expedition  1 

Sir  J.  GORST:  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  telegraphed  to  India  for  more 
detailed  information  on  this  subject. 

ROYAL  YACHTS. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  if  he  will 
state  the  cost  of  repairs  ordered  for  the 
Vivid  to  fit  that  vessel  for  temporary  use 
as  a  Royal  Yacht ;  whether  it  is  true 
that  the  Vivid  is  not  likely  to  be  required 
on  more  than  some  half  dozen  occasions ; 
and  whether  the  Royal  Yacht  Victoria 
and  Albert  is  in  a  fit  state  to  perform  the 
services  required  frcfm  the  Vivid',  and 
whether  the  Royal  Yacht  Alberta  is  now 
undergoing  repairs,  and  if  he  can  state 
the  estimated  cost  of  such  repairs. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Lord  G.Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing)  :  The  actual  expendituie  on  the 
Vivid,  which  has  been  found  necessary, 
was  £2,246,  including  additions  and 
alterations  to  the  amount  of  £1,215. 
The  Vivid  is  in  constant  employment 
while  the  Court  is  at  Osborne,  and  the 
same  service  could  not  be  performed  by 
the  Victoria  and  Albert^  owing  'to  the 
deep  draught  of  this  vessel,  and  the 
gi*eat  expenditure  of  coal  which  her  use 
would  necessitate.  The  Alberta  is  at  the 
present  time  undergoing  repairs  esti- 
mated to  cost  about  £9,000. 

ENGLISH  CLERKS  IN  PORTUGAL. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  AfFairs  whether  the  attention  of 
Lord  Salisbury,  in  his  capacity  of  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  has 
been  called  to  the  following  statement  of 
the  Lisbon  correspondent  of  the  Daily 
News,  which  appeared  in  that  paper  on 
February  3rd,  1890  :— 

*' Wealthy  EnglishmeD  trading  with  Portugal 
can  «milingly  look  on  at  the  rage  of  the  Portu- 
guese, but  the  English  clerks  settled  in  this 
country  are  really  victims  of  the  quarrel. 
Forty  of  them  who  have  just  been  discharged 
here  are  absolutely  destitute.  They  have  asked 
the  Consul  to  send  them  home,  but  indeed  he 
has  no  funds  for  that  purpose.    If  their  dis- 


191         Zululand— Treatment        {COMMONS} 


of  Native  Chi^s. 


192 


tress  were  known  in  England  something  would 
doubtless  be  done  for  them.  Many  of  the 
clerks  have  families,  and  if  thev  were  dying  of 
want  no  neighbour  would  throw  them  a  crust." 

^nd  whether  the  Government  intend  to 
take  any  and  what  steps  to  give  suitable 
employment  to  men  who,  by  reason  of 
their  British  nationality,  have  been 
deprived  of  the  means  of  earning  sub- 

*The  under  secretary  op  STATE 
FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fer- 
oussoN,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :  No  report  has 
been  received  at  the  Foreign  Office  to 
the  effect  stated  in  the  hon.  Member's 
question. 

IRELAND— THE  LAND  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  how  many  tenants  of  hold- 
ings in  the  county  of  Donegal  applied  to 
the  Land  Commission  before  the  Ist 
November,  1887,  to  have  fair  rents  fixed 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  Act  ?  How  many  of  these  ap- 
plications are  as  yet  unheard  by  a  Court 
of  first  instance,  and  in  how  many  cases 
have  appeals  been  lodged  against  the 
decisions  of  such  Courts  which  are  still 
unheard?  How  many  tenants  in  the 
county  of  Donegal  who  applied  to  the 
Land  Commission  before  the  1st  Novem- 
ber, 1887,  to  fix  the  fair  rent  of  their 
holdings  have  subsequently  accepted 
judicial  leases  at  a  rent  agreed  upon  by 
landlord  and  tenant,  without  adjudication 
by  the  Laud  Commission  ?  And,  do  the 
agreements  so  entered  into  between 
landlords  and  tenants  of  Court  owe,  in 
many  cases,  their  origin  to  the  delay  of 
the  Land  Commission  in  hearing  appli- 
cations to  have  fair  rents  fixed  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Land 
Commissioners  report  that  the  total  num- 
ber of  tenants  of  holdings  in  the  County 
Donegal  who  applied  to  the  Land  Com- 
mission before  November  1,  1887,  to 
have  fair  rents  fixed  was  12,027 ;  of 
these  2,103  applications  remain  unheard, 
which  includes  1,494  cases  not  yet  listed 
and  609  cases  which  have  teen  already 
listed  but  not  yet  finally  disposed  of.  In 
215  cases  notices  of  Appeal  have  been 
lodged  against  the  decisions  of  the  Sub- 
Commissions  of  the  County  Donegal, 
which  are  still  unheard.  The  Com- 
missioners are  unable  to  say  without 
considerable  investigation  what  number 
Mr,  MdcKeill 


of  tenants  in  the  County  Donegal  who 
applied  to  the  Land  Commission  before 
November  1,  1887,  subsequently  agreed 
to  the  amount  of  the  judicial  rent  with- 
out adjudication  of  the  Land  Commission. 
Nor  are  they  able  to  say  whether  agree- 
ments so  entered  into  between  landlords 
and  tenants  out  of  Court  owe,  in  many 
cases,  their  origin  to  the  delay  of  the 
Land  Commission  in  hearing  applications 
to  have  fair  rents  fixed. 

BECHUANALAND. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER  McARTHUR 
(Leicester)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  when 
correspondence  respecting  the  affairs  of 
Bechuanaland  and  adjacent  territories,  in 
continuation  of  Blue  Book  C,  5524,  will 
be  presented  to  this  House  ;  and  whether 
that  correspondence  will  furnish  details 
as  to  the  arrangements  made  by  the 
High  Commissioner  in  South  Africa  for 
operations  by  the  British  South  African 
Company  in  Lobengula's  territory  and 
other  districts  "  within  the  British, 
sphere  of  influence"? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron 
H.  DE  Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth: 
The  correspondence  was  presented  on 
Tuesday,  and  is  in  type,  so  that  it  will 
be  in  Members'  hands  very  shortly.  It 
will  contain  all  the  details  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  British  South  A&ica 
Company  since  the  issue  of  the  Royal 
Charter,  which  up  to  the  present  time 
have  been  sanctioned. 

ZULULAND -TREATMENT  OF  NATIVE 

CHIEFS. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER  M'ARTHUR :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has  received  confirmation  of 
the  telegraphic  report  in  the  newspapers 
that  the  condemned  Zulu  Chiefs 
Dinuzulu,  Indabuko,  and  Ishingana 
were  embarked  from  Durban  on 
February  7  for  transportation  to  St. 
Helena  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  has  sanctioned 
this  aggravation  of  the  sentences  of 
imprisonment  passed  upon  them  at 
Etshowe  on  April  27,  1889  ? 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  been  informed  that 
the  Zulu  prisoners  embarked  on  the  7th 
inst.  for  St.  Helena,  whither  they  are  sent 
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by  the  direction  of  Her  Majesty's 
Governmeut.  This  transfer  is  a  material 
mitigation  of  their  sentences,  inasmuch 
as  if  they  had  been  kept  in  Znluland 
they  must  have  been  strictly  confined 
and  not  allowed  to  communicate  with 
their  wives  or  children  except 
occasionally  and  under  certain  conditions, 
whereas  in  St.  Helena  they  will  have 
comparative  freedom  in  an  excellent 
climate  and  the  company  of  their 
wives. 

H.M.S.  BARRACOUTA, 

Mr.  LEATHAM  BRIGHT  (Stoke- 
upon-Trent)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  whether  the  engines 
of  H.M.S.  Barracouta  are  paid  for ; 
whether  the  engines  and  boilers  were 
built  to  Government  specification ; 
whether  the  usual  method  of  forced 
draught  was  adopted ;  and,  whether,  in 
view  of  the  many  unfortunate  circum- 
stances in  conneqtion  with  this  ship,  the 
Grovernment  will  appoint  a  Committee  of 
Investigation  composed  of  practical 
engineers  holding  appointments  in  the 
Mercantile  Marine,  to  report  to  this 
House  1 

'Mr.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland):  Per- 
haps the  noble  Lord  will  also  answer  at 
the  same  time  the  question  on  which  I 
have  given  notice,  namely,  whether  he 
can  furnish  the  House  with  the  details 
and  cans 3  of  the  explosion  of  the  fur- 
naces of  the  new  cruiser  Barracouta; 
and  whether  the  Admiralty  exercise  any 
systematic  technical  supervision  over  the 
construction  and  completion  on  board 
Her  Majesty's  ships  of  machinery  and 
boilers,  whether  supplied  from  the  dock-, 
yards  or  by  private  contractors  ? 

•Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  The  regrettable 
accident  on  board  the  Barracouta  oc- 
curred during  the  trials  of  the  engines 
and  boilers  by  the  contractors.  The 
final  payment  on  engines  and  boilers  is 
not  made  until  these  trials  are  success- 
fully concluded.  As  a  coroner's  inquest 
is  now  proceeding,  and  the  Admiralty, 
as  well  as  outside  experts,  will  there 
give  evidence,  I  must,  pending  this 
inquiry,  decline  to  answer  further  ques- 
tions on  the  subject.  The  Barracouta 
is  one  of  a  new  class  of  vessels,  four  in 
number.  One  of  them,  the  Barrosa, 
«ngined  by  the  same  firm,  has  recently 
passed  with  success  her  steam  trials. 


WORKING    MENS'    TRAINS. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  the  Board  of 
Trade  has,  since  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  on  the  Housing  of  the 
Working  Classes  was  presented,  made 
any  inquiries  under  "  The  Cheap  Trains 
Act,  1883,'*  respecting  the  manner  in 
which  railways  carrying  passengers  from 
and  to  London  and  other  centres  of 
population,  have  performed  their  obliga- 
tions of  providing  workmen's  trains 

*'  for  workmen  going  to  and  returning  to  their 
work,  at  such  fares,  and  at  such  times,  between 
6  o'clock  in  the  evening  and  8  o'clock  in 
the  morning,  as  appears  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
to  be  reasonable ;  " 

and,  whether  any  Railway  Companies 
have  been  slow  or  have  altogether 
neglected  to  provide  workmen's  trains  ? 

♦The  president  op  the  BOARD  op 
TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.)  :  The  Board  of  Trade  have 
in  several  instances  made  inquiries 
respecting  the  manner  in  which  the 
railways  carrying  passengers  to  and 
from  London  have  performed  their  obli- 
gations as  regards  working  men's  trains, 
and  they  have  recently  addressed  a 
Circular  to  12  companies  having  termini 
in  London  asking  them  for  detailed  state- 
ments made  u;j  to  date.  When  these 
statements  have  been  received  copies 
will  be  presented  to  Parliament. 

THE  GERMAN  LABOUR  CONFERENCE. 

Mr.  BROADHURST:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  the  Government  has 
received  any  communication  from 
Germany  with  regard  to  the  Conference 
on  the  hours  and  conditions  of  labour, 
recently  suggested  by  the  Emperor ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  the  Government  propose 
to  take  part  in  it ;  and,  whether  he  can 
lay  upon  the  Table  any  Papers  relating  to 
the  subject  ? 

♦Sib  J.  FERGUSSON  :  No  communica- 
tion on  the  subject  has  been  received 
from  the  German  Government. 

THE  HOURS  OF  RAILWAY  SERVANTS. 

Mr.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark,  Mid)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  the  Board  of  Trade  has 
obtained  from  the  Railway  Companies 
any  Returns  of  the  hours  worked  by 
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railway  servants  under  the  powers  given 
to  the  Board  by  the  Ptegulation  of  Bail- 
ways  Act  of  last  Session  ? 

♦Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH  :  As  so  short 

a  time  has  elapsed  since  a  Betnm  relating 

to  the  hours  worked  by  railway  servants 
was  presented  to  Parliament,  namely, 
in  Msuxsh,  1889,  I  have  not  considered  it 
necessary  yet  to  ask  for  farther  Returns, 
but  I  propose  to  do  so  shortly. 

CRUELTY  TO  PONIES  IN  MINES. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  Stite  for  the 
Home  Department  if  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  certain  alleged  cases  of 
gross  cruelty  to  ponies  in  the  South 
Wales  coal  pits,  mentioned  in  the 
Labour  Tribune ;  and  if  he  would 
take  into  consideration  a  plan  whereby  a 
list  of  the  horses  in  any  pit  should  be 
obliged  to  be  submitted  to  the  Inspector 
of  Mines  at  his  request,  and  that  special 
fecilities  be  given  for  the  Society  for 
Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Animals 
officially  to  have  access  to  the  ponies  em- 
ployed in  mines  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  Yes,  Sir;  my  atten. 

t'lon  has  been  called  to  this  matter,  and  I 

have  recently  issued  a  Circular  to  all 
the  Chief  Inspectors  of  Mines  calling 
their  attention  to  the  allegations  that 
have  been  made  in  the  Press  in  respect 
of  the  treatment  of  horses  and  ponies  in 
mines,  and  instructing  them  to  wateh  for 
and  report  specially  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  any  case  of  ill-usage  that  comes  to 
their  notice.  I  hope  that  by  this  means 
1  shall  be  able  effectually  to  put  a  stop 
to  any  cruel  practices  that  may  at  present 
exist. 

THE  GOLD  COAST. 

Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  when  the  Correspondence  re- 
specting the  Affairs  of  the  Gold  Coast,  in 
continuation  of  Blue  Book  C,  5615,  will  be 
presented  to  the  House  ;  and  (2)  whether 
that  Correspondence  will  furnish  infor- 
mation as  to  the  imprisonment  of  Bella 
Cobbinah  and  two  others  in  Elmina 
Castle  on  a  charge  of  murdering  Mr. 
Dalrymple,  although  two  of  them  had 
been  acquitted  after  trial  at  Accra,  and 
the  third  had  never  been  brought  up  for 
trial  ? 

Mr,  Philipps 


Baron  H.  de  WORMS  :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  no  present  intention 
of  presenting  further  Correspondence 
respecting  the  AfFairs  of  the  Gk>ld  Coast. 
2.  The  circumstances  attending  the 
imprisonment  of  Bella  Cobbinah  and  two 
others  were  explained  by  me  in  answer 
to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  London,  on  the  11th  of  April  la&t^ 
and  I  then  stated  that  it  was  undesirable 
to  publish  the  Papers. 

Mr.  PICTON  :  Does  the  right  hon- 
Gentleman  say  that  no  such  Correspon* 
deuce  existe  ? 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS  :  I  did  not  say 
so.  I  said  that  I  am  unable  to  publisft 
the  Correspondence. 

THE  NIGER  TERRITORIES. 

Mr.  PICTON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AJSairs 
whether  Major  Macdonald's  Report  as  to 
the  state  of  affairs  in  the  Niger  terri- 
tories has  been  received,  and  when  it  will 
be  presented  to  the  House  ;  and  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  has  received 
proposals  for  the  constitution  of  a- 
chartered  company  to  take  charge  of  the 
Oil  Rivers  district,  and  applications  from 
King  Ja  Ja  of  Opobo,  and  others,  for  his 
re-instatement ;  and,  if  so,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  has  taken  action 
thereon  ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  Major  Mac- 
donald's Report  has  been  received,  but  it 
is  confidential,  and  not  intended  for  publi- 
cation. Proposals  have  been  received 
for  the  constitution  of  a  chartered 
company  to  administer  the  Oil  Rivera 
district,  and  also  representations  against 
such  an  arrangement.  The  question  is. 
under  consideration,  and  I  am  authorised 
to  say  that  whatever  is  intended  to  be 
done  will  be  made  known  to  the  House, 
so  that  opportunity  will  be  afforded  for 
objections  to  be  expressed.  Ja  Ja  ha» 
applied  to  be  allowed  to  return  to  Opobo, 
but  it  has  not  been  thought  expedient  to 
permit  him  to  do  so. 

Mr.  PICTOX  :  I  wish  to  know  whether 
the  Rej)ort  of  Major  Macdonald  was  not 
intended  for  the  information  of  Parlia- 
ment, or  whether  it  is  only  a  private 
Report? 

*SiR  J.  FERGUSSON :  I  stated  last 
year  that  the  Report  would  be  con- 
fidential. 
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SIERRA   LEONE— CASE   OF  MR.   COPE- 
LAND  CRAWFORD. 

Mr.  PICTON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  Mr.  Copeland  Crawford,  who 
last  July  was  sentenced  at  Sierra  Leone 
to  12  months'  imprisonment  for  having 
caused  one  of  his  black  servants  to  be 
flogged  to  death,  and  was  thereupon 
allowed  to  come  to  Ensrland  for  the 
benefit  of  his  health,  is  now  undergoing 
his  punishment ;  and,  if  so,  where  ? 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS:  Mr.  Craw- 
ford was  not  "  allowed  to  come  to 
England  for  the  benefit  of  his  health." 
He  was  removed  to  the  L^nited  Kingdom 
under  the  Colonial  Prisoners'  Removal 
Act,  1884,  to  undergo  the  remainder  of 
his  sentence  of  imprisonment  because 
his  life  would  be  endangered  by  further 
imprisonment  in  Sierra  Leone.  On  his 
arrival  at  Liverpool  he  was  examined  by 
a  Medical  Board,  who  reported  that 
further  confinement  in  prison  would 
endanger  his  life,  and  he  was  thereupon 
released  in  accordance  with  the  ordinary 
practice  in  similar  cases. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolver- 
hampton) :  May  I  ask  who  nominated 
the  Board  ?     Was  it  the  Colonial  Office  ? 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS:  I  cannot 
answer  that  question.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  give  notice  of  it. 

THE  LLANERCH  COLLIERY 
EXPLOSION. 

Mr.  PICKARD  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Normanton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  iPor  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  has  had  his  attention  drawn 
to  the  following  paragraph  which  appears 
in  Tuesday's  Daily  News^  with  regard  to 
the  persons  still  supposed  to  be  in  the 
Llanerch  Mine,  Monmouthshire,  namely  : 

<*  More  bodies  have  been  brought  out  of  the 
colliery,  making  a  total  of  174.  One  other 
body  is  known  to  be  in  the  pit,  and'some  fancy 
that  there  may  be  two  or  three  others,  strangers 
who  went  down  looking  for  work ;" 

and,  whether  he  will  make  inquiry  into 
this  mattar  as  to  strangers  being  allowed 
to  enter  mines  for  the  purpose  of  seek- 
ing work  unknown  to  the  manager  of  the 
mine  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Inspector  that  the  manager  is  con- 
fident that  one  boy  only  is  now  missing, 
and  that  all  the  persons  in  the  mine  had 


been  duly  employed.  The  banksman  in 
charge  of  the  top  shaft  also  informed 
the  Inspector  that  his  instructions  and 
practice  always  had  been  to  prevent  all 
persons  not  employed  in  the  mine  from 
entering  without  due  permission.  The 
Special  Rules  also  provide  that  the  banks- 
man shall  not  allow  any  person  except 
those  employed  about  the  mine  to 
descend  or  remain  on  the  pit  bank. 

DOCK    ACCOMMODATION     AT 
GIBRALTAR. 

ADjnRAL  MAYNE  (Pembroke  and 
Haverford  west)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Admiralty  to  authorise 
the  construction  of  a  dock  at  Gibraltar  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  A  dock  at 
Gibraltar  would  be  of  great  service,  not 
only  to  the  Navy,  but  also  to  the  Mercantile 
Marine.  The  Admiralty  are  considering 
how  its  construction  can  best  be 
expedited. 

THE  METROPOLITAN  POLICE  FORCE. 

Mr.  JAMES  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury, 
E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether 
there  has  been  a  large  increase  in  the 
Metropolitan  Police  Force  ;  and,  if  so, 
what  is  the  number  of  men  of  all  ranks 
that  has  been  added ;  and  whether  the 
cost  of  these  can  be  defrayed  within  the 
limits  of  the  present  ninepenny  Police 
Rate? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  In  the  month  of 
December  I  received  urgent  representa- 
tions from  the  Commissioner  of  Police  as 
to  the  insufficiency  of  the  Force  for  the 
duties  demanded  of  them,  and,  after  care- 
ful inquiry,  satisfied  myself  that  an 
augmentation  of  1,000  men  was  necessary. 
Accordingly  I  authorised  the  proper  step 
to  be  taken  for  the  purpose  ;  but  the 
augmentation  cannot  proceed  at  a  faster 
rate  than  about  100  men  per  month. 
When  the  Metropolitan  Police  accounts 
for  the  year  are  settled  I  shall  be  able  to 
state  definitely  how  far  the  cost  of  this 
augmentation  can  be  defrayed  within  the 
limits  of  the  present  ninepenny  rate,  and 
the  attention  of  Parliament  will  be  called 
to  the  subject. 

INCOME  TAX  COLLECTION. 
Mr.  BOULNOIS  (Marylebone,  E.)  :  I 
beg    to    ask    Mr.    Chancellor     of     the 
Exchequer  if  there  is  any  truth  in  the 
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statements  that  have  recently  been  pub- 
licly made,  that  Surveyors  of  Taxea  are 
in  any  way  paid  or  receive  poundage  or 
cominiasioa  on  the  Bnm  raised  aa  Income 
Tax  in  their  respective  districts ; 
whether  they  receive  anything  more  than 
the  official  salary,afifixedbythe  Treasury ; 
and  whether  they  benefit  at  all  by  the 
raising  of  any  Schednle  D  or  other  Income 
Tax  assessments ! 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  r  The  answer  to  the 
first  and  third  Qneations  of  the  hoo. 
Member  is  no ;  as  regards  the  second 
Question,  nnder  Section  163  of  the  Act  of 
1842  Surveyors  were  allowed  to  receive 
additional  payments  in  certain  cases 
under  Rales  to  be  framed  by  the 
Treasury.  These  Rules  have  never  been 
framed,  and  the  Section  has  remained  a 
dead  letter,  while  special  grants  which 
nsed  occasionally  to  be  made  to  Sur- 
veyors have  been  discontinued  for  some 
years,  so  that  in  no  case  can  a  Surveyor 
receive  more  than  his  official  salary, 

Mb.  hartley  (Islington,  N.)  :  May 
I  ask  if  it  is  the  fact  that  Collectors  and 
Clerks  to  the  Commibsioners  are  still 
paid  l^  poundage  ? 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  do  not  see  that 
that  is  a  question  which  arises  ont  of  my 
answer,  but,  as  the  hon.  Member  is  aware, 
the ,  Collectors  and  Asseasors  are  still  paid 
by  poundage.  Efforts  have  been  made 
by  various  Governmenta  to  get  rid  of 
that  anomaly,  but  so  far  they  have  not 
been  successful.  I  propose  to  make 
another  attempt  this  Session  to  abolish 

the  system  of  payment  by  poundage. 

lEELASD-CASE  OF  MR.  JOHN 
SLATTERY. 
Mb.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.)  :  I  beg  to 
nsk  the    Cbief  Secretary    to    the   Lord 
Lieutenant    of    Ireland    whethei 
plaints  have  reached  him  that  Mr.  John 
Slattery,  an  estensire   cattle    trader  in 
Cork,  has,  for  a  considerable  time  past, 
been  persistently  followed  through  the 
various  fairs  in  the  South  of  Ireland  to 
which  his  business  takes  him,  and  his 
trade  transactions  pryed  into  by  poli 
men,  and   that  during  the    past   wi 
policemen    have    been    in   the   habit  of 
watehing  his  house  at  night  and  follow- 
ing  him   in    the  daytime    through   the 
streets  of  Cork  in  so  open  a  manner  as 
to  collect  large  crowds  and  cause  great 
annoyance    at    the    places    where    Mr. 
Mr.  Boulnoit 


Mr.  John  Slaftei'y. 


Slattery  has  to  call ;  and  if  thero  is  any 
reason  for  this  conduct  of  the  police  1 

Mr.  lane  (Cork  County,  E.)  :  1  have 
also  to  a.sk  whether  complaints  have 
reached  him  that  Mr.  John  Slattety, 
President  of  the  Cork  Cattle  Trade 
Association,  has  been  followed  day  and 
night  by  policemen  for  many  weelra  past, 
who  stand  between  him  and  eveij 
person  he  speaks  to  in  the  course  of  hu 
business  ;  that  they  followed  him  into 
church  during  Divine  Service  on  last 
Sunday,  and  disturbed  the  whole  con- 
gregation ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
streets  of  Cork  have  been  blocked  several 
times  during  the  last  week  by  crowds 
following  these  policemen  and  Mr. 
Slattery  ;  and  haa  Mr.  Slattery  com- 
mitted any  crime ;  and,  if  npt,  what 
is  the  reRson  for  this  action  on  the  part 
of  the  police  1 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork,  Mid.)  also  put 
the  following  question:  Whether  the 
Chief  Secretary  is  aware  that  Mr,  John 
SlatteiT,  the  President  of  the  South  <rf 
Ireland  Cattle  Trade  Aasociation,  has 
been  followed  for  some  time  past  by  two 
armed  policemen  who,  whenever  Mr. 
Slattery  converses  with  friends  or  ac- 
quaintances, immediately  come  up  and 
remain  within  earshot ;  whether  it  is 
true  that  such  behaviour  on  their  part, 
in  particular  at  fairs  and  markets,  has 
been  repeatedly  complained  of  by  Mr. 
Slattery  as  seriously  daniaging  hia 
bnaineaa  as  a  cattle  dealer  ;  whether  it 
is  correct  that,  although  he  has  asked 
again  and  again  of  the  police  why  he  in 
thus  followed,  no  answer  has  been 
vouchsafed  ;  and  if  he  will  give  some 
explanation  to  the  House  on  the 
matter  I 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Constabu- 
lary Authorities  report  that  John 
Sluttery  is  the  organisser  of  the  boycc^ 
ting  of  the  sale  of  cattle  belonging  to 
persons  who  have  rendered  themselTCB 
obnoxious  by  taking  evicted  farms,  or 
belonging  to  persons  who  hold  communi- 
cation of  any  kind  with  these  so-called 
"  land  grabbers.  To  prevent  this  illegal 
action,  the  public  have  closely  watched 
Slattery.  It  ia  not  the  case  that  the 
streets  have  been  several  times  blocked  ; 
but  a  temporary  block  did  occur  on  one 
occasion. 

Dr.  tanner  r  What  legal  evidence 
has  been  offered  to  any  Court  or  given  to 
the  public  that  Mr.  Slattery  had  at  any 
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time  a  (x^isance  of  the  boycotting  of 
Cattle  T  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Slattery  asked  again  and  again,  in  my 
presence,  wh&t  waa  the  reaaon  why  the 
police  followed  him  about  J  Have  the 
police  been  told  deliberately,  wilfully^ 
and  wantonly  to  go  Dp  to  that  gentleman 
when  he  has  been  engaged  in  converaing 
with  ordinary  aoanaiutances  in  the  City 
of  Cork! 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  So  far  aa  I 
am  aware  no  orders  of  the  kind  indicated 
by  the  hon.  Member  have  been  given. 
I  am  not  aware  that  any  legal  evidence 
was  required  to  juBtify  the  action  of  the 
police. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Then  may  I  aak 
whether  this  course  has  been  pursued 
without  any  legal  inquiry  having  been 
made,  and  why  the  police  have  refused 
to  give  Mr.  Slattery  any  information  aa 
to  why  he  has  been  thua  do^ed  and 
cmelly  persecuted? 

Mb.  p.  O'BRIEN;  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  approve  of  the  action  of  the 
police !  Is  he  not  aware  that  the  Cor- 
poration of  Cork  have  instituted  pro- 
ceedings against  the  police  for  having 
blocked  the  thoroughfares  while  in  the 
pnrsuit  of  Mr.  Slattery  I 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  waa  not 
aware  of  anything  of  the  kind,  and  I 
should  not  have  anawered  the  question 
if  I  had  known  that  it  was  »ubjudice. 

Mr.  p.  03RIEN  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  approve  of  the  police  entering 
a  church  and  interrupting  divine  service 
in  pursuit  of  Mr.  Slattery  1 
•Mr.  speaker  :     Order,  order  ! 

H.M.S.  VICTORIA. 
Mr.  GOURLEY  :  I  b^  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  how  long  it 
ia  since  the  ironclad  VKtoria  was  com- 
missioned for  sea  service,  and  when  the 
defective  gtin  is  expected  to  be  repaired 
and  tested ;  whether  it  is  correct  that 
the  vessel  is  to  be  seut  to  join  the 
Mediterranean  Squadron  Viith  a  borrowed 
gun,  and  without  a  proper  examination 
of  either  the  three  remaining  original 
guns  or  the  gun  belonging  to  another 
ship  ;  and  whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  appoint  an  Ordnance 
Committee,  or  a  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Comnions,  for  the  purpose  of  ascer- 
taining how  far  the  existing  type  of  big 
fan  ia  snitsble  for  naval  warfare  1 


•Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  The  Victoria 
was  to  have  been  commissioned  last  sum- 
mer, but  was  delayed  by  the  long  series 
of  proof  trials  through  which  her 
second  big  gun  was  put.  This  gun,  in 
passing  this  ordeal,  showed  some  defects, 
which,  althoi^h  they  did  not  render  the 
gun  unsafe  or  unserviceable,  prevented 
its  being  accepted  as  a  perfect  gun,  and 
it  has  been  returned  to  the  makers.  A 
strengthened  gun,  as  1  stated  on  the 
29th  of  November  last,  was  supplied 
within  three  weeks,  and  has  taken  the 
place  of  the  rejected  gun.  The  state- 
ment in  question  No.  3  is  untrue,  as  the 
Victoria  will  be  sent  to  the  Mediter- 
ranean with  gnns  which  have  been  satis- 
factorily tested  in  accordance  with  the 
service  regulations,  and  a  proper  exami- 
nation of  the  guns  has  been  also  carried 
out.  The  guns  in  the  Victoria  will 
remain  appropriated  to  her.  The  arma- 
ment of  the  various  ships  in  the  new 
prc^ramme  was  settled  after  an  ex- 
haustive inquiry,  and  is  fixed  by  an  Act 
of  Parliament,  and  I  have  no  intention 
of  altering  it  or  of  appointing  a  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  conclusioi  s 
then  deliberately  arrived  at. 

BOYCOTTING. 
Mb.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN :  I  beg  (o 

ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  case  of  two  men  named 
Bellew  and  Fit^rald,  who  were  con- 
victed at  Liverpool  at  the  last  Assizes 
held  there  for  the  offence  of  boycotting, 
charged  as  a  conspiracy  at  common  law 
to  injure  the  trade  of  a  farmer  FriMll ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  they  were 
sentenced  by  Mr.  Justice  Grantham  to 
three  months'  imprisonment  with  hard 
labour;  whether  that  sentence  is  now  being 
carried  ont,  and  they  are  undergoing 
hard  labour  at  Walton  Gaol,  Liverpool; 
and  whether  it  ia  lawful  to  impose  a 
sentence  of  hard  labour  for  a  conspiracy 
at  Common  Law,  and  under  what  statute 
or  other  authority  can  such  a  sentence 
be  imposed  1 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  Yes.  Sir;  these 
men  were  convicted  under  the  Conspiracy 
and  Protection  of  Property  Act,  1875, 
and  the  sentence  of  three  months  with 
hard  labour  imposed  by  the  Judge  is  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  that 
statute.  This  sentence  is  now  being 
carried  ont  at  Walton  Gaol. 
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NEWFOUNDLAND  FISHERY  RIGHTS. 

Mk.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the'  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  At&irs  what  is  the  present  posi- 
tion of  the  negociatioDs  that  have  been 
pending  with  the  French  Government 
relating  to  the  qaestion  of  the  rights  of 
French  fishermen  on  the  coast  of 
STewfoundland :  and  whether  it  is  in- 
tended to  present  to  Parliament  any 
Papers  relating  to  the  suhjectT 
•Sir  J.  PERGUSSON :  Negotiations  are 
in  progress  for  the  setdemeiit  of  the  ques- 
tion in  difference  between  the  two 
Governments  relating  to  the  rights  nnder 
Treaty,  and  I  hope  that  a  modus  vivendi 
will  be  arranged  to  subsist  during  the 
approaching  season  in  case  that  no  con- 
clusion shall  have  been  arrived  at.  It 
would  not  be  conducive  to  the  public 
interest  that  Papers  should  be  presented 
at  this  stage. 

metropolitan  police— cabmen's 
grievances. 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  report  of  a  speech  which  was 
delivered  at  a  meeting  of  London  cab- 
men on  the  6th  instant  by  Mr.  John 
Bnms,  a  member  of  the  London  County 
Council,  and  which  represents  him  to 
have  said  that — 

■■The  LoodoD  cabmen  had  lenl  giieTancei 
agaia«t  the  police,  who  tjrannised  against  poor 
'cabby,'  if  the  Jatter  could  not  'tip'  Uiem 
euoagh ; " 

and  whether  there  is  any  foundation  for 
the  charge  of  corruption  which  Mr.  John 
Burns  has  thus  brought  against  the 
Metropolitan  Police  1 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  informed  that 
there  is  no  foundation  whatever  for  the 
allegation  contained  in  the  hon.  Member's 


CODNTY  COUNCILS  AND  DKBAN 

MAIN  ROADS. 
Mr.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  Rsk  tlie  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  if  he  is  aware  that 
great  difficulties  have  arisen  betv 
the  county  councils  and  the  urban 
authorities  claiming  to  maintain  their 
main  roads  owing  to  the  ambiguoas 
language  of  Section  1 1,  Sub-section  f 
of  "  The  Local  Government  Act,   1888, 
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reference  to  the  payment  to  be  made 
by  the  county  councils ;  and  whether, 
order  to  avoid  the  necessity  for 
numerous  arbitrations,  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  will  issue  a  circular  letter 
explaining  the  principles  on  which  tiie 
payment  towards  the  costs  of  main- 
tenance and  repair  of  nrban  main  roads 
by  county  councils  ought  to  be  made  ? 
•The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Georges)  :  I  am  not 
that  great  difficulties  have  arisen 
between  the  county  councils  and  the  urban 
authorities  claiming  to  maintain  their 
roads  under  Saction  11,  Sub-sec- 
tion 2,  of  the  Local  Government  Act  in 
reference  to  the  payment  to  be  made  bj 
the  county  councils.  Up  to  the  present 
time  no  actual  submissions  for  arbitra- 
tions by  the  Local  Government  Board 
have  been  made.  The  Board  have  had 
addressed  to  them  certain  inquiries  on 
the  subject,  and  they  have  replied  to  the 
effect  that  the  terms  of  the  sub-section 
do  not  render  it  necessary  that  the 
county  council  should  repay  the  whole 
of  the  cost  of  the  maintenance  and 
repair  of  a  main  road  to  the  nrban 
authority  who  claim  to  retain  the  powers 
and  duties  of  maintaining  and  repairing 
such  road,  and  that  the  Board  are  of 
opinion  that  the  section  contemplates 
that  the  urban  authority  shall  receive 
from  the  county  council  an  annual  pay- 
ment (to  he  determined  as  provided  by 
Sub-section  3)  towards  the  expenditure 
on  the  road,  the  urban  authority  under- 
taking, if  they  deem  it  desirable,  any 
additional  expenditure  at  their  own  cost. 
It  does  not  appear  to  me  that  at  the 
pre8^^lt  time  the  Board  can  with,  advan- 
tage issue  a  circular  letter  as  suggested. 

THE  YORK  COMMERCIAL  SCHOOL. 
Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion whether  the  attention  of  the 
Education  Department  has  been  called 
to  the  following  advertisement,  which 
appeared  in  the  yorhhire  Herald  of  8th 
February,  1890,  in  reference  to  the 
school  to  be  opened  by  the  Kilbum 
Sisters  : — 
"  'I'ork  Commercial  High  School,  16,  CasUegate. 

Opened  20th  Januarv.  1890. 

"  A  Church  of  England  Day  SchooL     Anniul 

ExsmiDation  by  Her  Majesty's 

Inapectora. 
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*'  Subjects  of  Instruction.  The  Holy  Scrip- 
tures, Headinf^,  Writing,  Arithmetic,  Gram- 
mar, Composition,  History,  Geography,  Draw, 
ing,  Needlework,  Singing,  Kindergarten, 
Calisthenics,  French. 

*'  *  Extra  Suhjects.  Instrumental  Music, 
15s.  per  term;  Domestic  Economy  and  Cook- 
ing, 10s.  per  term ;  Book  Keeping,  12s.  per 
term. 

*<  *For  Girls  desirous  of  taking  the  extra 
fluhiects  only  special  arrangements  may  he 
made. 

''Terms  (1^  weeks).  Christmas  to  Easter, 
Easter  to  Midsummer,  September  to  Christmas. 

"Fees.  Girls  Is.  per  week  or  12s.  6d.  per 
term ;  Children  under  eight,  6d.  per  week  or  6s. 
per  term. 

**  Hours  of  Instruction.  Morning  9 — 12  \5. 
Afternoon  2-4.30. 

**  Scholars  prepared  for  College  of  Preceptors 
and  for  Cambridge  Local  Examinations;*' 

whether     the     Education     Department 

proposes     to    » recognise      this      school 

in      substitution      of      some      of     the 

accommodation    which  the    Department 

in     its    letter    of     26th     April,     1889, 

stated   it   would     be    the    duty   of  the 

School    Board    for    York    to    provide ; 

and  whether  the  Education  Department 

is  of  opinion  that  a  school  in  which  a  Is. 

fee  is  charged  to  scholars  eight  years  of 

age  and  6d.  to  scholars  under  eight  years 

of  age,  and  in  which  a  further  charge  of 

10s.  per  term  is  to  be  made  for  the  Code 

subjects     of     domestic     economy      and 

cookery,      is     a     suitable     school    and 

entitled  to  receive  grants,  and  one  which 

can  be   fairly   considered  as  taking  the 

place  of  accommodation  which  the  Board 

would  have   had  to  supply  for  boys  as 

well  as  girls,  where  the  fee  would  have 

required  to  have  been  sanctioned  by  the 

Department,  and  could  not  in  any  ca«e 

have  exceeded  9d.  a  week  for  all  the 

subjects  of  instruction  ? 

♦The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COMMITTEE  op  COUNCIL  on  EDU- 
CATION (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford) :  I  have  seen  the  advertise- 
ment referred  to,  but  the  Department 
have  no  information  of  the  school  in  ques- 
tion, nor  has  any  application  for  annual 
grant  been  made  on  its  behalf.  Looking 
to  the  description  given  in  the  advertise- 
ment, and  pending  further  inquiry,  in 
my  opinion,  such  2k  school  could  not  bs 
accepted  as  supplying  any  part  of  the 
deficiency  mentioned  in  the  notice. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  When  may  we 
assume  that  the  York  School  Board  will 
be  ordered  to  supply  the  deficiency  forth- 
with? 


♦Sir  W.  hart  DYKE:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  give  notice  of  that 
question. 

SCOTCH    LEGISLATION- 
BURGH    POLICE   BILL    AND     PUBLIC 
HEALTH    BILL. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  it  is  his 
intention  to  introduce  the  Burgh  Police 
And  Public  Health  Bill  during  the  pre- 
sent Session  ? 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson,  Buteshire) :  This  Bill  con- 
sists of  571  clauses,  and  involves  a  great 
amount  of  detail.  If  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers were  practically  unanimous  in 
desiring  that  the  Bill,  which  has  already 
been  very  fully  discussed,  should  pass 
through  this  House  in  the  form  in 
which  it  left  the  Select  Committee  of 
1888,  the  Government  would  be  most 
willing  to  effectuate  this  desire.  But, 
unless  upon  a  definite  understanding  to 
this  effect,  the  Government  cannot 
undertake  to  find  time  for  the  Bill 
during  this  Session,  and  it  would  not 
serve  any  good  purpose  to  introduce  it. 

Dr.  CLARK:  WHl  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  consider  the  desirability  of 
bringing  in  the  Public  Health  Clauses 
Continuation  Bill  this  Session  ? 

♦Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  must 
ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  give  notice  of 
that  question. 

IRELAND— LAND  PURCHASE  RETURNS. 
Mr.  JOHN  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Rushcliffe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  the  Government  assent 
to  the  Notice  of  Motion  for  (continuation) 
Return  Land  Purchase  (Ireland),  on  the 
Paper  to-day  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Land 
Commissioners  represent  that  the  pre- 
paration of  Special  Returns  interferes 
materially  with  the  discharge  of  their 
ordinary  duties.  They  suggest  that  pos- 
sibly the  Parliamentary  Return  C.  5879 
of  completed  sales  for  six  months 
ended  30  June,  1889,  together  with  the 
further  Return  for  the  six  months  to  31 
December,  1889,  which  will  be  ready  for 
presentation  ia  about  a  week,  would  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  hon.  Member. 
The  Return  referred  to  by  the  Commis- 
sioners gives:  Names  of  Vendors,^  Num- 
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ber  of  Sales,  Amount  of  Advance,  with  a 
sammary  of  the  total  advanced  in  each 
County  and  Province. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  add  to  the  Return  a 
complete  Return  for  the  whole  time.  The 
Return  mentioned  only  gives  two  periods 
of  six  months. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  will  inquire 
whether  that  request  can  be  complied 
with. 

AGRICULTURAL   AND  DAIRY 
SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Minister  for  Agriculture 
whether  the  Government  intend  to  carry 
out  the  recommendation  contained  in 
the  Report  of  the  Departmental  Commis- 
sion on  Agricultural  and  Dairy  Schools, 
which  was  printed  and  distributed  in 
February,  1888,  that  a  Central  Normal 
School  of  Agriculture,  provided  and 
maintained  by  the  State,  should  be  es- 
tablished in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Rugby  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  op  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICCTLTURE  (Mr.  Chaplin, 
Lincolnshire,  Sleaford)  :  Yes,  Sir;  un- 
doubtedly the  Government  propose  to 
take  steps  to  promote  technical 
education  in  agriculture,  in  dairy  farming, 
I  may  say,  and  some  of  the  minor 
branches  of  agricultural  industry  in 
particular,  which  would  seem  to  present 
a  considerable  opening  for  the  develop- 
ment of  agricultural  education.  I  regret, 
however,  that  owing  to  the  press  of 
many  other  matters  awaiting  the  atten- 
tion of  a  new  Department,  the  Board 
has  been  unable  to  formulate,  and  I  am 
not  in  a  position  to  lay  before  the  hon. 
Member  a  complete  scheme  upon  the 
subject  which  is  now  under  our  attentive 
consideration.  He  is  doubtless  aware 
that  we  have  at  our  disposal  at  present  a 
grant  of  £5,000  a  year.  That  grant  has 
hitherto  been  distributed  on  the  principle 
of  helping  schools  which  have  shown 
a  disposition  to  help  themselves  in  the 
matter  of  agricultural  education,  and  the 
Reports  which  I  receive  of  the  results  are 
so  satisfactory  and  encouraging,  that  it  is 
to  the  increase  and  development  of  that 
system  that  I  look  at  present,  rather  than 
to  the  provision  of  schools  of  our  own 
provided  and  maintained  by  the  State. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  a  central 
State  school,  I  have  carefully  considered 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


the  Report  of  the  Departmental  Commit- 
tee so  ably  presided  over  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Wells 
Division  of  Somerset.  It  is  deserving  of 
every  attention;  but,  for  the  reasons  I  have 
stated,  we  do  not  at  the  present  moment 
contemplate  the  establishment  of  a  central 
normal  school  of  agriculture  provided  and 
maintained  by  the  State. 

THE    RECENT    EPIDEMIC    OF 
INFLUENZA. 

Mr.  COBB  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Grovernment  Board  whether 
an  ofl&cial  inquiry  has  been  held,  or 
evidence  collected,  as  to  the  causes  of  the 
recent  epidemic  of  influensa;  and  whether 
the  Local  Government  Board  possess 
reliable  materials  for  drawing  up  an 
official  statement,  and  instructions  for 
treatment,  so  as  to  prevent  much  suffer- 
ing, and  to  allay  public  lalarm  in  the 
event  of  a  similar  epidemic  breaking 
out? 

*Mr.  RITCHIE  :  An  inquiry  is  now 
being  conducted,  and  evidence  collected, 
by  officers  of  the  Board's  Medical  Depart- 
ment as  to  the  causes  of  the  recent 
epidemic  of  influenza.  The  Board  are 
not  at  present  in  a  position  to  draw  up 
such  an  official  statement  as  is  suggested, 
and  they  have  no  intention  to  give 
instructions  for  medical  treatment. 

IRELAND— CONDUCT  OF  POLICK 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  it  is  a  fact,  as  stated  in  the 
Cork  papers  of  Tuesday  the  11th,  that  on 
Sunday  last,  the  9th  Inst,  the  funeral  of 
a  little  child  belonging  to  Mr.  Daniel 
Kelly,  T.C.,  Tipperary,  which  left  the 
town  at  3  o'clock  *  in  the  afternoon 
for  the  burial  ground  at  Kilpatrick,  was 
followed  by  five  armed  policemen,  who, 
when  the  cortege  had  proceeded  about 
two  miles  from  the  town,  drove  up  at  a 
furious  pace  and  went  even  into  the 
graveyard,  and  remained  there  while  the 
sacred  rites  were  proceeding  ;  and  to  ask 
by  whose  orders  this  was  done  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  1  have  received 
no  information  as  yet  upon  the  subject. 

Dr.  tanner  :  How  soon  will  it  suit 
the  convenience  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  answer  the  question  ? 

[No  reply.] 
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THE  BRUSSELS  ANTI-SLAVERY 
CONFERENCE. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  Statj  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  it  is  a  feet,  as  reported, 
that  the  French  Government,  at  the 
Anti-Slavery  Conference  at  Brussels, 
have  insisted  that  the  right  to  search 
vessels  supposed  to  be  carrying  slaves 
shall  be  restricted  to  a  limit  of  five  miles 
from  the  African  coast,  and  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  agreed  to 
reduce  the  right  under  existing  Treaties 
to  this  limit  ? 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  think  the  hon. 
Glentleman  must  see  that  during  the 
sittings  of  the  Conference  it  is  impossible 
that  any  statements  can  be  made  con- 
cerning the  attitude  of  any  of  its 
members. 

THE  CONGO  FREE  STATE. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  enlistment 
at  Zanzibar  of  slaves  to  work  in  the 
Congo  Free  State,  with  an  advance  of 
part  of  their  wages,  paid  to  the  Arab 
masters,  is  not  an  infringement  of  the 
edicts  issued  against  the  Slave  Trade  by 
the  late  Sultan  in  1876,  and  by  the  pre- 
sent Sultan  in  1889 ;  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Plenipotentiaries  at  Brussels, 
one  of  whom  is  understood  to  be  a 
Plenipotentiary  for  the  Sultan  of  Zanzi- 
bar, have  received  instructions  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  protest  against 
this  form  of  the  Slave  Trade ;  and, 
whether  Hor  Majesty's  Consul  General 
at  Zanzibar  has  received  any  instructions 
upon  the  subject  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  It  is  not  clear  in 
what  the  infringement  is  alleged  to  con- 
sist. Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
been  assured  by  the  Government  of  the 
Congo  Free  State  that  every  possible 
precaution  is  taken  to  prevent  abuses 
and  to  make  the  willingness  of  recruits 
to  enlist  absolutely  certain.  There  has 
been  no  reason  for  sending  special  in- 
structions, as  the  assurance  of  the  Congo 
State  have  been  considered  satisfactory. 

THE  YORKSHIRE  PROVIDENT 
ASSOCIATION. 

Mr.    BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg    to  aak 
the     Attorney    General    whether    any, 


and  what,  criminal  proceedings,  and 
against  whom,  have  been  instituted  by 
the  Director  of  Public  Prosecutions,  in 
the  matter  of  the  Yorkshire  Provident 
Association,  pursuant  to  the  Order  of 
this  House  of  23rd  July,  1889  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
R.  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight)  :  In  answer 
to  the  hon.  Member's  question,  I  have  to 
state  that  under  my  directions,  after  I 
had  carefully  considered  the  whole  case, 
the  Director  of  Public  Prosecutions  last 
autumn  instituted  criminal  proceedings 
against  certain  directors  of  the  Yorkshire 
Provident  Association — namely,  against 
Andrew  Watson,  Richard  Martin,  and 
Joseph  Holinrake — for  conspiracy  in 
connection  with  the  statement  of  accounts 
for  1886  and  1887,  and  against  Andrew 
Watson,  John  Hartley,  and  J.  H.  Riley 
in  respect  of  the  statement  of  accounts 
for  the  years  1887  and  1888.  All  these 
persons  were  committed  for  trial  last' 
December,  and  the  Grand  Jury  returned 
a  true  bill  against  all  of  them,  but  upon 
the-  application  of  the  defendants  the 
trial  was  postponed  until  the  Leeds 
Assizes,  which  begin  upon  the  15th  of 
next  month. 

THE  CIVIL  SERVICE. 
Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  he  is  aware  that  1 8 
months  have  elapsed  since  the  issue  of 
the  second  Report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  Civil  Establishments ;  and 
when  the  Treasury  Minutes  dealing  with 
the  proposed  re-organi^tion  of  the  Civil 
Service  will  be  embodied  in  an  Order  in 
Council  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  A  Treasury  Minute 
dealing  with  the  Lower  Division  clerks 
was  laid  on  the  Table  on  Tuesday,  and  an 
Order  in  Council  giving  effect  to  the 
Minute  has  been  prepared  and  will  be 
issued  when  passed  by  the  next  Council 


INTOXICATING   LIQUORS  (LICENCES). 

Address  for — 

'*  Returns  of  the  number  of  Licences  for  the 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  issued  under  the 
authority  of  Mag^istrates*  Certificates  in  each 
City,  Municipal  Borough,  and  Petty  Sessional 
Division,  respeotiyely,  m  England  and  Wales^ 
arranged  as  follows  : — 

(I.)  Publicans  who  sell  spirits  ; 

(2.)  Persons  licensed  to  retail  beer,  wine, 

or   sweets;   to    be    consumed    on    the 

premises ; 
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(3.)  Persons  licensed  to  retail  beer,  wine, 
sweets,  or  spirits,  not   to    be  consumed 
on  the  premises  :  ** 
"  And,  of  the  number  of  Licensed  Houses  for 
consumption  on  the  premises  for  every  1,000  of 
the     population     in      each    City,    Municipal 
Borough,  and  Petty  Sessional  Division  respec- 
tively.**—(Zorrfi?a«<io/j»A  Churchill,) 

MOTIONS. 


-•o*- 


WESTERN   AUSTRALIA   CONSTITUTION   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Baron  Henry  de  Worms,  Bil^ 
to  enable  Her  Majesty  to  assent  to  a  Bill  for 
conferring  a  Constitution  on  Western  Aus- 
tralia, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Baron 
Henry  de  Worms,  Mr.  Attorney  General,  and 
Mr.  Jackson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  112.] 

COMPANIES   (winding  UP)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach,  Bill 
to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Winding-up 
of  Companies  in  England  and  Wales,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  iSir  Michael  Hicks  Beach 
and  Mr.  Attorney  General. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  llS.j 

COMPANIES     (memorandum    OF     ASSOCIATION) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach,  Bill 
to  give  further  powers  to  Companies  with 
respect  to  the  alteration  of  their  Memoranda  of 
Association,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
Michael  Hicks  Beach  and  Mr.  Attorney 
General. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  114.] 

PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS. 

The  Committee  of  Public  Accounts  was 
nominated  of, — Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttleworth, 
iSir  John  Lubbock,  Sir  Walter  Barttelot/  Mr. 
Salt,  Mr.  Barran,  Sir  Kichard  Temple,  Mr. 
Jackson,  Mr.  Lane,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor,  and  Mr.  Wodehouse. 

Ordered,  that  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  (or  persons,  papers,  and  records. — {Mr, 
Jackton.) 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY, 


ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

ADJOURNED   DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Djbat9  on  Question  [12th  Februaiy] — 
[see  page  128.] 

Question  ag  lin  proposed. 

Dabate  resumod. 

♦Mr.  HOWORTH  (Salford,  S.)  :  I 
was  born  in  Portugal,  have  close  ties 
with  that  country,  and  I  recently 
visitsd    it    for    sever.il    weeks,    during 


which  I  witnessed  a  great  deal  which 
has  interested  public  opinion  here.      In 
these  circumstances,  I  feel  that  I    am 
justified  in  wishing  to  address  the  House 
in  this  debate  in  the  hope  of  being  able 
to  say  something  which  may  soften  the 
acerbity    of    feeling    which   has   arisen 
between  two  countries  which  have  long 
been  friends  and  allies,  and  to  both  of 
which  I  owe  some  loyalty.     I  need  not 
emphasise   the   pain  which  I   feel,  and 
which  I  am  sure  that  every  Member  of 
this   House  and  every  sensible  English- 
man must  have  felt,  at  the  turn  which 
events   have    taken.        My    right    hon. 
Friend     the     leader     of     the     House, 
in    sympathetic   and   appropriate   terms, 
which  were  echoed  by  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  in  choice  phraseology  which 
those   of   us   envy,    most    who    find    it 
most    difiicult    to    emulate     it,     stated 
this   part  of  the  case  very  completely. 
But  I  wish,  from  the   peculiar  position 
which  I  occupy  in  this  matter,   to  press 
upon  hon.  Members  of  the  House  that, 
in    any    subsequent    debate    in    which 
Portugal     may     come     to     the     front, 
it    would    be    advisable    to   bo    sparing 
of   adjectives   which    may   be    misinter- 
preted, and  to  remember  that  in  inter- 
national quarrels  unseemly  and  vitupera- 
tive language  is  often   much   less  easy 
to  pardon  than  even   overt   acts   which 
are   treated   as    offences.      Having  said 
this,  I  should  like   to  relat3  in  the  first 
instance  what  1  myself  saw    in   Lisbon, 
because    I   feel   it   necessary  that   some 
things  which  have  appeared  in  print  in 
this  country  should  receive   some    anti- 
dote from  someone  who  has  been  on  the 
spot.       The    newspaper   correspondents 
in  Lisbon   and   Oporto   seldom  have  an 
opportunity  of  reporting  dramatic  events. 
It  is  not  therefore    at  all  strange   that 
they   should    have    couched  their   des- 
patches      in      somewhat      s  ami-tropical 
language,  and   should   have   abandoned 
sometimes   the   ordinary    restrictions  of 
English     pros  a     in     describing      com- 
monplace  events.      That   is    what    has 
happened   in   the   cas3  of  Portugal.      I 
was  present  during  the   whole    of   these 
disturbances.      I    saw  one   or    two    ex- 
cited    crowds    of    boys     carrying     the 
national  flag  and  shouting,  "  Down  with 
the    King,"    "  Down   with   the  Govern- 
ment," and   "  Down  with  England."      I 
also  saw  one   or   two   Englishmen,  who 
ventured  to  put  themselves  in  the  way 
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of  the  crowd,  pushed  about  and  hustled 
a   little.      1   was   in   Lisbon  when  the 
crowd  pulled  down  the  armorial  bearings 
over  the  door  of  the  British  Consulate. 
But   these  are    incidents    which    have 
happened    frequently    in    other    places 
with  very  little    comment ;     and    they 
looked  very  small,  when  contrasted  with 
riots    in    Hyde     Park     and     Trafalgar 
Square,  which   some   of   us   remember. 
1  feel  bound  to  say  this,  because  I  think 
these  reports  ought   to  be  corrected,  and 
because    I   feel  that   the    people  among 
whom    I  was   born   have  at  least   this 
virtue,  that  they  are  singularly  courteous 
and  chivalrous  tDwards  strangers.      No 
man    who  has   lived  among  them   as   I 
have  can  come  back  to  this  country  with- 
out feeling  that  in  this  respect  they  bear 
a  favourable  comparison  with  great  many 
of   the   Continental   nations :    strangers, 
even    Englishmen,   may    expsct  every- 
where   tD    meet   with   those    marks   of 
courtesy  it  is  so  pleasant  to  recaive.     I 
go   further,   and   support   my   own   ex- 
po rienc  3  with  that  of  a  friend  resident 
in   Portugal,  from  whom   I   received   a 
letter    yesterday,  one    who  knows   the 
Portugues3    probably    as    well    as    any 
member   of    the  English   colony   there. 
He    refers    to  a   paragraph    which    ap- 
peared in  the  newspapers  a  short  time 
ago,  headed  "Destitute  Englishmen  in 
Portugal,"    and     which    stated    that    a 
number  of  Eaglish  clerks  in  Lisbon  had 
been  discharged  by  their  employers,  and 
were  on   the    point  of    starvation,  and 
that    there    had    been    40  applications 
from  Englishmen  to  their  Consul  to  be  sent 
home,  but  that  he  had  no  funds  available 
for  the  purpasa.     My  friend  writes  : — 

"  I  was  astounded  at  reaJiag  this,  and  felt 
sure  that  it  could  not  he  true,  for  such  a  state 
of  things  could  not  exist  without  it  heing 
generally  known .  I  made  inquiries  of  various 
friends,  hut  no  one  knows  an  instance  of  an 
Englishman  having  heen  dismissed.  I  then 
went  to  Mr.  Macdonald,  the  actins  Consul,  and 
he  IS  not  awaro  of  any  such  discharges  or 
applications  for  relief  from  distress.  The 
statement  that  40  English  clerks  applied  to 
the  Consul  to  he  sent  home  is  a  pure  fahrica- 
tion." 

I  think  the  facts  should  be  made 
known  by  statements  in  some  public 
place,  for  it  seems  to  me  that  news- 
papers anxious  for  sensational  items  of 
news  have  done  much  to  excite  a 
serious  quarrel  between  two  peoples 
who  ought  never  to  have  quarrelled  at 
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all.     I  must  say  that  at  Oporto  things 
are  a  little  strained,   and   some   of   tha^ 
strain   is   attributable   to  the  indiscreet 
conduct   of   the   English   Consul  there. 
He  is  a  distinguished  scholar,  and  he  has 
written  admirable  books  about  Portugal, 
but  I  confess  in  this  matter  he  has  shown 
some    lack   of   discretion  by  the   use  of 
expressions   addressed   to    the   students. 
In   that   country,    as   elsewhere,  lads  in 
excited   times  d )  not  obey  the  restraints 
that   men   acknowledge,  and  for  Portu- 
guese lads  to  be  told  by  a  Consul  that  if 
they   want  to  insult  English  people  they 
should  insult  men  and  not  women,  seems 
to  me  rather  like  an  invitation   to   these 
young  students  to  display  their  feelings 
by   some   act   of    violence    to    English- 
men.     From    my    experience    in     the 
country  I  can  say  that  nothing  has  exas- 
perated Portuguese  feeling    more    than 
S3eing    reproductions    of    some    of    the 
comic    cartoons    from     English    papers, 
which,     however    we     may    laugh     at 
them  at   the  moment,    are  exceedingly 
bittsr   pills   for    a   small   and   sensitive 
nation  to  swallow,  especially  when  the 
people   are    led   to    believe    that    these 
pictures   represent   the   real   feeling   in 
this  country.    ]^y  the  distribution  of  these 
cartoons  through  every   village    in   the 
country  as  a  sample  of  what  the  English 
think  of  the  Portuguese  people,  the  fl- 
ings  of    exasperatioQ,    which   no   douot 
exist,  have  been  fostered  and  fomented. 
While  there   have  been   numerous   ex- 
aggerations    as     to    the    treatment    oF 
Englishmen  in  Portugal,  I  do  not  disguise 
the  fact  that  the  feeling  is  widely  spread 
there  that  this  little  country  has  been 
treated    rather    harshly    by   England — 
a  strong  Power,  an  old  friend  and  ally. 
That  feeling,  rightly  or  wrongly,  possesses  . 
the    people     of     Portugal ;     I     believe 
wrongly,   but  it  is  a  feeling  we  cannot 
and  ouQ'ht  not  to  despise  :  it  is  a  feeling 
that    distinctly    is    not    ignoble.       Con- 
tempt is  a    luxury   of   the  strong,  and 
becomes    itself  contemptible    when    at- 
tempted by  those  who  are  weak.  A  weak 
people  cannot,  therefore,  meet  such  treat- 
ment with  contempt ;  and  it  seems  to  me 
there    is  nothing    ignoble   in  the   weak 
resenting     what    they    consider     harsh 
treatment   openly    and    even   excitedly. 
Another    feature     in    this    unfortunate 
business    is    that    the    Portuguese     in 
their    quarrel  have   more   or  less    the 
sympathy  of  the  other  smaller  Powers 
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of  Europe.  It  has  not  been  pleasant  to 
road  in  the  press  of  Italy  and  Belgium, 
usually  so  tender  towards  English  policy, 
the  expression  of  an  opinion  that  England 
had  not  treated  Portugal  as  she  would 
have  treated  a  stronger  Power,  when  at 
least  she  would  have  put  a  slipper  on 
her  broad  foot  instead  of  a  strong  boot. 
There  are  cynics  who  measure  the 
Ydlue  of  political  friends  and  the  danger 
from  political  enemies  pntirely  by  the 
strength  of  material  resources,  but  it 
seems  to  me,  and  I  claim  to  speak  as  an 
old  student  of  history,  that  England  at  all 
events  has  had  enormous  moral  strength 
in  her  Continental  struggles  in  the  fact 
that  she  has  had  the  sympathy  of  the 
smaller  and  weaker  Powers,  which  are 
necessarily  neutral.  They  have  generally 
welcomed  the  advancement  of  England  as 
the  advancement  of  freedom  everywhere. 
It  is,  therefore,  a  painful  fact  that  in  this 
quarrel  we  have  had  a  more  or  less  con- 
ourrence  of  opinion  among  the  smaller  ■ 
Powers  in  favour  of  Portugal.  If  I  | 
am  asked  whether  I  think  this  feeling  j 
justified,  I  must  say  very  positively  no.  I  ; 
have  read  this  Blue  Book  carefully,  and  | 
I  moat  emphatically  say  that  1  think  that 
every  consideration  that  it  is  possible  | 
for  the  responsible  Government  of  a 
great  nation  like  England  to  exercise  to- 
wards a  weaker  nation  like  Portugal  has 
b#fn  exercised,  nor  can  I  find,  except  in 
Olio  despatch,  which  is  not  at  all  im- 
portant, any  trace  of  that  sharply-pointed 
<|uill  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  paid  tribute 
yestorday,  as  one  of  the  high  gifts  of  my 
noble  I^Viend  and  leader  the  Prime 
M  inister.  On  the  contrary,  I  find  every- 
where in  this  book,  and  I  feel  sure  every 
unbiassed  man  will  agree  with  me,  the 
greatest  latitude,  the  greatest  considera- 
tion shown  to  all  the  susceptibilities  of 
the  Portuguese  nation.  How  comes  it, 
thexi,  that  this  feeling  has  arisen?  It  is  an 
important  and  a  proper  matter  for  dis- 
cussion. In  the  first  place,  this  question 
in  Portugal  has  not  been  treated  as  a 
(Question  of  foreign  policy,  but  as  a 
question  of  domestic  policy.  It  is 
because  it  has  been  introduced  into  the 
faction  fights  of  Portuguese  political 
parties  that  it  has  become  so  important 
an  element  in  Portuguese  affairs.  The 
Government  in  Portugal  which  had  the 
(M^mduct  of  the  negotiations  exists  no 
longer;  it  has  disappeared,  utterly  dis- 
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credited.  It  was  a  Government  whoee 
individual  Members  were  open  to  charges 
of  malversation  of  every  sort,  and 
it  had  lost  all  moral  influence  in  th6 
country.  In  this  matter  that  Gk)vem- 
ment  did  not  scruple  to.  use  every  kind 
of  effort  to  exasperate  the  feeling 
of  the  Portuguese,  not  for  patriotic 
reasons,  but  simply  to  further  its  own 
ends.  You  cannot  read  these  Despatches 
of  Senhor  Barrcs  Gomes  without  feel- 
ing that  he  was  actuated  by  motives 
cf  the  most  sinister  kind.  Here  we 
have  from  the  very  beginning  a 
Minister  writing  in  one  sense  to 
the  English  Government,  while  his 
officials  in  Africa  *are  directly  travers- 
ing the  answer'given  to  Lord  Salisbury. 
When  things  have  progressed  somewhat, 
we  find  the  Portuguese  Government 
selecting  as  their  agent  in  these  African 
affairs  a  Portuguese  traveller,  one  who 
has  been  a  politician,  and  who  has  dis- 
tinguished himself  by  vituperation  of 
England,  although  England  and  the 
(jeographical  Society  here  treated  him 
with  honour  and  hospitality  when  the 
Portuguese  Press  denounced  him  as  an 
imprster.  This  man,  who  afterwards 
used  the  position  he  gained  to  vilify 
England,  was  the  instrument  selected  by 
Mr.  Barros  Gomes  while  he  was  writing 
his  friendly  Despatches,  to  go  to  ^Africa 
and  take  charge  of  a  question  full  of 
tangled  difficulties,  and  in  which  it  was 
als :>lutely  certain  he  would  introduce 
himself  as  a  firebrand,  and  would  inten- 
sify, instead  of  quieting,  the  condition  of 
things  then  existing.  We  are  told  this 
traveller  was  proceeding  on  a  scientific 
expedition.  But  a  scientific  expedition 
does  not  need  Gatling  guns  and  hundreds 
of  troops.  I  am  not  now  speaking  of  the 
material  issues  between  the  two  countries, 
but  of  the  way  in  which  the  Portuguese 
Government  conducted  the  controversy, 
a  way  in  which,  if  these  Blue  Books  are 
read,  will  reflect  small  credit  on  the  late 
Government  of  Portugal.  If  this  be  so, 
how  is  it  that  this  was  not  exposed  long 
ago  ?  How  is  it  that  some  Portuguese 
politician  did  not  expose  all  this  tergiver- 
sation? Was  there  no  Portuguese 
protot^-pe  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,  who  from  a  neutral  attitude 
could  denounce  the  conduct  of  the  Portur 
guesc  Government,  whatever  its  political 
creed  ?  The  answer  to  these  questions  is 
to  be  found  in  the   political  conditions 
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in  Porbugal.  The  fact  of  the  matter  is, 
the  Portuguese  Governraent  makes  its 
own  public  opinion.  It  is  never  in  a 
jninorityin  the  Housa  of  Representatives. 
It  never  appeals  to  the  country  until  it 
has  appointad  all  the  Civil  Governors 
ill  the  vai'ious  districts  in  Portugal, 
i4nd  thes3  return  the  Representatives ; 
thereforj  the  Government  always  has 
a  majority  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. It  hasabsolute  control  overthe 
publication  of  any  document,  and  conso- 
<iuently,  when  a  question  arises,  the 
•ilocuments  which  arj  absolutely  esssntial 
for  the  understanding  of  the  question, 
^ire  hidden  and  withheld  from  the  public, 
no  one  but  a  Member  of  the  Government 
having  access  to  them.  When  I  was  in 
Lisbon  the  other  day,  a  AVhite  Book  was 
published,  giving  Daspatches  up  to 
January,  1889.  Despatches  of  tliat  dat^ 
-ire  surely  matters  of  ancient  history, 
b'ew  Portuguese  outside  the  Govern- 
jnent  had  any  cognisance  of  the  con- 
troversy, except  of  the  concluding  chap- 
ter, when  the  famous  Despatch  of  Lord 
.Salisbury  was  received  and  interpreted  as 
siu  insult  by  the  whole  nation.  The  Press 
a^lso  is  feeble  and  afraid  of  public  opinion, 
and  will  publish  nothing.  One  of  my  dis- 
tinguished friends  there,  a  highly  edu- 
oited,  chivalrous  man,  who  has  a  high 
.stake  in  Portugal,  wrote'  a  letter  to  the 
piipers  explaining  the  position  of  the 
Knglish  Government,  but  his  letter  was 
refused  admission  into  the  Portuguese 
l^apers.  The  only  grievance  among  the 
Knglish  colony  in  Lisbon — ^and  I  confess 
it  is  not,  perhaps,  a  substantial  one — is 
tliat  the  English  Minister  should  have 
failed  to  communicate  to  the  Portuguese 
})apers  what  was  substantially  the  English 
case  in  this  matter;  and  especially  the 
despatch  of  Consul  Churchill,  showing  that 
while  despatches  were  being  sent  to  Lord 
Salisbury  the  Governor  of  Mozambique 
liad  issued  a  Proclamation  in  the  Ofl&cial 
Journal  ordering  the  disputed  territory  to 
be  occupied,  treating  it,  in  fact,  as  Portu- 
guese territory.  This  lack  of  knowledge 
is  the  main  reason  why  the  people  have 
been  so  much  misled  in  the  controversy, 
3vnd  the  reason  why  a  feeling  of  exas- 
peration against  us  has  been  excited.  It 
.seems  to  me  it  is  a  reason  to  which  we 
ought  to  attach  some  value  in  measuring 
the  situation.  It  will  help  us  to  dis- 
eriminato  between  the  doings  of  the 
Portugues3  Government  and   the    feel- 


ings and  attitude  of  the  nation — 
To  proceed,  however.  Why,  it  is  asked, 
should  Portugal  covet  these  vast  and 
valueless  tracts  of  African  territory? 
Here,  again,  we  ought  to  measure 
the  position  of  Portugal  more  equitably 
than  we  are  apt  to  do.  Portugal, 
like  many  other  small  Powers,  lives 
on  its  traditions.  Portugal  has  great 
traditions.  Before  Philip  the  Second  of 
Spain  conquered  Portugal,  and  trod  out 
all  the  seeds  of  national  progress  there, 
Portugal  had  created  a  very  distinguished 
historic  name.  It  was  Prince  Henry  of 
Portugal,  the  navigator,  who  sent  ships 
that  discovered  the  whole  seaboard  of 
Africa,  and  all  along  the  coast  line  you 
distinguish  Portuguese  names,  from  the 
extreme  west,  opposite  the  Canary  Islands, 
to  the  north  of  Zanzibar.  The  Portu- 
guese were  the  first  to  round  the  Cape 
of  Good  Hope,  and  the  name  of  Vasco  de 
Gama  is  used  as  a  rhetorical  flourish  when- 
ever Portuguese  orators  speak  of  the  glor- 
ious days  of  Portugal.  On  the  west  coast, 
and  on  the  east,  they  founded  con- 
siderable settlements.  It  i^  perfectly 
true  that  the  Portuguese  are  bad 
colonists ;  it  is  true  they  have  no 
genuine  colonisation.  It  is  true  Portu- 
guese settlers  are  doing  well  in  Brazil, 
and  in  the  Sandwich  Islands ;  but  in  their 
own  colonies  they  have  failed  to  make 
prosperous  communities;  and  these  African 
colonies,  since  the  slave  trade  was 
destroyed,  have  shrunk  and  diminished, 
and  are  slowly  drifting  back  to  bar- 
barism. This  is  as  true  as  it  is  deplor- 
able, but  it  hardly  justifies  some  Pharasaic 
comments  in  this  country.  It  is  a  point  of 
rhetoric  often  to  refer  to  the  misdoings 
of  Portugal,  and  we  are  told  the  Portu- 
guese are  slave  dealers,  and  that  wherever 
they  set  their  feet  nothing  will  grow, 
nothing  will  prosper,  but  we  here  at  all 
events  should  be  a  little  careful  in 
making  such  charges.  I  have  been 
lately  amused,  and  a  little  ashamed,  of 
seeing  in  the  Portuguese  papers  these 
moral  declamations  as  to  Portuguese 
doings  contrasted  with  English  actions  as 
lately  as  1840  ;  and  it  seems  to  me  this 
Pecksniffian  attitude  is  an  unfortunate 
one  for  a  great  country  like  England  to 
adopt  when  discussing  a  matter  with  a 
small  country  like  Portugal.  I  admit,  how- 
ever, they  are  bad  colonists.  I  admit  that 
the  steamers  to  South  East  ALfrica  take 
m^-ny  convicts,  troops  and  officials,  but 
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very  few   colonists.      This    being   so,  1    stood  side  by  side  with  Portugal ;  andr 


also  admit  that  it  would  ba  intolerable 
that  Portugal  should  tike   a  large  con- 
tinent like  Africx  and  deliberately  paint 
across  the  map  in  pink  colour  a  huge  stripe, 
claiming  this  tract  as  Portuguese  simply 
becius3   it   cjnnects   one  set  of   settle- 
ments with  another.     All  this  is  perfectly 
true,  but,  nevertheless,  we  must  remember 
that  the  Portugues3  people,  many  of  whom 
are  very  ignorant,  have  been  fed  on  this 
kind  of  romance  for  many  years.  In  their 
school  maps  they  have  been  tiught  to 
believe  that  the    Portuguese    flag   flies 
over   thes3   vast  tracts  of  African  terri- 
tory, and  it  is  a  little  cruel  and  hard  to  be 
suddenly  reminded  that  England,  at  all 
events,  will  not  permit  this   stagnating 
influence     to    be    exercised    over    such 
wide   portions  of   Central    Africa — that 
England,      in     fact,      will     not     allow 
great    stretches    of    territory   to   inter- 
vene     between      our     settlements     in 
South  and  Central  Africa  and   involv- 
ing   the    peculiar    Portuguese     regime, 
which    means     the     closing     of     roads 
and   the   in^osition   of    taxes  at   every 
point,  and  preventing  that  which  we  desire 
to  see  in  Africa,  the  distribution  of  com- 
merce  and   whatever    advantages    flow 
from  trade.     Of  course  it  causes  a  pain- 
ful revulsion  of  feeling  to  the  Portuguese 
people  when  they  suddenly  find  them- 
selves reminded   that  at  least  it  is  an 
open  question  as  to  whom  these  terri- 
tories   belong,    and   we    must   attribute 
blame  to  the   Portuguese  Government, 
which  ought  to  have  instructed  its  people 
upon  the  merits  of  the  question,  and  to 
have    pointed    out    the   nature    of    the 
English  claim,  a  claim  which  we  have 
made  from  the  beginning,  never  having 
diverged    from    it    from   first    to    last. 
In    conclusion,     what    is    to    be    done 
to    remove    this    feeling?    For   I    take 
it  there  is  no  man  but  must  regret  its 
existence.     We    cannot   help   feeling    a 
great  deal  of  real  affection  for  this  little 
country,  and  more  especially  is  that  so 
with  those  who  have  studied  its  history. 
It  was  an  English  band  of  crusaders  who 
originally  founded  Portugal ;  it  was  an 
English   bishop   who   founded   the  first 
cathedral    in    Lisbon.     English    capital 
assisted  Portugal  all  through  the  last  cer- 
tuiy,  and  largely  assisted  that  country 
in     its      revival      from      the      terrible 
effects      of      the      Portuguese      earth- 
quake.    In   the   great   French  war  we 
Mr.  Il(nvo7*th 


although    it   is   said   that   we   went    ta 
Portugal  to  assist  that  country  against 
Napoleon,  we  must  remember  there   is- 
another  side  to  this  history.     We  were 
fighting     England's     battles     and     not 
Portugal's     battles,     and     when    Wel- 
lington  chose    the   strategical   position 
at   Torres  Vedi'as  he   had  to  devastate 
a  third  of  Portugal  to  make  his  policy  at 
all   practicable.      We   left   the   country 
free  from  the  French  invaders,  and  we 
left   a   certain    number    of    individuals 
enriched  by  army  contracts;  but  a  great 
deal  of  suffering  was  the  result  to  the 
people  of  Portugal  from  that  war ;  and^ 
though  it  was  the   scene  of  the  strife, 
the  fighting  there    was  really  for    our 
own    benefit,   and   it   is   not   quite   fair 
to  put  that  as  a   substantial  claim    for 
gratitude    from    Portugal.      These   are 
facts  that  I  think  should  be  remembered. 
On    the    other    hand,    the   Portuguese 
Royal  Family  was    put  on  the    throne 
by  Englishmen  ;  we  are  the  fathers,  in 
fact,   of    Constitutional   Government  in 
Portugal,   and   various   periods    of    our 
history    are  .entwined    with   that   little 
country.     It,  therefore,  makes  it  impos- 
sible for  some  of  us  to  feel  anything  but 
sentiments    of   affection   for   it.     Those 
who  have  lived  there,  and  have  travelled 
among   the    people,   will    bear   me   out 
when   I   say   that   personal   intercourse 
with  the  Portuguese  has  always  been  of 
the  most  pleasant  and  gratifying  charac- 
ter.    The  people  are  thrifty,  prcsperous, 
civil,  and  courteous  to  everybody ;  and  in 
my  travels  in  that  country  I  have  had 
reason  to  feel  nothing  but  pride  in  my 
connection  with  it.     If  it  were  possible 
for  the  English  Government  in  any  way 
to  meet  the  sentimental  aspirations  of 
the      Portuguese      without      sacrificing 
English  dignity  or  interest — if  they  could 
do  anything   to    satisfy  those    romantic 
aspirations  of   Portugal — it  would  give 
a  great  deal  of  satisfaction,  and  go  far  to 
soften   the  asperities  which   the  recent 
conflict  has  raised.     I  believe  that  the 
present   Government  of  Portugal   ought 
to  have  our  strong  sympathy   and  sup- 
port.    It  is  in  marked  contrast  with  tiie 
Government  that  has  disappeared.     The 
individual  members  of  it  have   a  high 
character  in  the  country.      Their  policy 
and  principles  are  admirable.     There 'is, 
on    the    other     hand,     no     doubt,     a 
Republican    agitation  in  the    country. 
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Their  old  tie  with  South  America  has 
heen  broken  by  the  revolution  in  Brazil, 
And  if  we  do  not  take  care  I  am  afraid 
we  shall  give  much  impetus  to  the 
Republican  Party  in  Portugal — a  party 
which  in  name  is  Republican,  but  which 
is,  in  fact,  anarchica.1.  I  hope  every  Eng- 
lishman will  exercise  some  restraint  on 
the  adjectives  he  uses,  and  that  the 
Oovernment  will  endeavour  to  find  some 
way  to  meet  the  patriotic  aspirations  of 
these  old  friends  of  ours.  While  I  feel 
that  my  duty  as  an  English  Member  of 
Parliament  compels  me,  in  this  con- 
troversy, to  substantial  agreement  with 
the  English  Government  and  its  policy,  I 
-cannot,  at  the  same  time,  sit  down  with- 
out expressing  in  a  Portuguese  phrase 
from  my  place  here  what  I  feel  about  the 
country  of  my  birth,  and  say,  Viva 
Portugal. 

*Mb.  speaker  :  I  did  not  interrupt 
the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
because  he  was  not  out  of  order  in 
referring  to  Portugal  in  the  general  dis- 
cussion on  the  Address  ;  but  I  wish  to 
point  out  the  inconvenience  which  arises 
in  the  present  case.  There  is  an  Amend- 
ment down  on  the  Paper  on  the  specific 
subject  of  Portugal.  If  there  is  to  be  a 
general  preliminary  discussion  on  Por- 
tugal, and  then  a  subsequent  discussion 
on  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton,  it  illustrates  the  in- 
convenience of  that  course  of  proceeding. 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  had 
risen  and  spoken  he  would  not  have 
been  allowed  to  put  his  own  Amend- 
ment. I  hope  the  House  will  acquit  me 
of  any  other  desire  than  to  promote  the 
'Convenience  and  orderly  character  of  our 
•debates,  and  I  would  suggest  very 
respectfully  to  the  House  that  if  a  dis- 
-cussion  on  Portugal  were  to  take  place 
on  the  Amendment  it  would  be  more 
convenient,  although  I  cannot  say  it  is 
out  of  order  on  the  general  question. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
I  put  down  the  Amendment  in  order  to 
focus  the  discussion,  and  I  confess  I  did 
not  intend  to  ask  the  House  to  divide 
upon  it.  If  you.  Sir,  will  allow  me  to 
speak  on  the  general  question,  I  will  do 
jso  without  moving  my  Amendment  j  in 
fact,  I  will  withdraw  it.  I  rather  agree 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  with  regard  to 
the  attitude  to  be  assumed  by  the 
Government  towards  Portugal,  but  I 
.confess  I  do   so,  not  becausi  I  am  in 


any  particular  dread  that  if  we  maintain 
our  present  attitude  Portugal  will  have 
a  Republic  instead  of  a  Monarchy. 
That  is  a  matter  for  the  Portuguese ;  but 
I  dare  say  they  would  get  on  just  as  well 
with  a  Republic  as  with  a  Monarchy. 
Before  going  into  the  question  of 
Portugal,  I  will  deal  with  another  matter 
connected  with  foreign  afedrs.  The 
House  will  remember  that  some  time  ago 
certain  negotiations  took  place  between 
Prince  Bismarck  and  certain  Foreign 
Powers  with  reference  to  the  Triple 
Alliance,  which  was,  practically,  a  Triple 
Alliance  against  France.  In  order  to 
induce  Italy  to  join  that  Alliance,  we  did 
in  some  sort  of  way  interfere,  and  make 
some  sort  of  communications  to  Italy, 
and  Italy,  in  consequence  of  the  com- 
munications we  made,  and  probably 
because  of  some  assurances  we  gave,  did 
join  the  Triple  Alliance.  At  that  time  I 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  whether  he 
would  communicate  to  the  House  what 
had  taken  place,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  could  not  do  so  then. 
Since  then  I  have  frequently  asked  ques- 
tions on  the  subject,  and  have  received 
what  I  suppose  I  should  call  diplomatic 
answers ;  in  fact,  I  have  known  nothing 
more  after  the  answers  about  what  has 
taken  place  than  I  knew  before.  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  see  the 
compliment  I  am  paying  him  as  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  AfEairs.  It  is,  I 
think,  time  the  House  should  know 
what  did  take  place.  Are  they  ashamed 
of  what  occurred?  Are  they  afraid 
that  if  they  communicate  the  informa- 
tion to  the  House  some  Foreign  Power 
will  be  displeased?  I  think  Foreign 
Governments  ought  to  know  what 
assurances  we  have  given  Italy  in  regard 
to  this  matter.  For  my  part,  I  hold 
that  it  is  no  part  of  the  duty  of  an 
English  Minister  to  aid  and  abet  Prince 
Bismarck  in  inducing  Italy  to  join  in  an 
Alliance  against  France.  I  should  be 
sorry  if  there  should  be  any  European 
war ;  but  if  such  a  war  should  take  place, 
and  France  should  try  to  take  back 
Alsace  and  Lorraine,  my  sympathies  would 
be  with  France  rather  than  with 
Germany.  Italy  has  no  concern  with 
the  quarrels  of  Germany  and  Austria ; 
and  if  Italy  joins  those  countries  in 
attacks  upon  France,  it  is  not  for  us  to 
guarantee  she  shall  suffer  no  penalty  if 
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thitigs  go  a^inst  the  Triple  Alliance. 
•Still  less  is  it  our  busmiess   to  interfere. 
Our  business  in  connection  with  a  war 
between  Foreign  European  Powers  is  to 
keep    clear    of    the   matter    altogether. 
We  ought  to  keep  clear  of  evety  species 
'of    engagement    and  "entanglement.     I 
hope    the    right   hon.    Gentleman    will 
consent  to  lay  on  the  table  a  Blue  Book 
giving    the    des|>atches     which    passed 
between  Sir  E.   Malet  and  Prince  Bis- 
marck, also  the  instructions  sent  to  our 
Ambassadors,   and,   finally,   I   think  we 
ought  to   have    the  despatch  which,  no 
doubt.    Prince   Bismarck    sent    fco    this 
Government  thanking  Xiord  Salisbury  for 
dragging  his  chesnuts  out  of  the  fire.  And 
now  I  come  to  fche  subject  of  my  Amend- 
ment, which,  however,  1  do  not  pro{)cse 
■to  move.    I  admit  that  the  circumstances 
under  which  Lord  Salisbury  had  to  act 
were  most  difficult.    That  arose  from  the 
factthatall  the  great  European  Powers  are 
struggling  like  a  lot  of  Ahabs  for  what 
is  looked  upon  as  a  huge  Naboth's  vine- 
yard.    All  agree  that  it  does  not  belong 
to  Naboth,  but  all  are  fighting  for  it,  and 
for    the   privilege    of    sending    shoddy 
goods  there.     We  call  it  civilisation,  but 
give  it  what  name  you  will,  earth-hungei 
has,  no  doubt,  much  to  do  with  it.  Now,  in 
the  particular  dispute  which  led  to  the 
crisis  with  Portugal  no  doubt  we  think  our- 
selves in  the  right,  but  it  is  equally  the 
fact  that  the  Portugues3  also  think  they 
are  in  the  right.     It  is  really  very  diffi- 
cult for  any  one  to  be  a  judge  in  his  own 
cause,  and  it  is  therefore  impossible  for 
either  us  or  Portugal   to  say  which  is  in 
the  right.  All  I  will  point  out  is  that  both 
France  and  Spain,  which  are  independent 
countries,  and  may  be  supposed  to  take 
an    independent    view,    think    we    are 
entirely   in    the    wrong    and    Portugal 
entirely  in  the  right.     It   may  be  said 
there  is  ill-feeling  on  the  part  of  France. 
Then  let  us  put  France  aside  and  take 
Spain.     There  is  certainly  no  love  lost 
between  Spain  and  Portugal,  who  may 
be  said  to  be  almost  hereditary  enemies. 
Yet  the  Spanish  in  this  case  think  we 
are  in  the  wrong.     By  the  Berlin  Con- 
vention it  was  sought  to  map  out  Africa 
in  certain  spheres  of  influence.     I^ut  in 
that  Convention  the  sphere  of  inttueiice 
of  Portugal   was   not  mapped   out.     In 
1886  Germany  and  France  made  Treaties 
with  Portugal  defining  specifically  what 
was  the   line   of   delimitation   of    their 
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respective  influences  and  the  sphere  or 
influence  of  Portugal.     I  think  it  is  'a. 
great  pity  that  this  country  did  not  take 
part  in  that  delimitation,  because  had  we 
done  so  this  j^resent  diflBculty  would  not 
have    occurred.      I    suppose    that     the 
House  knows  something  of  the  Zambezi 
River.      Below    the    Zambesi   there  ia 
Matabeleland,  which  is  admitted  to  be 
within   our    sphere   of    influence.     But 
when  we  declared  it  to  be  within  our 
sphere  of  influence  we  included   Mash- 
onaland,  because  it  had  been  conquered 
by  Lobengula,  the  Ruler  of  Matabeleland  ; 
and    here   we   come    into  contact  with 
Portugal,    because    Portugal    does    not 
make  any  claim  to  Matabeleland,  but- to- 
certain    districts    which   we   assert  are 
included  in  Mashonaland.     I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  deal  with  the  question  of  Mash- 
onaland and  Matabeleland,  because  tfaey 
are    not   the    immediate   cause   of    the 
crisis.     There  is  only  oiie  point  I  wish 
to    advert    to.     Last    Session    I    called 
attention    to    a    concession     that     had 
been    given    to   a   Mr.    Rhodes   of   the 
whole   of    Matabeleland    by   Lobengula. 
I  asked  several  questions  regarding  it, 
and  was  told  by  the  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  that  England  could  in  no 
sort  of  way  support  any  claims  of  Mr, 
Rhodes  owing  tQ  this  concession,  but  that 
we  could  not  prevent  Lobengula  from 
giving  a  concession,  because  he  was,  aa 
far  as  the  interior  of  the  country-  was 
concerned,  an  independent  monarch.     1 
ol>serve  in  the  Blue  Book  that  on  Uie 
12th    of    June    M.    DAntas    wrote     a 
despatch  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
complaining  that  a  charter  was  about  to 
be  given  which  would  include  the  whole 
of     Matabeleland     and  •  the     whole     of 
Mashonaland.     I  certainly  did  not  know 
of  this  charter  at  that  time,  and  I  think 
that  the   House   of   Commons  ought  to 
have  heard  that  such  a  charter  was  about 
to  be  granted.     The  charter  was  granted 
after  the  House  of  Commons  had  ceased 
to  sit.     I  think  that  all  these  charters 
ought  to   be    laid  on  the    table   of   the 
House.     There  ought  to  be  some  kind  of 
discussion  on  the  subject  before  a  charter 
of  this  kind  is  definitely  given.     I  find 
from  this  charter  that  any  person  who 
enters  the  district  conceded  has  to  pay  one- 
half  of  the  profits  of  a  certain  kind,  such 
as  from  mines.     How  far  the  charter  ex- 
tends in  point  of  territory  I  do  not  know, 
and  I  should  be  glad  if  the  Under  Seere 


225 


Majesty's  Most         {Febucart  13,  1890}         Graciotis  Speech. 


2'M 


tary  for  the  Colonies  will  explain.  But 
who  are  the  principal  people  to  whom 
this  charter  was  given  ?  The  Duke 
of  Abercorn  and  the  Duke  of  Fife. 
The  charter  was  given  to  a  company 
which  had  been  formed,  but  in  which 
there  was  no  public  allotment  of  shares. 
No  doubt  those  noble  Dukes  have  a 
good  many  shares  in  the  company,  'and 
those  shares  have  risen  to  a  premium. 
I  thought  that  the  House  of  Commons  had 
made,  in  an  indirect  fashion,  a  handsome 
pro\-ision  for  the  Duke  of  Fife.  We  know 
also  that  by  Lord  Ashbourne's  Act  we 
have  made  a  handsome  provision  for  the 
Duke  of  Abarcorn  ;  and  I  do  not,  there- 
fore, understand  why  we  should  single 
out  those  noble  Dukes,  who  are  Liberal 
Unionists  and  everything  respectable 
that  can  be  imagined,  in  order  to  make 
them  a  present  of  a  vast  sum  of  money. 
It  is  a  great  advantage  to  these  who  got 
the*  charter,  and  I  wish  to  know  why 
the  Duke  of  Fife  should  reap  this  ad- 
vantage, while,  for  example,  my  hon. 
Friends  around  me  are  not  to  have  a 
share  in  it  ?  What  right  had  we  to  inter- 
fere to  give  to  the  Duke  of  Fife  and  the 
Duke  of  Abercorn  all  that  was  worth 
having  in  the  country  of  Lobengula  ;  and 
why  should  I  or  anyone  else  who  enters 
that  territory  to  find  or  work  a  mine 
have  to  pay  this  huge  rent  to  the  Duke 
of  Fife  and  the  Duke  of  Abercorn  and 
their  confederates  ?  We  object  to  mining 
rents  in  England ;  why  should  we  en- 
courage them  in  Africa  ?  I  now  propose 
to  confine  myself  to  what  took  place  in 
the  Shir^  district.  This  comprises  a  vast 
tract  of  land,  the  north  of  which  runs 
into  Nyassaland,  and  is  bounded  by  the 
River  Rovuma.  On  the  south  there  is 
the  2jambesi,  on  the  east  the  Portu- 
guese coast,  and  on  the  west  the 
Shir^  river.  The  Portuguese  have 
for  a  considerable  number  of  years 
claimed  the  district  as  their  own,  owing 
to  the  rights  of  discover3\  I  do  not 
attach  much  importance  to  those  rights 
of  discovery ;  but  unquestionably  our 
Consuls  have  asked  on  one  particular 
occasion  for  the  interference  of  the 
Portuguese  authorities  in  the  Shir^  dis- 
trict, in  order  to  prevent  certain  action 
being  taken  against  British  subjects, 
and  this  to  a  certain  extent  seems  to  me 
to  be  a  recognition  on  the  part  of  this 
country  of  the  rights  of  the  Portuguese 
in  that  country.     In   1889  Mr.  Consul 


Johnston  went  to  Lisbon,  and  proposed 
an  arrangement  by  which  the  whole  of 
this  district  from  the  Ruo  River  bhculd 
be  given  up  entirely  to  Portugal.  Tliis 
arrangement  fell  through  because  Lord 
Salisbury  did  not  approve  it.  Still,  it  is 
important  as  showing  that  Consul 
Johnston  was  of  opinion  that  the  Portu- 
guese had  such  a  right  to  this  district, 
and  that  we,  in  consideration  for  advan- 
tages elsewhere,  should  recognise  the 
Portuguese  as  the  full  possessors  cf  this 
territory  in  the  sense  of  being  under 
Portuguese  influence.  On  the  other 
hand,  however,  cur  contention  is  that 
we  have  a  missionary  colony  at  Blantyre, 
situated  in  this  district,  and  that  tlie 
Portuguese  there  are  not  in  sufficient 
numbers  to  establish  a  right  to  the  dis- 
trict. I  imagine,  however,  that  .there 
are  as  many  Portuguese  in  the  interi<?r 
of  this  district  as  there  are  Germans  in 
that  which  we  recognise  to  be. under 
German  influence,  or  as  many  as  there 
are  English  in  Pongoland.*  Therefore 
that  argument  cannot  hold  good.  The 
coa«t-line  is  entirely  ia  their  hands,  and 
this  coast-line,  generally  in  Africa,  carries 
some  portion  of  country  behind  it.  In 
the  midst  of  this  No  Man's  Land  there 
is  a  large  tract  of  land  inhabited  by  tlie 
Makololo,  whose  system  of  government 
is  tribal,  and  in  the  midst  of  the 
Makololo  country  are  the  Scottish 
missionaries  at  Blantyre.  I  wish 
to  speak  with  the  greatest  respect  of 
those  missionaries.  If  I  did  not  I 
know  that  I  should  have  the  whole  of 
Scotland  up  in  arms  against  me.  I  have 
no  doubt,  also,  that  they  are  doing  their 
duty  their.  No  doubt  they  are  respect- 
able and  estimable  men  and  perform  a 
great  deal  of  good  work.  Still,  I  cannot 
help  pointing  out  that  if  hon.  Members 
look  at  the  Blue  Book  they  will  find  that 
about  two-thirds  of  its  contents  contain 
Despatches  from  our  Consuls  to  our 
Government,  insisting  that  cartridges, 
powder,  and  guns  should  be  sent  up  to 
those  Scottish  missionaries.  This  is  a 
somewhat  new  phase  of  missionary 
labour,  especially  when  it  is  borne  in 
mind  that  this  is  the  land  of  Livingstone. 
I  never  heard  of  Livingstone  demanding 
guns  and  powder  and  cartridges.  In 
1 888  the  Portuguese  sent  an  expedition 
through  the  Sbir^  direct  to  Nyassaland 
in  order  to  establish  some  kind  of  fort  on 
Lake  Nyassa.     Treaties  were  made  with 
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some  of   the    surrounding   tribes.     But 
when    Consul     Johnston's   scheme   fell 
through,  the  Portuguese   sent  up  Major 
Serpa  Pinto,  as  was  then  stated,  with  an 
expedition  to  survey  the  country  for  a 
railroad.     It  is  asserted   that   that   was 
not  his  real  object.     All  I  cm  siy  is  that 
he  says  it  was.     It  is  said  it  could  i^ot 
have  been  because  he  went  up  with  guns 
to  protect  him  ;  but  then  people  generally 
do   travel   with   guns   for    purposes    of 
protection  when  they  are   travelling  in 
Africa.     I   have   pointed   out  what  the 
missionaries    did,    and   how    many  guns 
they  wanted,  and  I  would  also  refer  to 
the  case    of   Mr.    Stanley,   according   to 
whose  own  account  there  were  plenty  of 
guns  for  protection.     It  is  not,  therefore, 
proved  that  this  was  a  hostile   expedi- 
tion   because    Major    Serpa   Pinto  was 
accompanied  by  an  armed  force.     I  have 
no  doubt  he  was  not  sorry  to  have  that 
armed  force,  not  me  rely  for  the  immediate 
purposes  of  protection,   but   in  order  to 
shew  the  native  tribes  what  a  great  Power 
that   of   Portugal  was.      Indeed,   Major 
Serpa  Pinto  seems  to  have  admitted,  in  a 
conversation  he  had  with  Consul  Johnston, 
that   he   did   intend    to    make     treaties 
with  the  African  tribes ;  so  that  his  ex- 
pedition could  hardly  be  termed  a  mere 
railroad   survey  expedition.      No   doubt 
it  was  intended  to  have  a  railroad,   and 
that   was  the  reason   why  Major  Serpa 
Pinto  went    there  ;  but  he    thought  he 
might  kill  two  or  three   birds  with  one 
stone,  and  make  any  treaty  he  could  with 
the  native  tribes  in  order  to  increase  the 
influence   of   Portugal   in   that   part    of 
Africa.     Well,  Major  Serpa  Pinto  started 
in  June,  and  it  was  known  that  he  was 
about   to  do   so,  because    the   fact   was 
announced,  both  in  the  English  and  Portu- 
guese newspapers,  and  in  scientific  circles 
a  good  deal  was  said  about  the  scientific 
aspects  of  the  expedition.     On  the  23rd 
of  July,  Mr.  Johnston,  having  previously 
returned  to  Mozambique,   where  he  was 
Consul,   started   for  Nyassa  in  a   steam 
launch,   proceeding  up  the  Zambesi  and 
the  Shire  River.     Mr.  Consul  Johnston, 
as  will  be  S3en  from  the  Blue  Book,  wrote 
some  remarkable  letters.     He  asked  for 
letters  from  the  Governor  of  Mozambique 
to  the  Portuguese  Authorities,  and  letters 
were  consequently  given  to  him,  recom- 
mendinor  him  to  the   Portuofuese  oflBcials. 
If  they  had  liad    the  idea  that  Consul 
Johnston  was  going  up   the  country  to 
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annex  large  tracts  of  land  to  the  British 
dominions,   or  to   interfere  in  any  way 
with   Major  Serpa   Pinto,    those   letters 
would   not    have    been   given    to    him. 
Indeed,  it  seems  to  me  to  be  very  ques- 
tionable whether  it  was  proper  for  Mr. 
Johnston  to  have  asked  for,  or  to  have 
accepted,  these  letters  from  the  Governor 
of  Mozambique.     However,  he  got  them, 
and  he  started  on  the  23rd  of  July.     On 
the  8th  of  August  he  came  up  with  Major 
Serpa  Pinto,  who  was  slowly  pursuing  his 
way   up   the   country   towards    Nyassa. 
Did  he  tell  Major  Serpa  Pinto  what  his 
intention  was  1  No ;  but  his  intention  was 
obvious ;  it  was  to  outrun  Major  Serpa 
Pinto,  so  as  to  get  first  into  Makolololand, 
and    prevent  Major    Serpa   Pinto   from 
getting     into     that     territory.       How- 
ever,    he     told      Major     Serpa      Pinto 
nothing  of  the  sort.      He  said  the  Mako- 
lolo  would  object  to  an  armed  force  going 
there  ;  but  nothing  whatever  was  said  by 
him  about  any  extension  of  territory ;  he 
merely  told  Major  Serpa  Pinto  that  under 
the  circumstances  it  would  be  better  for 
him  to  pursue  another  loute.     Well,  Mr. 
Johnston  pushed  on,  and  when  he  got  to 
the  Makololo  countiy  he  pulled  out  a 
number  of  flags  which  he  had  carried 
with  him,  and  probably,  a  similar  number 
of  treaties.   At  any  rate,  he  began  making 
treaties  with  the  Makololo  tribe  and  gave 
them   British   flags,   the    acceptance    of 
which  was  to  be  a  recognition  on  their 
part  of  our  influence,   and  a  gage    that 
that  they  would  not  make  treaties  with 
any  other  Power.     There   he   met  Mr, 
Acting  Consul   Buchanan.     I  have  not 
been  able  to  make  out  precisely  wher 
Mr.  Buchanan  is  acting  as  Consul. 
♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  On  the  lakes. 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  Well,  the  Portu- 
guese themselves  state,  that  they  never 
recognised  him,  and  from  whom  he  ob- 
tained his  exequatur  I  do  not  know.  How- 
ever, Mr.  Acting  Consul  Buchanan  and 
Mr.  Consul  Johnston,  having  made  these 
treaties   and   given    these   flags   to    the 
natives,  sent  down  to  Major  Serpa  Pinto 
to  tell  him  that  he  must  not  pass  through 
the  Makololo  country,  and  on  the  28th 
August,  Major  Serpa  Pinto  was  at  a  place 
called  M'patsa.      That  place   is   not  in 
Makolololand    proper,    but  in  a  district 
lying    adjacent ;    probably  inhabited  by 
some   tribe  not  absolutely  recognised  as 
belonging  to  the  Makololo  country,  but 
at  the  same  time,  having  some  connection 
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with  the  Makololo  people.  On  the  day 
named,  the  28th  August,  Major  Serpa 
Pinto  was  attacked  by  these  people.  He 
did  not  attack  thera ;  it  was  they  who 
attacked  him ;  this  being  admitted  on 
both  sides.  The  natives  came  forward 
waving  the  British  flag,  and,  as  far  as  I 
can  ascertain.  Major  Serpa  Pinto  repelled 
the  attixik  and  took  away  the  British 
flag.  This  is  said  to  have  been  an 
insult  tD  the  British  flag,  but  I  should 
say  that  when  a  man  comes  with  a 
British  flag  in  one  hand  and  a  gun  in  the 
other,  none  of  us  would  be  inclined  to 
say,  "  I  respect  the  British  flag,  and  will 
allow  myself  to  be  shot."  Well,  after 
this,  Mr.  Buchanan,  who  was,  as  a  inatter 
of  course,  highly  indignant,  issued  a 
Proclamation.  Here  it  is  :  It  is  dated 
the  21st  of  Sept.,  and  Mr.  Buchanan 
says — 

**  I  hereby  declare  that  the  Makololo,  Yao  and 
Machinga  couDtiies,  vithin  the  limits  cited 
below,  are,  with  the  consent  and  at  the  desire 
of  their  chiefs  and  people,  placed  under  the 
protection  of  Her  3Iost  Gracious  Majesty,  the 
Queen  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  Empress 
of  India,  Defender  of  the  Faith,  &c.'* 

This  was  sent  to  Major  Serpa  Pinto,  who 
was  informed  that  he  was  not  to  think  of 
entering  the  territory  that  had  been 
taken  under  British  protection.  Now,  1 
ask,  did  any  hon.  Member  of  this  House 
ever  hear  of  any  Consul  acting  in  this 
way  without  first  of  all  appealing  to  his 
particular  Government  ?  This  was  done 
while  Major  Serpa  Pinto  was  proceeding 
up  to  that  district,  and  it  was  done  with 
the  object  of  letting  him  know  "  This  is 
part  and  parcel  of  the  British  territory;  I 
therefore  dare  you  to  come  on."  I  do 
not  think  that  any  one  will  assert  that 
Proclamations  of  this  kind,  issued  by  such 
persons,  can  be  rjgarded  as  valid,  unless 
they  have  been  confirmed  by  the  Govern- 
ment at  home.  I  was  under  the  im- 
pression that  such  Proclamations  had  to 
be  signed  by  Her  Majesty  herself ;  but, 
certainly  by  her  responsible  Minister  or 
adviser.  Well,  let  us  just  look  at  the 
position  we  are  placed  in  if  we  are  to 
allow  any  Consul  in  Africa  to  announce 
that  he  has  annexed  territory  to  the 
British  Empire  and  that  any  one  passing 
through  it  in  a  hostile  fashion  will 
be  met  by  the  whole  might  ff  the 
Empire.  When  he  received  that 
Proclamation  Major  Serpa  Pinto  was  at 
M'patsa.      The  tribes  were  hostile  and 


threatened  to  attack  him.  He  went 
down  for  reinforcements  and  came  back 
with  them  to  his  fortified  position.  On 
the  8th  of  November  he  was  again  at- 
tacked by  the  native  tribes.  There  is  no 
question  as  to  this,  because  Acting  Con- 
sul Buchanan  and  Consul  Johnston 
entered  into  lengthy  explanations  to 
show  that  they  protested  with  the  Mako- 
lolo against  these  attacks,  and  that  the 
Makololo  made  them  asrainst  theii  advice. 
The  difficulty  with  these  Makololo 
seems  to  have  had  the  effect  of  bringing 
them  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  the 
best  game  to  be  on  the  side  of  the 
Portuguese  lather  than  on  that  of  the 
English.  Major  Serpa  Pinto  declares 
that  these  unfortunate  Makololo,  who 
had  been  called  British  subjects,  were 
received  back  into  the  Portuguese  fold, 
and  became  Portuguese  subjects ;  and 
that  if  they  afterwards  interfered  with 
him  they  would  be  declared  rebels.  I 
think  that  that  was  wrong,  considering  the 
difficulties  of  the  position ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  Major  Serpa  Pinto  did  not 
do  one  whit  more  than  Mr.  Buchanan 
had  done ;  indeed,  he  told  the  people 
that  Mr.  Buchanan  had  gone  a  step 
further,  because  he  had  suddenly  taken 
the  people  into  the  British  Empire  and 
declared  them  to  be  British  subjects.  It 
can  hardly  be  contended  that  Major  Serpa 
Pinto  engaged  in  hostilities ;  he  merely 
defended  himself.  He  had  fortified  him- 
self at  M'patsa,  and  before  any  account 
of  the  last  attack  on  the  8th  November 
reached  Europe  Lord  Salisbury  sent  a  cate- 
gorical Note  to  Lisbon  to  the  effect  that 
Portugal  should  not  intarfere  with  British 
Battlements  in  Shir^  or  Makolololand, 
or  any  other  territory  under  British  pro- 
tection, and  that  they  should  withdraw 
their  troops  from  Makolololand,  Matebele- 
land,  and  Mashonaland.  He  proceeded  on 
an  assumption,  which  was  an  extraordi- 
nary one,  namely,  that  a  Consul  has  a 
perfect  right  to  annex  any  portion  of 
Africa  to  the  British  dominions 
if  he  thinks  it  right  to  do  so. 
Then  there  was  a  second  demand  made 
in  a  very  peremptory  manner,  and  at 
the  same  time  it  was  announced  that  our 
fleet  was  proceeding  in  the  direction  of 
Delagoa  Bay.  It  was  reported  in  Lisbon 
that  armed  cruisers  were  approaching 
the  Tagus.  I  do  not  know  whether  they 
were  or  not,  but  the  sting  was  in  the  end 
of  the  second  demand,  which  was  that 
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Mr.  Petre  was  to  withdraw.  That  was  what 
was  called  the  ultimatum.     He  was  with- 
drawn.    The  Portuguese  appealed  to  the 
Berlin  Treaty,  and  they  proposed  arbitra- 
tion.    Lord  Salisbury  replied  that  they 
had  no  right  to  appeal  to  the  12th  article 
of  the  Berlin  Convention,  because  Free 
Trade  does  not  exist  in  the  Shir^  district, 
and    the    Convention     only    applies    to 
countries   where   Free   Trade  exists.     I 
think  that  is  a  little  like  special  pleading. 
But  Lord  Salisbury  gave  another  reason. 
He  said  that  this  article  in  the  Conven- 
tion was  in  order  to  avoid  any  appeal  to 
arms   on   the    part    of    the   contracting 
parties,    or   any    hostile   demonstrations 
towards  the  Africans.      Then  he  pointed 
out  to  the  Portuguese  that  Major  Serpa 
Pinto  had  appealed  to  arms.      I  hardly 
think  that  is  borne  out  by  fact.      Our 
present  position  is  that  we  have  got  hold 
of  the  entire  Shir^  district :  a  very  ques- 
tionable   step   I   am   inclined   to   think. 
We    have    got    hold    of  this    Mashona- 
land,    to   which    the    Portuguese   made 
certain  claims.      On  the  other  hand,  the 
Portuguese  dici  retain  the  rights  of  the 
Shir^   district :    they    had  the   Zambesi 
river,  and  they  had  a  perfect  right  i  f  they 
chose  to  forbid  our  using  of  them  for  a 
commercial  purpose  unless  we  pay  dues. 
Portugal  is  undoubtedly  a  very  old  ally 
of     ours  — I      believe      the     most     an- 
cent     we     have,     but      there      is     no 
doubt    that    at     the    present    moment 
Portugal  thinks  she  has  been   unfairly 
tre  ated,  and  thinks  that  her  rights  have 
no    been  recognised.     She  has   given  in 
because  we   appealed  not  to   argument 
but     to  force.    I  am  not  saying  whether 
Portugal  is  right  or  wrong.     Consider- 
ing that  we  have  practically  obtained  the 
Shir^  district,    I    do      think     that    we 
ought   to    refer   this  question   to   some 
sort  of  arbitration.     For  it  seems  to  me 
that   there  never  was   a  case  in  which 
it  was  more  desirable  than   in  this.     We 
ought  to  show  ourselves  perfectly  ready 
to  meet  Portugal  in  these  matters,  and 
have  them  fairly  decided.     Judging  from 
the     despatches     of     the      Portuguese 
Minister,  there  would  be  some  chance  of 
success  in  applying  to  the  Zambesi  river 
the  rule  now  applicable  to  almost  any  one 
of  these  great  rivers,  which  pa«s  from 
one  country  into  another  country.     I  am 
not     one     of    those  who    say    that    in 
every    single    case     that    can    possibly 
occur,      arbitration      is      possible.       If 
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the     Germans   came    to    England    and 
captured     Kent,  we   would    not    allow 
arbitration      as      to      whether      Kent 
belonged    to    Germany    or    not.       But 
in  Africa  it  is  very  difficult  to  say  who 
is  right  or  who  is   wrong.      It  was  so 
fully  recognised  that  the  Great  European 
Powers    in    the    general    scramble    to 
get  hold  of  bits  of  Africa  might  fall  to 
loggerheads  amongst    themselves,   that 
the  Berlin  Convention  was  held,  and  it 
was  conceded  by  Germany  and   France 
that,   with   respect    to    Portugal,  there 
should  be  special  treaties,  but  unfortu- 
nately that    was   not    done.       In  this 
country,   especially   among   the   artisan 
classes,  there  is   a  very  strong  feeling 
in  favour  of  arbitration.     I  contend  that 
we  ought  always,  when  it  is  proposed  by 
any  country  with  which  we  have  a  dis- 
pute, to  accept  it,  if  the  country  making 
it   is   a   feeble   country;  and  if  it  is  a 
choice  between  arbitration  and  absolutely 
laying  down   the   law  ourselves,  every 
time   we   do   admit   this    principle    we 
confirm    it    as   an   international    mode 
of    settling    disputes ;    and    when    we 
do     not     admit    it     we     weaken     the 
use    of     the     principle    of    arbitration, 
and    tend    to    perpetuate    the    use    of 
arms    by    other     countries,     who    will 
follow  our  example.      I  think  the  House 
will   see  that   we  have  made  no  sort  of 
attack  upon  Her  Majesty^s   Government 
in  this  matter.     I  might,  as  was  pointed 
out  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman   (Mr. 
Gladstone)  have  referred  to  the  sarcastic 
language  of  Lord  Salisbury's  despatches. ' 
I  think  it  is  a  pity   that   Lord   Salisbury 
did  not  keep  his  sarcastic   language   for 
the  House  of  Lords.     We  admire   from 
a  literar}^  point  of  view  Lord  Salisbury's 
sarcastic  powers.  We  have  not  the  slightest 
objection  to  the  sarcasms  he  levels  at  the 
heads     of     his     opponents.      But      the 
Portuguese  have  not   the    advantage  of 
knowing  that  sarcasm  is  the  speciality  of 
Lord  Salisbury,  and  they  were  naturally 
somewhat  put  out  by  the    sarcastic  vein 
in  which  Lord  Salisbury  dealt  with  their 
claims.     I   think  our  Consul  and  agents 
were    somewhat   reckless,    and   I  think 
there    is   uncommonly   little    to    choose 
between    acting-Consul    Buchanan   and 
Major  Serpa  Pinto.     They  appear  to  be 
very   zealous   and  energetic  gentlemen, 
but  I  think  their  zeal  and  their  energy 
'  have    rather   outrun   their  discretion  in 
these    matters.      I  should  be  very  sorry 
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to      thiak      t^iafc     our     relations    with 
a       countiy      like      Portugal      should 
be   in  any  way  weakened  by  anything 
that  was  done  either   by  Major ,  Serpa 
Pinto,  or  acting-Consul  Buchanan.     No 
one  can  read  the  Blue  Books  without  see- 
ing that  there  was  a  good  deal  of  sharp 
practice   on   both   sides.     They  seem  to 
have  been  like  the  two  American  gen- 
tlemen  who   were   gamblers,   and   who 
played  a  game  in  which  the  advantage 
was  on  both  sides.     I  should  be  sorry  to 
say  one  is  right  or  one  is  wrong  ;  but  I 
do  urge  that,  assuming  that  Portugal  may 
have  been  more  in  the  wrong  than  we 
were,  we    should   deal   generously  with 
that  cotmtry,  and  do  our  best  tx)  have  some 
sort  of  arbitration.     We  have  large  com- 
mercial connections  with  Portugal,  and 
it  is  most  desirable  that  this  feeling  of 
irritation  should  be  allayed  in  Portugal. 
We   are   the    stronger ;    it  is  for  us  at 
present  to  make  the  first  advance.     Por- 
tugal did  ask  for  arbitration.     She  had 
to    withdraw  her  troops,  and  recognise 
our   claims.     She  was   forced  to  do  so. 
Surely  now   we    should   offer   some  fair 
mode  of  arbitration  to  decide  what  are 
our   rights    and   what    are    Portuguese 
rights   in   Africa.      I    cannot    see    that 
we    should    lose  anything   by  doing  so. 
If    we     are     right,    arbitration     should 
go  in  our  favour ;  if  we   are  wrong,  we 
ought   to   recognise    fully   that   we   are 
wrong,  and  accept   that   view  from  the 
arbitration.     We   ought   not  to  put  our- 
selves in  the  position  of  saying,  "  Right 
or  wrong,  we  are    the  strongest  Power, 
and  we  will  stick  to  what  we  have  done," 
in  regard  to  these  very  doubtful,  very 
difficult,  very  questionable  claims  on  the 
part  of  both  countries  to  those  great  dis- 
tricts which  are  inhabited  by  people  whose 
earnest  wish,  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt, 
is  that  neither  Portuguese,  Jrench,  nor 
British  should  go  into  their  territory.   As 
I  said,  I  shall  not  move  my  Amendment, 
but  I  hope  we  shall  have  some  declara- 
tion from  the  Under  Secretiry  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  that  he  will  act  upon 
the  view  which  has  been  urged,  not  only 
on  this,  but  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
♦Mr.  MUNRO  FERGUSON  (Leith)  : 
A   large   proportion   of   tho    Speech    is 
occupied  by  foreign  affairs,  but  perhaps 
it  might  have  gone  further  and   been 
directed  to  the  questions  of  the  New- 
foundland Fisheries  and  the  Behring  Sea. 
I  liav«  no  iiiclintftion  tor  Antler  rtrtb  any 


discussion  of  them,  but  I  w;ould  point 
out  that  it  would  have  been  of  greater 
interest  to  have  had  some  declaration 
upon  these  points  than  a  clause  relating 
to  the  old  theme  of  the  Convention  of 
Samoa,  and  the  Extradition  Treaty  with  the 
United  States,  which  have  been  heralded 
so  conspicuously  as  triumphs  of  Lord 
Salisbury.  The  Blue  Book  of  last  year 
was  not  calculated  to  shew  that  the 
Government  exercised  influence  in  the 
Pacific.  The  Samoa  Convention  might 
very  well  be  described  as  concluded 
between  the  United  States  of  America 
and  Germany,  and  acquiesced  in  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  The  situation 
was  clearly  put  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  when  be  said  : — 

"  That  in  Samoa  we  had  to  play  the  second 
fiddle,  while  the  United  States  of  America,  in 
maintaining  their  interests  in  Samoa,  had 
maintained  ours." 

Then  there  is  the  well-known  topic  of  the 
Extradition  Treaty  of  America,  which  still 
awaits  the  ratification  of  the  Senate.  That 
Treaty  is  the  same  as  that  which  was 
agreed  upon  during  the  last  Adminis- 
tration, with  the  omission  of  the  clause 
relating  to  explosives.  The  Convention 
was  signed  in  London  in  June,  1886. 
I  hope  that,  acting  in  conjunction  with 
the  President  of  the  South  African 
Republic,  some  further  and  fuller  con- 
sideration will  be  given  to  tho  sugges- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian),  to  the  effect 
that  the  question  of  the  status  of  British 
subjects  entering  into  the  Transvaal  for 
the  purpose  of  settling  there  is  one 
upon  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  be  able  to  make  some  representation. 
It  is  desirable  that  emigrants  and  settlers 
in  these  regions  should  be  able  to 
enjoy  the  rights  of  citizenship  in  the 
South  African  Republic.  I  must  con- 
gratulate Her  Majesty's  Government  on 
the  protection  they  have  been  able  to  afford 
to  British  subjects  settling  in  those  terri- 
tories within  our  sphere  of  influence  lately 
in  dispute  with  Portugal.  I  am  not 
referring  particularly  to  the  territory  of 
the  South  African  Company.  The  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  that 
part  of  the  world,  where  Scottish  mission- 
aries and  traders  have  done  so  much  in 
rescuing  the  people  from  barbarism,  is 
watched  in  Scotland  with  the  closest 
interest.  The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton will  admit  that  if    powder  has 
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been  wanted  in  Nyassaland,  it  has  been 
wanted  not  for  the  natives,  but  for  the 
Arabs,  who  have  left  their  homes  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  on  pursuits  of  a 
much  more  questionable  character  than 
those  of  the  Scottish  missionaries.  I 
regret  that  definite  action  was  so  long 
delayed  in  the  matter,  and  that  the  tone 
of  at  least  one  of  our  despatches  on  the 
Portuguese  question  left  so  much  to  be 
desired.  If  the  Foreign  Secretary  had 
saved  a  little  of  the  two  years  which  are 
said  to  have  bee  n  occupied  in  negotiations — 
and  I  must  say  I  heard  with  surprise  that 
the  Government  had  held  any  definite 
policy  with  regard  to  these  districts  over 
so  long  a  period — and  if  he  had  been  able 
to  economis3  his  witticisms,  it  is  possible 
that  our  relations  with  Portugal  would  not 
have  been  subjected  to  so  great  a  strain, 
and  that  we  should  not  have  seen  a 
section  of  the  English  press  adopting  the 
undignified  and  bullying  tone  towards 
our  ancient  ally,  which  has  been  so  well 
commented  on  to-night  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Ho  worth).  Tlie 
principle  of  arbitration  has  been  raised. 
Those  who  support  it  are  entitled,  I  think, 
to  all  our  sympathy,  but  in  putting 
that  principle  into  practice,  we  must 
take  cara  that  the  dic3  are  not  loaded. 
Although  arbitration  has  been  known 
as  a  substitute  for  war,  .  a  good 
deal,  I  am  afraid,  is  likely  to  happen 
before  that  civilised  method  of  settling 
disputes  can  become  general.  Those 
responsible  for  the  external  a&irs  of  the 
country  must  be  the  best  judges  in  cases 
of  emergency  as  to  whether  the  national 
interests  can  admit  of  such  mediation. 
I  trust  that  all  trace  of  this  quarrel  with 
a  friendly  State  will  rapidly  vanish, 
and  that  Portugal  will  again  appreciate 
the  unexhausted  -good- will  borne  towards 
her  by  this  country,  which  so  earnestly 
desires  her  continued  welfare. 

*Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (SufEolk, 
Eye)  :  I  desire  only  to  speak  for  a  few 
moments  in  order  to  draw  attention  to 
an  apparent  omission  from  the -Address, 
namely,  the  condition  of  the  Christian 
subjects  of  the  Porte  in  the  Highlands 
of  Armenia.  The  claims  of  this  popula- 
tion upon  the  House  and  the  country 
cannot  be  over-estimated.  The  published 
papers  tend  to  confirm  the  reports  which 
have  been  current  of  outrages  and  misrule 
among  these  people,  and  some  mention 
ought  to  have  been  made  in  the  Speech 
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from  the  Throne  both  of  Crete  and  Armenia' 
especially  as,  with  regard  to  the  latter 
country,  our  own  Government  is  under  a 
double  obligation.  It  cannot  in  the  first 
place  be  forgotten  that  we  are  bound,  in 
common  with  the  other  signatory  Powers, 
by  the  61st  section  of  the  Berlin  Treaty, 
and  even  more  stringently  by  the  1st 
Article  of  the  Anglo-Turkish  Convention. 
We  are  especially  bound  under  the  latter 
document  to  remonstrate  with  Turkey 
on  the  non-fulfilment  of  her  undertaking 
to  introduce  reforms  into  the  Adminis- 
tration of  Armenia.  Of  course,  if  the 
representatives  of  this  country  know 
that  the  old  system  of  oppression  is 
being  continued,  and  that  reforms  are 
not  being  carried  out,  it  appears  to  me 
that  the  section  of  the  Convention  to 
to  which  I  have  referred  will  have  dis- 
appeared.    We  are  face  to  face  with  this 

I  alternative,  either  that  the  Anglo-Turkish 
Convention  is  in  force,  in  which  case 
Turkey  is  bound  to  carry  out  reforms  in 
Armenia,  or  else,  if  the  Porte  does  not 
carry  out  its  part  of  the  agreement,  it  is 
not  necessary  that  our  share  of 
the  agreement  should  be  carried  out. 
What  is  the  state  of  affairs  at  the  present 
time  ?  The  attention  of  Europe  has  been 
called  to  the  infamous  trial  at  Constanti- 
nople of  Moussa  Bey,  and  no  one  can 
believe  that  that  is  to  be  the  final  phase 
of  the  action  taken  by  Turkey  in  regard 

i  to  the  recent  Armenian  disturbances. 
There  is  no  guarantee  that  the  reign 
of  plunder  and  outrage  among  the 
Armenians  will  not  be  renewed  unless  a 
conspicuous  example  is  made.  In  No. 
85  of  the  Papers  on  Armenia  issued  in 
August  last  a  description  will  be  found 
of  the  state  of  things  in  that  unhappy 
country.  There  is,  in  fact,  what  may  be 
termed  an  organised  system  of  malad- 
ministration, supported  by  an  organised 
system  of  plunder  by  Kurds  and 
Circassians.  It  is  not  merely  that  the 
people  have  suffered  grievous  wrongs  at 
the  hands  of  Moussa  Bey,  but  that  all 
claims  for  redress  are  systematically 
ignored  by  the  Porte.  Commissions,  no 
doubt,  are  appc>inted,  but  nothing  is  done, 
and  the  administration  of  justice  is  as  bad 
as  can  possibly  be  imagined.  The  officials 
are  in  many  cases  in  league  with  the 
Kurds  and  Circassians,  and  there  is  no 
sense  of  public  security ;  and  the  ex- 
actions of  the  tithe  farmers  and  of  the 
nomadic  tribes  who  come  to  infiict  out 
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rages  not  only  on  the  tithe  paying  culti- 
vators of  the  soil,  but  to  collect  in  some 
cases  feudal  dues  to  which  they  have  no 
claim,  are  as  monstrous  as  they  were 
shown  to  be  15  years  ago  in  the  Bal- 
kan Peninsula,  and  as  they  are  at  the 
present  time  ia  Crete.  A  very  serious 
element  in  the  case  is  the  impossibility  of 
obtaining  adequate  information ;  the 
country  is  broken  up  into  too  many 
vilayets.  If  a  number  of  vilayets  could 
be  merged  into  one,  and  greater  uni- 
formity introduced  into  the  administra- 
tion, improvement  might  be  hoped  for. 
I  hold  that  we  ought  not  to  be  content 
with  making  a  mere  academic  protest 
against  the  state  of  things  in  Armenia. 
The  relations  between  the  Porte  and  the 
Porte's  Christian  subjects  are  critical, 
and  in  the  in  >erests  of  the  latter  very 
great  pressure  ought  to  be  brought  to 
bear  upon  the  Sultan,  with  a  view  to  the 
introduction  of  beneficial  reforms. 

♦Mr.  BAUMANN  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  :  The  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton must  have  been  as  well  aware  as 
any  one  in  the  House  of  the  absurdity 
of  describing  the  charter  of  the  British 
South  African  Company  as  having  been 
granted  to  the  Duke  of  Fife  and  the 
Duke  of  Abercorn.  The  charter,  as  is 
well  known,  was  granted  to  a  powerful 
company  possessing  a  large  capital,  and 
having  as  its  master  spirit  Mr.  Cecil 
Rhodes — the  greatest  South  African 
statesman  I  believe  living ;  and  the 
career  of  the  company,  I  do  not  doubt, 
will  be  as  exciting,  as  lucrative,  and  I 
hope  more  honourable  than  that  of  the 
East  India  Company.  The  fact  is  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  merely  men- 
tioned ad  invidiam  the  names  of  those 
two  dukes  who  happened  to  be  on  the 
board  of  directors.  In  my  opinion,  the 
Government  have  done  well  in  granting 
this  chart:>r,  and  thus  providing  a  new 
field  for  British  enterprise  in  one  of  the 
richest  parts  of  South  Africa.  Another 
branch  of  the  South  African  question  to 
which  I  wish  to  allude  is  the  subject  of 
Swaziland,  with  reference  to  which  Sir 
Francis  De  Winton  has  just  presented  a 
report  to  Lord  Knutsford.  Two  things 
appear  to  be  perfectly  clear  in  connection 
with  the  Swaziland  difficulty  ;  one  is  that 
the  independence  of  Swaziland  has  been 
guaranteed  by  the  Transvaal  and  our- 
selves in  the  Convention  of  London,  and 
the  other  is  that  that  independence  can- 


not now  be  preserved.  These  two  things 
are  clearer  in  this  case  than  they  are 
in  connection  with  most  other  South 
African  questions.  The  late  King 
sold  so  many  concessions  to  European 
adventurers  that  there  is  now  in  Swazi- 
land, if  not  a  large,  at  any  rate  an 
infiuent!al  white  population,  and  this 
makes  the  maintenance  of  a  native 
Swazi  Government  practically  impossible. 
Therefore  either  England  or  the  Trans- 
vaal Government  must  take,  over  Swazi- 
land. Now,  there  appear  to  be  very 
grave  objections  to  the  assumption  by 
England  of  the  government  of  that 
territory.  President  Krtiger  has  set 
his  heart  upon  getting  to  the  sea,  and 
Swaziland  lies  between  the  sea  and  him. 
If  England  were  to  take  over  the  govern- 
ment of  Swaziland,  we  should  rekindle 
the  flames  of  Dutch  animosity  and  revive 
the  enmity  which  is  just  beginning 
to  die  out,  and  then  we  should  only  le 
able  to  reach  our  new  possession  through 
what  would  be  the  hostile  territory  of 
the  Transvaal.  Therefore,  this  new 
possession  would  be  costly  to  our  Treasury 
and  dangerous  to  the  peace  of  South 
Africa.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  we  were 
to  allow  the  Government  of  the  Trans- 
vaal to  take  over  Swaziland,  we  should 
secure  the  friendship  of  the  Dutch  race, 
with  whom  after  all  we  have  to  live  for 
better  or  worse  in  South  Africa,  and  should 
provide  an  outlet  for  the  Boer  farmer 
from  the  pressure  of  English  immigra- 
tion. To  surround  the  Transvaal  with  a 
ring  fence  of  British  Colonists,  to  say  to 
the  Dutch  Government,  "You  shall 
neither  go  north,  nor  south,  nor  east, 
nor  west;"  and  then  to  pour  over  that 
ring  fence  a  steady  stream  of  young 
Englishmen,  is  a  certain  way  to  provoke 
war,  a  war  in  which  the  Dutch  popula- 
tion of  the  Cape  Colony  would  most 
likely  take  the  side  of  the  Dutch  Gov- 
ernment. I  trust,  therefore,  that  after 
the  Colonial  Secretary  has  considered 
Sir  Francis  De  Winton's  Report,  the 
difficulty  will  be  settled  by  allowing  the 
Government  of  the  Transvaal  to  take 
Swaziland.  I  regret  greatly  that  no 
mention  is  made  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne  of  the  Labour  Question,  the 
question  that  is  exciting  the  interest  of 
the  labouring  classes  all  over  the  world. 
It  appears  from  the  answer  given  to 
me  by  the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs      yesterday     that      the     Swiss 
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Government,  in  postponing   the   Labour 
Conferenca  until  next  May,  have  issued  a 
fresh  invitation  to  the  European  Powers. 
The    Government    have,    therefore,    an 
admirable     opportunity     of     extricating 
themselves   from    the    thoroughly   false 
position  in  which  they  placed  themselves 
last  summer  by  ssnding  our  delegate  to 
the  Conference  with  his  hands  tied,  and 
tied  with  respect  to  the  discussion  of  the 
one    question    which,   above   all   others, 
interests    the    working    classes     of     all 
countries.     I   earnestly   hope    that    the 
Prime    Minister   will    allow,  the    repre- 
sentative   of  England  to  enter  the  Con- 
ference in  May  with  as  full  liberty  to 
discuss  any  question  relating  to  labour  as 
will  be  possessed  by  the  representatives 
<jf     other     European     Powers.       As    a 
Metropolitan  Member,  I  am  sorry  to  see 
tliat   the  Speech  from  the  Throne  con- 
tains  no   reference   to   the    "  sweating " 
question.     Bearing  in  mind  the  evidence 
given  before  the  Select  Committee  of  the 
House    of   Lords — evidence    which    has 
shocked  and  horrified  the  public  of  this 
country — I   cannot   but   regret   that   no 
promise   is  given   of   legislation  on  this 
subject.     Are  we  really  to  remain  con- 
tented with  a  provision  of  only  55  Factory 
Inspectors  in  a  population  of  35  millions  ? 
Ts  no  attempt  to  be  made  to  bring  the 
sweating  dens  of  our  large  towns  under 
the  inspection  of  Her  Majesty's  officers  ? 
It    has    certainly   been    ray    hope    that 
the      Home      Secretary     would      intro- 
duce   a    measure    to    amend    the    laws 
relating    to     factories     and    workshops. 
I  can  only  express  my  earnest  hope  and 
wish  that  in  the   course  of  the  coming 
Session,  if  the  progress  of  public  business 
should  allow  of  it,  the  Government  will 
introduce  some  measure  both  to  increase 
the   number    of    Inspectors   and   to    re- 
arrange their  districts,  and  also  to  bring 
the  sweating  dens  for  sanitary  purposes 
within    the    purview  of    Her   Miljesty's 
Inspectors. 

*Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower  Ham- 
lets, Poplar)  :  I  need  hardly  say  that 
we  on  this  side  of  the  House  cordially 
jigree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  re- 
gretting that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
do  not,  so  far  as  we  know,  propose  to 
take  any  action  on  labour  questions  this 
Session.  Nor  liave  they  told  us  what 
they  are  going  to  do  with  reference 
to  the  Labour  Conference  at  Berne. 
T  think  the  debate  which  took  place  last 
3fr.  Ban,mann 


Session,  both  as  to  the  Laws  of  Labour  and 
the  Wages  of  Labour,  showed  there  was  a 
strong  desire  on  the  part  of  all  sections 
of  the  House  that  Her  Majesty's  repre- 
sentative at  the   Conference  should  go 
there    untrammelled.      But  I   wish   in 
the   few  words  I   intend  to  address  to 
the   House    to    confine    myself   to  one- 
question,   which  has   received    mention 
in  the    Queen's  Speech,  but   on   which 
I  should   be  glad  if  the    Under  Secre- 
tary   for    Foreign    Affairs    would  give 
us  a  little  more  information — 1  mean  the 
question  of  the  Conference  which  is  now 
sitting   at   Brussels  in  reference  to  the 
Slave  Trade.     We  must  all  feel  that  the 
Conference,  if  it  is  successf  nl  in  its  efforts, 
will  bring  great  benefit  to  the  unfortu- 
nate natives  of  Central,  the  West,  and  the 
East  of  Africa ;  but  that  if  it  is  not  suc- 
cessful in  its  efforts,  if  on  any  account 
the  different  Governments  are  unable  to 
agree  on  really  stringent  measures  for 
the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade,  the 
calling  of  the  Conference  will  really  have 
done  more   harm  than  good,  because  it 
will  have  shown  there  is  great  difference 
of  opinion  amongst  the  European  nations, 
and  the  Arabs  and  Slave  Traders  will  take 
advantage  of  the  difference.     Many  of  us 
are  getting  somewhat  anxious  with  refer- 
ence to  the  great  delay  which  is  taking 
place  in  regard  to  the  Conference,  and  we 
are  afraid  that  questions  which  ought  to 
be    the    primary    questions   before    the 
Conference,  namely,  those  which  directly 
affect  the  Slave  Trade,  are  somewhat  fall- 
ing into  the  background,  while  matters 
of  great  importance,  though  not  directly 
connected    with    the    Slave   Trade,   are 
receiving  a  somewhat  undue    meed   of 
attention.      The   primary  object  of   the 
Conference  was  to  secure  mutual  rights 
of   search,    to   declare  the  Slave   Trade 
piracy,  and  if  possible  to  abolish  the  status 
of  slavery.  But  we  are  informed  on  many 
sides  that  the  Conference,  instead  of  dis- 
cussing questions  directly  affecting  the 
slave  Trade  with  the  interest  they  ought 
to  show,  are  discussing  more  at  length 
such  questions  as  the  prohibition  of  the 
importation    of    arms  into   Africa,    and 
the    diminution    or    prohibition    of   the 
importation  of  intoxicating  liquors  into  that 
country.     No  one  will  desire  to  palliate 
the  evils  arising  fi*om  both  the  importation 
of  arms  and  of  intoxicating  liquors,  but  I 
do  not  think  they  she  uld  be  regarded  as 
primary  to  the  question  of  slavery.     We 
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think  that,  at  all  events,  tlie  Liquor  Trade 
ought  not,  until  all  the  other  questions 
have  been  settled,  be  brought  up  before 
the  Conference.  Broadly  speaking,  the 
question  of  the  Liquor  Trade  is  one 
affecting  the  West  *  Coast  of  Africa, 
whqreas  the  question  of  the  Slave  Trade 
is  one  affecting  the  Eist  Coast.  There 
is  a  wide  geographical  difference  between 
the  two;  while  the  question  is  one 
directly  affecting  the  interests  of 
different  nations.  All  I  want  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  now,  is  whether  he  is  able  to 
give  us  some  assurance  that  the  pri- 
mary object  for  which  the  Conference 
was  appointed,  namely,  the  direct  sup- 
pression of  the  Slave  Trade  by  sea,  shall 
not  be  lost  sight  of.  I  think  no  one  will 
regret  the  tone  in  which  the  question  of 
the  Portuguese  diflBculty  has  been  dis- 
cussed this  afternoon.  The  discussion, 
which  has  been  carried  on  without  the 
use  of  those  adjectives  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Salford  (Mr.  Howorth) 
referred,  will  do  something  to  smooth 
the  ruffled,  and  the  justly  ruffled,  plumes 
of  our  Portuguese  allies.  As  the  hon. 
Member  for  Salford  pointed  out,  how- 
ever right  Her  Majesty's  Government 
raiy  have  been  in  the  matter  the  ques- 
tion came  upon  the  Portuguese  with 
the  utmost  possible  surprise.  All  the 
information,  as  far  as  they  were  con- 
cerned, had  been  suppressed  until  the 
moment  when  it  appeared  their  Govern- 
ment had  been  forced  by  the  English 
(rovernment  to  give  way  on  what  the 
Portuguese  considered  a  vital  point. 
Anything  that  can  be  done  to  re-unite 
in  a  bond  of  friendship  the  two 
c'Mun tries  will  be  of  the  greatest 
Horvice  not  only  to  us  in  Europe,  but  still 
more  so  in  Africa,  because  in  Africa, 
Portugal  has  a  great  opportunity  either 
of  co-operating  in  or  of  thwarting  our 
good  work. 

*Mr.  hartley  (IsHngton,  N.)  :  I 
recognise  to  the  full  the  advantage  of  a 
continual  bond  of  friendship  with  Portugal, 
but  the  affairs  of  Portugal  and  those  of 
South  Africa  with  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  S.  Buxton)  has  just 
alluded,  important  as  they  may  be  to 
tliis  country,  are  in  my  judgment  not 
nearly  so  overwhelming  as  the  great 
social  questions  which  are  now  before  the 
country.  I  thoroughly  agree  with  my 
hon.    Friend    (Mr.    Baumann)    that    it 


woul^  have  been  an  advantage  if  some  of 
these  subjects  had.been  mentioned  in  the 
Queen's  Gracious  Speech.  A  number  ot, 
questions  of  great  interest  to  the  people  at 
large  are  mentioned.  There  is  the  ques- 
tion of  Savings  Banks,  which  I  naturally' 
look  to  with  great  interest.  I  &n^ 
extremely  glad  to  hear  that  the  labour  of 
our  Committee  last  year  is  to  bear  fruit, 
and  that  we  are  to  have  introduced  a 
measure  to  put  these  most  useful  institu- 
tions on  a  better  and  safer  basis. 
But  the  question  which  seems  to  me  to 
overshadow  nearly  all  others  at  the 
present  time  is  the  relation  between 
capital  and  labour  and  the  position  of  the 
country  as  a  working  country  in  con- 
nection therewith.  No  more  beneficial 
work  could  be  done  by  us  this  Session 
than  to  bring  somehow  or  other  these 
two  great  factors  in  the  State  into  better 
unison  than  they  are  at  present.  We 
may  safely  and  fairly  say  that  during  the 
last  generation  or  two  the  great  mass  of 
the  people  have  developed  and  have 
approached  much  nearer  to  one  another. 
The  increased  educational  facilities  have 
brought  the  working  classes  much  nearer 
to  those  who  are  better  off  than  them- 
selves. We  have  been  levelling  up  the 
whole  mass  of  the  community  in  a 
manner  which  was  never  dreamt  of  a 
generation  or  two  ago.  This  is  a  matter 
of  great  congratulation  to  the  country, 
but  what  has  been  done  does  tend  to 
awaken  the  agitator  and  the  socialist  to 
increase  his  efforts  to  make  the  people 
think  it  is  possible  by  a  very  rapid  and 
simple  process  to  place  them  in  a  position 
of  extraordinary  comfort  as  to  hours  of 
work  and  so  on.  No  account  is  taken  of 
the  consequences  of  too  rapid  a  step  in 
this  direction  upon  the  commerce  and; 
trade  of  the  country  at  home  and 
abroad.  We,  the  Metropolitan  Members, 
ought  to  distinctly  state  our  views  upon 
this  great  question  which  concerns  us  so- 
closely.  The  question  is  the  most  im- 
portant we  can  consider,  not  only  for 
the  sake  of  the  welfare  of  the  employer, 
but  for  the  sake  of  the  welfare  of  thp 
working  classes  themselves.  Wo  know 
what  has  taken  place  during  the  last  six 
months.  Those  of  us  who  work  amongst 
the  people  cannot  help  seeing  the  enor- 
mous growth  of  the  population  is  tending 
to  make  people  more  and  more  exacting 
in  the  amount  of  work  required  in  the  . 
Metropolis.     No  one  grudges  the  wages 
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men  receive,  but  the  thing  which  must 
strike  everybody  is  the  growing  diflB- 
culty  of  finding  sufficient  employment 
for  the  ever-increasing  population  of  this 
great  City.  The  difficulty  is  continually 
made  more  serious  by  the  sending  away 
of  certain  industries  to  other  parts  of  the 
country.  The  other  day  I  received  a 
Report  concerning  the  cost  of  unloading 
and  the  time  of  unloading  a  ship  in 
London  and  in  a  port  in  the  North  cf 
England.  It  was  shown  in  the  Report 
that  in  the  North  the  ship  was  unloaded  in 
four  days  at  a  cost  of  something  like  £220, 
while  in  London  it  was  unloaded  in  12 
days  at  a  cost  of  something  like  £400  or 
£500.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  Re- 
port is  absolutely  true,  but  the  fact 
remains  that  the  cost  of  labour  in  London 
is  growing,  and  that  in  itsalf  is  a  very 
serious  matter  for  consideration.  It  may 
be  that  the  growth  of  cost  is  an  advan- 
tage to  the  working  man,  and  in  the 
case  I  have  referred  to  a  great  part  of  the 
extra  cost  goes  to  him,  but  if  you 
increase  the  cost  of  work  you  will, 
at  the  same  time,  do  away  with 
a  large  amount  of  work  in  London, 
and  that  is  a  serious  matter  for  the  working 
man  himself.  It  is  very  desirable  that 
we  should,  if  we  can  by  any  means,  in- 
crea83  the  wages  of  the  poor  dock 
labourers  and  others  like  them,  but  we 
must  raalisa  the  fact  that  unless  we  are 
extremely  careful  we  shall  drive  the 
trade  away  from  London,  which  can  only 
end,  not  only  to  the  loss  and  ruin  to 
a  great  number  of  employers,  but  to 
the  very  extreme  hardship  of  tens  of 
thousands  of  our  poorer  brethren.  This 
is  a  question  which  deals  not  only  with 
the  happiness  and  comfort  of  London, 
but  with  our  very  existence  as  a  trading 
port.  Some  people  hail  with  satisfaction 
the  idea  that  the  Emperor  of  Germany 
is  about  to  take  part  in  the  solution  of 
labour  questions,  but  my  view  is  that  we 
cin  look  to  these  mattei-s  ourselves  better 
than  foreigners.  No  arbitration  or  con- 
ciliation of  the  sort  suggested  is  likely 
to  lead  to  any  good  permanent  result. 
The  only  proper  course  seems  to  me  to 
make  the  interests  of  labour  and  capital 
more  alike  ;  that  you  should  put  the 
two,  not  inopposite  oamps,  but  induce  all 
trades  in^some  way  or  other  to  adopt  a  sys- 
tem by  which  the  labourer  receives  not 
only  payment  by  way  of  wages,  but  some 
payment  by  way  of  the  interest  he  has  in 
Mr.  Bartley 


the  concern  itself.  1  think  the  SouthMetra- 
politan  Gras  Company  have  made  a  great 
step  in  the  right  direction.  They  have 
said  to  all  the  persons  in  their  employ  that 
in  addition  to  the  wages  they  receive  they 
shall  receive  one  per  cent  on  their  wages 
for  every  one  penny  per  thousand  feet  of 
gas  that  the  price  can  be  reduced.  This 
plan  has  been  attacked  by  certain  persons, 
but  to  my  mind  it  does  contain  the  germ 
of  a  solution  of  the  labour  difficulty. 
It  has  been  adopted  by  miaDy 
Co-operative  Societies  and  other  institu- 
tions, and  amounts  to  this,  that  the 
labourer  rec3ive8  a  certain  payment  as 
the  result  of  his  work,  if  that  work  is 
a^sD  successf  nl  to  his  employer.  It  would 
be  most  useful  if  during  this  Session  we 
could  have  a  Committee  or  Commission  to 
inquire  into  the  various  ways  in  which 
labour  and  capital  work  together  in  this 
respect.  We  hear  that  the  great  cure  of 
all  our  social  evils  is  to  be  the  federation 
of  labour.  I  don't  exactly  know  what 
federation  of  labour  may  be  in  the  opinion 
of  some  persons,  but  1  can  judge  from, 
what  happened  during  the  Dock  Strike, 
and  from  what  I  heard  at  a  meeting  in 
Hyde  Park  in  connection  with  the  Gas 
Strike.  The  federation  of  labour  I  there 
heard  is  a  scheme  by  which  the  working 
classes  of  all  nations  should  combine  so 
that  they  can  strike  universally  against 
any  employers,  and  so  secure  the  object 
desired.  This  must  lead  ultimately  to 
the  practical  ruin  of  the  working  classes 
themselves.  Supposing  the  gas  stokers 
had  succeeded  in  bringing  out  the 
coal  porters.  The  result  would  have 
been  that  London  would  have  had 
no  coal,  in  addition  to  being  in 
complete  darkness  during  the  winter 
nights.  Although  the  loss  to  the  em- 
ployers of  labour  would  have  been 
enormous,  the  loss  to  the  employed 
would  have  been  absolutely  ruinous.  If 
we  have  universal  strikes,  in  London 
alone  tens  of  thousands  of  men,  with 
their  wives  and  children,  will  be  put  in  the 
most  extreme  positions  of  privation  and 
hardship,  and  therefore  I  think  we  are 
bound  to  do  our  utmost  to  bring  about 
some  scheme  by  which  labour  and 
capital  should  be  federated  and  worked 
together.  I  am  sure  that  some  such 
scheme  can  be  framed.  The  framing  of 
such  a  scheme  would  be  most  useful 
work  for  this  Session  of  Parliament.  I 
f  3el    convinced    that    the    adoption    of 
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such  a  scheme  would  be  fraught  with  the 
happiest  results.  There  is  oue  obvious 
way  in  which  the  scheme  I  suggest  can 
be  commenced.  The  State  is  the  largest 
employer  of  labour  in  the  country  :  the 
State  receives,  by  Local  and  Imperial 
taxation,  something  like  150  millions 
sterling  a  year :  an  enormous  part  of  this 
is  paid  in  wages:  surely  it  would  not  be 
unreasonable  that  some  effort  should  be 
made  to  give  to  the  men  employed  by 
the  State  some  interest  in  the  work  they 
have,  in  addition  to  the  wages  they 
receive,  and  that  is  to  my  mind  the  only 
way  in  which  you  can  possibly  feder- 
ate capital  and  labour.  Many 
paople  may  say  that  this  is  a  Utopian 
idea,  and  that  it  has  been  tried  over  and 
over  again  and  failed.  Many  things 
have  been  tried  over  and  over  again  and 
ultimately  succeeded.  This  system  of 
combining  the  interests  of  labour  and 
capital  is  certainly  a  thing  which  is  not 
beneath  the  dignity  of  this  House,  and 
not  beneath  the  importance  of  the 
country  to  consider,  and  I  am  sure  that 
if  we  can  only  bring  it  about  it  will  be 
the  only  permanent  way  of  putting  a 
stop  to  those  great  labour  strikes  which, 
if  continued,  will  be  the  ruin  of  the 
country. 

Me.  RATHBONE  (Carnarvonshire, 
Arfon)  :  I  will  not  detain  the  Housa  more 
than  a  few  minutes ;  indeed,  I  only  wish 
to  urge  the  Government  to  consider  the 
very  wise  advice  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Peckham  (Mr.  Baumann)  in  regard  to 
South  African  affairs.  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  mania  for  land-grabbing  in  Africa 
is  one  of  the  greatest  dangers  by  which 
this  country  has  ever  been  threatened. 
People  often  refer  us  to  India  and 
Australia,  but  theyfoi^et  that  the  circum- 
stances are  entirely  different.  In  India 
there  is  apopulation  who  have  been  accus- 
tomed for  centuries  to  be  governed  by 
others,  and  in  Australia  there  is  a  popula- 
tion who  die  away  before  civilisation.  You 
have  just  the  opposita  state  of  things  to 
deal  with  in  Africa.  The  Zulus  and  the 
Dutch  are  more  numerous  than  your 
own  people  out  there,  and  they  increasa 
much  more  rapidly  than  you.  You  have  to 
deal  with  governing  and  conquering 
races,  and  when  you  talk  about  making 
another  East  India  Company  in  Africa, 
I  should  like  to  know  whether  you  find 
it  very  easy  to  fill  the  constant  vacancies 
in  your  armies  in  India.     Where  arj  you 
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going  to  get  the  men  necessary  for  the 
creation  of  an  empire  in  Africa  ?  You 
have  a  constantly-increasing  danger  of 
collision ;  and,  while  we  have  hitherto 
been  unable  to  fulfil  our  duties  and 
satisfy  the  responsibilities  we  have 
undertaken  over  large  tracts  of  country 
we  attempt  to  govern,  we  now  attempt 
to  widen  the  area  of  our  influence,  and, 
unless  Governments  exercise  some  con- 
trol over  this  tendency,  it  will  not  be 
many  years  before  we  find  that  we  have 
attempted  more  than  we  are  able  to 
perform,  and  are  doing  very  badly  that 
which  we  are  really  able  to  accomplish. 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
James  Fergusson,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :  I 
think    it  will  conduce  to  the   conveni- 

• 

ence  of  the  House  and  to  the  regularity 
of  debate  if  I  now  rise  to  reply  to  the 
yarioas  remarks  made  upon  foreign  affairs 
bafore  the  debate  travels  into  other 
branches  of  the  discussion.  First,  I  may 
say  that  I  believe  all  will  respond  to  the 
appeal  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  yester- 
day when  he  spoke  of  the  general 
reticence  and  caution  which  has  been 
exercised  by  the  Opposition,  particularly 
in  reference  to  foreign  affairs.  In  the 
questions  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
addressed  to  the  Government  on  par- 
ticular points,  he  clearly  asked  for  no 
mora  than  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  give  in  order  to  justify  their 
action.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
regard  to  the  late  unfortunats  difference 
with  the  Portuguese  Government,  said 
that,  as  far  as  the  circumstances  were 
known  to  him,  he  had  no  exception  to 
take  to  the  acts  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  has  addressed  himself  to- 
night to  the  same  question  in  terms  of 
censure  and  complaint,  and  I  think  it  is 
due  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  to  the 
hon.  Member,  and  to  the  House,  that  I 
should  say  a  few  words  as  to  the  parti- 
cular grounds  upon  which  we  rely  as  the 
basis  of  our  declaration  that  we  have 
given  due  warning  to  the  Portuguese 
Government  of  our  claim  to  certain 
districts,  and  our  objection  to  the  Portu- 
gues3  occupying  them.  It  is  evident 
that  if,  as  has  been  said  outside  the  House, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  done 
the  right  thing  in  the  wrong  way, 
if       they      had      kept      the       Portu- 
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gues-  Giiverameot  at  (lU  in  Hie 
dark  as  to  their  estimato  of  their  ripbts 
and  of  the  dangers  that  would  result 
from  the  advance  of  aa  armed  force 
into  that  country,  they  would  hav-e 
espoaed  themselveB  to  well-founded 
LMmplftint,  especially  if  we  at  the 
last  moiuDnt  had  peremptorily  de- 
manded the  .retirement  of  the  Portu- 
guese troops  from  their  advanced  position ; 
but  I  hope,  without  detaining  the  House 
long,  anil  by  reference  to  the  Papers,  I 
shall  be  able  to  show  that  it  is  absolutely 
withont  foundation  to  say  that  the  Portu- 
guese Government  was  not  made  fully 
awBiTe  of  the  views  of  Her  MEJesty's 
Qoverntneiit  on  this  point.  So  long  ago 
as  August,  1887,  as  will  be  seen  from 
page  7  of  the  Blue  Book,  a  despatch  was 
addressed  to  Mr.  Petre,  in  which  it  was 

Kinted  out  that  in  the  district  to  which 
irtugal  appeared  to  lay  a  preferential 
claim,  !ia  the  result  of  negotiatioius 
[tarried  on  with  Germany  and  France, 
and  in  which,  except  near  tlie  sea  const 
and  on  portions  of  the  Zambesi  river. 
there  was  not  a  sign  of  Portuguese  juris- 
diction or  authority,  "  there  are  British 
Kettlements,  and  others  in  which  Great 
Britain  takes  an  exceptional  interest," 
and  that  Her  Majesty's  subjects  had 
occupied  this  district  for  years  pist,  and 
that  any  disturbance  of  their  peaceful 
work  uonid  not  be  viewed  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  indiffereuL-e. 
It  was  pointed  out  that  the  communica- 
tions with  the  Gtovemments  of  France 
and  Germany  only  showed  that  the 
district  was  removed  from  the  epiiere 
of  influence  of  these  countries.  On 
the  17th  of  May,  1888,  I  made 
in  the  House  of  Commons  a  positire 
declaration  on  the  subject  which  attracted 
some  notice  in  Portusfal,  and  this 
declaration  was  the  subject  of  some 
diplomatic  correspondence,  which  will  be 
found  in  the  Blue  Book.  It  will  be 
observed  that  Lord  Salisbury  fully 
adopti^d  the  statement  I  made,  which 
was  that  the  Government  did  not  recog- 
nise any  unlimited  claims  of  Portugal  in 
the  interior  of  Africa.  The  limitations 
of  the  spheres  of  influence  of  the  re- 
spective European  Powers  were  perfectly 
understood.  That  influence  was  not 
reeognised  except  where  settlements 
had  taken  place,  and  where  a  Power 
possessed  the  meana  of  maintaining 
order,  of  protecting  foreigners,  and  of 
Sir  Jiniieg  Fcrgusson 


controlling  natives.  Portugal  liad  mado 
no  advance  in  the  settlement  of  thi> 
interior,  and  liad  obtained  no  jwsition 
which  rendered  her  capable  of  fulfilling 
international  duties,  and  therefore  we 
could  not  recognise  any  snch  material 
claim  to  territory  as  would  entitle  her  to 
deny  us  tlie  freedom  of  commerce  ;  and, 
in  particular,  as  I  said.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  could  not  for  a  moment  ad- 
mit her  right  to  stop  the  free  jnssage  of 
the  Zambesi.  Through  the  enterprise  of 
our  countrymen  considerable  progreaa 
had  been  made,  and  it  was  a  matter  of 
regret  if  this  commerce  was  hindered  by 
heavy  charges ;  liut  when  no  inter- 
national obligations  interposed  it  was  in 
the  power  of  Portugal  to  levy  such  as  she 
might  impose  within  her  own  territories. 
Then  on  July  24  of  the  same  year  it  wjw 
distinctly  notified  tliat — 

"  Khama'a  country  and  Matabelelnnd  are 
vilhiD  the  Ephere  ol  Britiih.  influence." 
On  the  8th  of  Septotnber  in  the  same 
year  Her  Majesty's  Government,  in  » 
Memoraudum  communicated  to  the  Pur- 
tuguese  Government,  said — 

"  Without  going  further  into  detitil,  they 
content  iherDulTfa  far  tha  predeut  "^y  oburTing, 
vith  leei^rd  to  the  urgument  of  pKor  diseovary, 
that  it  ia  nut  improbable  that  the  Porlngueaa 
subjects  nettled  in  thu  Calonv  of  MoxaniUi)De 
had  cbtained  some  geuerxl  information  as  to 
the  naiKhhourlo};  dietricts.  'Ilio  Meniorandiun 
of  Senhor  Banns  Gomea,  however,  in  thrir 
opinion,  only  conBrmsthe  fact  that  Dr.  Living- 
ntone  was  for  all  practical  purpoKS  the  dii- 
covsTBT  of  Lake  Kyams,  aid  that  it  was  owing 
to  him  Ihat  the  dietricta  iunoooiling  it  wen 
stttied,  and  h^vc  aiucc  been  cooliauinilly  occu- 
pied excluwvel.v  by  Britinli  subjecta." 

Further,  in  the  month  of  October  ww 
called  the  attention  of  the  Portuguese 
Goviimment  to  tlio  fact  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  never  ad- 
mitted the  claim  of  Portugal  to  Lake 
Nyassa.  On  the  ."ith  of  January,  1889, 
we  complained  of  the  advance  of  the  Por- 
tugese force  as  inimical  to  our  tiwliug 
interests,  and  likely  to  lead  to  disturb- 
ance. Questions  were  asked  of  the 
Portuguese  Government  as  to  their  in- 
tentions, and  in  several  foUowing  Deft- 
patches  we  maintained  thftt  Mashon&Uod 
was  distinctly  under  British  protectioo. 
The  lion.  Member  for  Nortliampt^ 
IiBH  Ngjokeit  of  the  Portuguese  hxno 
OR  g,  mere  surveying  expedititm, 
but  such  an  expedition  does  not  gener^ 
ally  march  with  thousands  of  men  with 
repeating  rifles,  accompanied  by  machine 
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.prna.  I  will  only  further  refer  tn  the 
despatefa  of  Sovember  31,  in  whicti  Her 
Majesty's  (Joverament  protested  agwnst 
tlie  deCFiies  including  within  the  aphero 
of  Portuffnose  influence,  and  indeed 
placing  under  Portugnoae  iidniinistration, 
K  lurgB  territory  in  the  interior  of  Africa 
to  the  north  nud  Routh  of  the  Zambezi 
river — a  district  whioli  appeared  to  com- 
pHae  a  great  ]iart  of  Mashonaland  ttaA  an 
immenee  tract  ti)  the  northwFird,  ap- 
proaching the  frontiers  of  the  Congo 
Free  State  and  the  watershed  of  Lake 
^■aesa,  and  including  a  part  of  the  very 
district  which  had  been  proclaimed  ae 
within  the  BritiBli  protsctorato  and  within 
fehe  sphere  of  British  influence.  It  ia 
scarcely  necessary  to  go  further  to 
ahow  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment fully  warned  the  Portuguese 
Government  against  aggression  in 
that  region,  and  as  to  our  interests 
there.  But  it  lins  been  said  the  ultima^ 
turn  was'  premature,  and  that  it  was 
inder  the  pressure  of  an  English  naval 
force  that  the  Portuguese  Government 
yrea  induoed  to  promise  to  withdraw  from 
its  advanced  position.  Well,  in  the 
■correspondence  which  has  been  presented 
bo  Parliament  T  will  venture  to  say  there 
ie  almost  to  the  last  an  entii-e  absence 
of  menace  :  and  in  the  doapafches  to  the 
Purtuguese  Government  the  only  passage 
t^mt  can  bear  Ihu  description  of  "  sar- 
casm," which  has  been  complained  of,  is 
a  reply  to  what  the  Portuguese  Govern- 
ment had  said  abimt  "ancient  mouu- 
nents."  The  reply  to  that  allusion  is 
tifaftt,  whatever  antiquarian  interest  these 
ancient  monuments  might  possess  for 
iHie  Portuguese,  they  could  not  be  rect^ 
nised  as  proofs  of  actual  possession.  In 
nil  the  other  despatohes  there  is  not  a 
wngle  tine  that  can  be  described  as  sar- 
OMtic.  In  Portugal  there  is  certainly 
jnst  now  a  strong  national  feeling,  which 
we  may  admire,  although  wo  cannot 
iBgree  that  it  is  founded  alt^^ther  on  a 
Honnd  judgment  as  to  the  rights  of  that 
country.  While  we  sympathiae  with  the 
feeling,  we  can  well  afford  to  abstain  from 
naing  any  language  which  may  wound 
the  STtsceptihilities  of  the  t>eople,  and 
from  anything  which  might  wear 
the  appearance  of  ridicule  of  a  necessarily 
difficult  poflition.  I  join  with  my 
hon;  Friend  (Mr.  Howarth)  in  regret 
that  some  writers  and  limners  in 
flte  public  Press  shovild  have  excited  this 


feeling  of  ridicule  in  criticizing  tie 
action  of  a  spirited  nation  with  which, 
for  the  first  time  in  a  long  series  of 
years,  we  liave  had  the  misfortune  to 
have  a  difference.  We  can  respect  a 
nation  with  glorious  traditions  standing 
out  for  what  it  believes  to  be  its  rights  ; 
and  I  believe  thafcwhentlie  papers  which 
give  our  side  of  the  question  come  to  be 
Btudii^d  in  Portugal  >i  different  view  will 
be  taken  by  the  Portuguese  people  oftlio 
conduct  of  Her  MaJL-sty's  Government. 
I  have  been  told  by  a  Member  of  the 
House  who  has  recently  visited  Portugal 
that  ho  had  not  seen  in  a  Portuguese 
newspaper  a  st^teiiient  of  the  English 
case.  If  that  be  so,  wr:  need  not  wonder 
at  the  feeling  which  has  been  excited  by 
this  regrettable  incident.  We  have  no 
ground  of  complaint  in  respect  of  the 
efforts  made  by  the  Portuguese  Govern- 
ment to  protect  British  subjects,  to  whom 
I  hope  no  serious  liarm  has  been  done, 
and  who  have  long  lived  on  terms  of 
friendship  with  the  Portuguese  people. 
It  is  to  he  regretted  tliat  tliey  havu 
received  personal  discourteay,  but  they 
will  know  how  to  make  allowance  for  the 
feelings  of  the  people.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northajupton  has  referred 
to  the  recent  practice  of  giving  Charters 
to  Mercantile  Companies  without  the 
knowledge  of  Parliament.  I  have  had 
the  opportunity  of  defending  that  policy. 
It  seems  to  rac  we  have  to  choose  between 
the  old  fashion  of  allowing  our  subjects 
to  make  their  way  without  control  in 
new  countries  far  removed  from  English 
law  and  control,  and  where,  perhapfl, 
many  unpleasant  occurrences  havo  taken 
place  before  English  dominion  was 
eHtablished,  and  the  granting  of  Charters 
affording  the  protection  of  English  Law 
to  natives  and  neighbouring  peoples,  and 
placing  control  of  the  territory  under 
regul^ion  of  a  Department  in  this 
country.  I  think  prnte-bly  this  last  is  the 
more  wholesome  way  of  extending  th» 
British  "dominions  than  the  rough  and 
ready  method  of  times  jiast  which, 
though  it  often  ted  to  glorious  results, 
yet  not  without  passing  tJirongh  stages 
of  great  hardship  to  settlers  and  native 
populations.  Tlie  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Labouchero)  went  on  to  refer  to  Consul 
Johnston's  visit  to  Portugal,  aiid  he 
alleges  that  Mr.  Johnston  had  come  to  an 
arrangement  with  the  Portuguese  which 
would  have  prevented  the  recent  differ-. 
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enoe  if  it  had  not  been  rejected  liy  Her    settled    territorj"    in     which     he    eier- 
Majeatj-'a  Government.    Now,  this  is  not    ciaed  legal  authority  over  the  scattered 
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As  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr.  Johnaton 
allowed  to  visit  Portngal  and  to  have  un- 
official interviewB  with  the  authoritJes  in 
the  hope  that  some  arrangement  miglit 
be  come  to.  But,  as  the  proposals  made 
to  Mr.  Johnston  lij-  the  Portuguese 
Qovernmeiit  clearly  involved  bringing 
British  settlements  at  Kyiisaa  and  on  the 
Shir^  under  Portuguese  authority,  Her 
Majesty's  Govornment  could  not  accept 
them.  The  hon.Mcmljer  spoke  in  a.  tone  of 
what  I  may  call  faint  praise  of  the 
missionarieB  at  Blanlyre,  But  it  is  not 
only  the  Scotch  Missionary  Settlement 
that  is  concerned ;  there  are  Knglish 
Missionary  Settlements  scattered  along 
the  South-East  of  Lake  Nynsaa,  and  there 
are  other  stations  on  the  Western 
side  besides  commercial  companies 
which  have  for  some  time  been  trading 
there  and  doing  very  good  work.  In  fact, 
British  interests  are  of  a  far  more  exten- 
Bivo  character,  and  are  not  confined  to  the 
Scotch  missionaries  settled  at  Bhintyre. 
The  hon.  Member  said  that  Mr.  Johnston 
ought  cot  to  have  asked  for  letters  to 
pass  him  through  Portuguese  territory 
if  his  ultimate  objects  were  such  as  the 
Portuguese  Government  would  not  ap- 
prove ;  but  1  think,  if  only  as  a  matter 
of  courtesy,  if  a  British  official  has  in  the 
discharge  of  his  duty  to  pass  through 
Portuguese  territory  he  should  ask  per- 
mission from  the  authorities,  and  any 
attempt  fo  pass  surreptitiously  would 
occasion  suspicion.  Mr.  Johnston  was 
quite  right  iu  taking  the  course  he 
adopted,  but  there  was  no  thought  uf 
asking  Portuguese  permission  for  what 
was  to  be  done  outside  Portuguese  terri- 
tory. Then  the  boa.  Member  asks  what 
was  Mr.  Buchanan's  position.  Mr. 
Buchanan  held  the  position  of  Acting 
Consul  in  the  Lake  District,  and  it  is 
usual  to  supply  the  place  of  an  absent 
Consul  by  the  temporary  appointment  of 
some  resident.  I  believe  that  no  more 
fitting  Bubstitute  than  Mr.  Buclianan 
could  have  been  found. 

Mk.  LABOUCHERE  :  Did  he  hold  an 
exequatur  1 

•Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  :  Mr. 
Buchanan  was  not  accredited  to  the 
Portuguese  Government.  He  was  a 
Consul  in  partibus.  In  an  nn 
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exequatur  fitim  the  Portu- 
guese Government.  But  this  is  a 
small  matter,  and  I  pass  from  it  to  the 
hon.  Member's  remarks  U[)on  discredit 
ti>  the  English  flag.  I  do  not  think  we 
can  afford  to  allow  this  discredit  in  any 
jiart  of  the  world.  In  the  case  in  qnes- 
tioii  not  only  were  British  Bags  taken 
from  native  tribes,  who  had  been  told 
that  they  would  be  safe  in  the  pnsaesaion 
of  them  from  aggression,  but  the  com- 
mander of  a  British  steamer  was  actu- 
ally compelled  to  haul  down  the  British 
flag  on  the  Zambesi  River,  which 
Portngal  herself,  iji  1885,  declared  should 
be  free  water.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  have  incurred  great  re- 
sponsibility and  censure  if  they  bad 
submitted  to  such  treatment.  It  is  said 
that  the  Makololo  were  responsible  for 
the  collision  with  Major  Scrpa  Pinto's 
force.  They  were  the  attacking  par^, 
but  Pinto's  force  entered  their  do- 
minions, and  the  commander  had 
dectareii  war  on  the  tribe.  The  British 
Consuls  did  their  best  to  persuade  the 
chiefs  not  lo  come  into  collision  with  the 
Portuguese,  but  to  fall  hack  and  leave 
it  fn  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
vindicate  the  Protectorate  declared  by 
them  over  the  country.  These  who  are 
responsible  for  the  collision  are  those 
who  invaded  the  territory  of  the  Malw- 
loio.  There  are  several  contentions  put 
forward  that  the  territory  in  dispute  is 
properly  Portuguese,  and  that  in  any 
case  urbit  ration  should  have  been  re- 
sorted to.  But  the  Portuguese  claims 
are  either  very  remote  or  very  recent. 
Nothing  is  more  certain  than  that  till 
after  Livingstone's  discoveries  called 
attention  to  the  opportunities  for  settle- 
ment in  the  region  Portugal  had  not  for 
centuries  made  any  attempt  to  exercise 
acta  of  sovereignty  or  of  protectorate 
over  it.  Its  discovery  and  settlement 
are  due  entirely  to  British  heroism 
and  enterprise.  I  think  we  may  clwm 
Mr.  Stanley  as  a  son  of  our  soil ;  and  I 
do  not  think  America  will  grudge  us  our 
share  in  his  glory.  There  are  some 
very  remarkable  proofs  that  Portugal 
has  no  claim  to  consider  the  territory  as 
her  own.  One  fact,  very  little  men- 
tioned, bub  not  without  its  significance, 
is  that,  when  in  1826  the  Constitation  rf 
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Portugal  was  altered  luid  the  territories 
of  His  Moat  Christian  Majesty  were  de- 
fined, the  lands  on  the  East  and  West 
Coast  of  Africa  were  clearly  named,  but 
no  mention  whatever  was  made  of  the 
interior  of  the  country.  Again,  in  the 
negotiations  for  the  Congo  Treaty  with 
Portugnl  her  representatives  were  willing 
to  fix  a  boundary  which  would  have  been 
clear  of  the  Shiii  highlands.  An  appeal  is 
made  to  the  Act  of  Berlin,  under  which 
arbitration  is  to  be  resorted  to  in 
uf  dispute  between  any  of  the  signa- 
tory Powers  HS  to  territory  wi  ' 
certain  limits  laid  down  in  the  13th 
article  of  the  Act  of  Berlin,  the  terri- 
tory comprised  within  the  Congo  or  Free 
Trade  area.  But  Portugal  had  expressly 
objected  to  the  territory  now  in  question 
being  included  in  the  Free  Trade  area, 
and  it  is  notorious  that  she  has  maintained 
a  Bysteni  of  transit  dues  there,  and 
latterly  has  im{Msed  the  fall  Mozambique 
tariff  on  all  goods  coming  from  the  lake 
District.  Up  to  1886,  Portugal  main- 
tained a  Custom  House  at  the  confluence 
of  the  Ruo  and  the  Shir^  which  is  a 
recognition  that  beyond  that  point  Portu- 
guese authority  did  not  extend.  On  no 
ground  of  treaty  or  possession  or  pre- 
scription can  the  region  be  justly  called 
Portuguese,  while  on  the  ground  of 
settlement,  of  protectorate,  and  of 
discovery.  Great  Britain  has  claims 
to  it.  With  regard  to  the  territory 
south  of  the  Zambesi,  there  can  b« 
no  question  of  ai'bitration  under 
the  Act  of  Berlin,  because  it  is 
ottt^de  the  area  defined  by  that  Act. 
Now  I  come  to  the  main  contention  of 
the  hon,  Member  for  Northanapton^that 
aa  to  dealing  with  this  dispute  by 
arbitration.  Ho  says  that  wherever  it 
is  [MMsible  arbitration  shonld  be  accepted, 
and  he  adds  that  he  thinks  it  ought  to  in 
this  case.  Lord  Salisbury  has  already 
pointed  out  this  was  hardly  a  case  for 
arlntration,  because  one  of  the  parties 
faoB  already  taken  the  law  into  its  own 
hands.  1  venture  to  think  that  arbitra- 
tion is  not  a  universal  panacea,  although 
it  is  a  very  good  expedient  in  certain 
cnses,  as,  for  instance,  when  a  difference 
wises  ns  to  the  details  of  a  Treaty.  We 
sometimes  find  gentlemen  going  about 
pnising  a  particular  remedy  for  infln- 
(ixaa^vs  if  it  must  suit  every  case  because 
itsoited  theirown.  Arbitration  cannot  be 
every  national  difficulty,  and 


I  submit  to  the  House  tliat  it  would  not 
be  com^istent  with  the  traditions  of  our 
eonntry  or  with  our  national  honour  if 
we  referred  to  arbitration  a  case  where  a 
Power,  la:^  or  small,  has  sent  an  armed 
force  into  regions  in  which  it  has  been 
solemnly  warned  we  could  not  be  indiffer- 
ent to  the  interests  of  our  fellow-subjecte. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Ijeeds  says  he 
would  like  to  have  heard  something 
more  in  the  Speech  with  reference  to 
the  Newfoundland  Fisheries.  I  may  at 
once  say  that  we  are  conducting  negotia- 
tions with  the  French  Government  with 
good  hopes  of  success  :  and  in  the  mean- 
time we  have  good  reason  to  believe  that 
a  temporary  arrangement  will  be  entered 
into  under  wliich  there  wD!  be  no  risk 
of  friction  or  dispute.  We  have  had  in 
times  past  reason  to  he  sensible  of  the 
conciliatory  spirit  of  the  Governments 
interested  in  this  question,  and  I  hope 
that  the  question  will  soon  be  settled  on 
an  honourable  and  permanent  basis.  I 
have  no  objection  to  say,  as  regards  tho 
Behrings  Sea  question,  Her  Majesty's 
Ciovemment  are. conducting  negotiations 
with  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  and  there  is  a  friendly  spirit  on 
both  sides,  which  I  hope  will  result  in  a 
settlement.  With  regard  to  the  Extra- 
dition Treaty,  it  is  manifest  that  Papers 
cannot  be  laid  on  the  Table,  and  that  a 
statement  cannot  be  made  nntil  the 
Treaty  has  been  ratified  by  the  United 
States  Senate.  My  hon.  Friend  sug 
gested  that  all  the  credit  for  this  Treaty 
did  not  belong  to  the  present  Govern- 
ment. We  have  no  objection  to  share 
with  tho  Government  which  held  office 
when  the  negotiations  were  entered  into 
the  credit  and  satisfaction  which  is  felt 
at  the  satisfactory  settlement  come  to, 
but  I  think  we  may  congratulate  our- 
selves on  liaving  brought  tho  matter  to 
delusion.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bye 
complained  that  there  is  no  mention 
of  Armenia  in  the  Queen's  Speech,  and 
that  wo  have  not  presented  Papers  on 
the  subject.  There  is  a  Bine  Book  in 
course  of  preparation  on  the  subject  of 
Asiatic  reforms  which  will  give  all 
information  ia  the  possession  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  as  to  the  slate  of 
things  in  Armenia  and  the  occurrences  at 
the  trial  of  Moussa  Bey.  I  have  laid  the 
Papers  on  the  Table,  and  they  will  be  dis- 
tributed in  about  a  week.  With  reference 
to  oar  obligations  in  Armenia  the  hon. 
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Member  has  fallen  inix>  an  error,  which 
1  think  will  be  recognised  by  many  hon. 
Gentleman  on  that  side  of  the  House,  in 
regard  to  our  having  8p3cial  duties  and 
rea|>onsibilities   in   that   country.     It  is 
true  that  by  the  Cyprus   Convention   of 
1878  Her  Majesty^s  Gk)vemment  under- 
took to  protect  the  Sultan's  dominions  in 
Asia   Minor,   bufc   the   Porte    and    Her 
Majesty's   Government  were  to  concert 
measures  with  Foreign  Governments  for 
the   refoi:m  of  the  internal  government 
of    the    Turkish    Empire.     It    is    well 
known   tliat    the    Government    of    the 
Sultan   has  been  indisposed  to  carry  out 
that   part  of  the  Convention,  and,  con- 
sequently,   that  provision  of  the  instru- 
ment  has   never  been  fulfilled.     It  has 
been   recognised  by   all  our    Ministers 
since  that  we  have  no  special  responsibility 
or   right  of  interference  with  respect  to 
Armenia  or  any  other  Turkish  province. 
Nevertheless,        from       our        ancient 
alliance    with   Turkey,    and   our  desire, 
both    for  its   own  sake  and  on  behalf  of 
its  populations,  that  the  Government   of 
the   Empire  should  be  good  and  success- 
ful,  and   that   no  part  of  the  population 
should   be   discontented.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have,  from  time  to  time,  en- 
deavoured  to   procure    the    removal   of 
abuses  and  the  institution  of  reforms.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian   yesterday  paid  a  fitting  tribute 
to   the    character   and   capacity   of  Her 
Majesty's  Ambassador  at  Constantinople. 
It  is  not  for  me  to  compliment  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman   on   anything   he  said, 
but  I  am  glad,  in  the  interests  of  a  great 
and   useful   public   servant,  that  such  a 
tribute    has  been  paid  to  Sir  W.  White 
by  a   statesman  of  the  authority  of  the 
right   hon.    Gentleman.     This    I  know, 
that   no  endeavour  has  been  wanting  on 
the    part   of  our  Ambassador  to  remove 
from     the     Turkish     Government    the 
reproach   of  indifference  to  the  interests 
of  its  subjects  in  Asia  Minor.     It  should, 
however,    be   remembered  in  the  case  of 
another  Power  that  there  is  such  a  thing 
as  pushing  remonstrance  to  the  verge  of 
impertinence  and  of  offending  its  dignity, 
and  I  cannot  imagine  anything  less  likely 
to  produce  a  beneficial  effect  than  strong 
language    and   drastic    measures   as   to 
matters  with  which  we  have  no  concern. 
In  regard  to  the  trial  of  Moussa  Boy,  our 
Ambassador  did   exert   himself  in  the 
manner  best  calculated  to  be  effectual, 
Sir  James  Fergusson 


although,   of  course,   not   iu  a  directly 
official   manner,   using  all  his  influence 
in  order  to  insure  that  Moussa  Bey,  who 
was  accused  of  great  outrages  and  cruel- 
ties to  the  Christian  population  in   Asia 
Minor,   should   be  again  brought  to  trial 
and  judged   according  to    his  offences. 
There   were  incidents  at  the  trial  which 
were  not  satisfactory  to  our  Ambassador. 
The   Sultan  and  his  Ministers  are  aware 
of  that,  and  I  am  not  without  hope  that 
this  man  will  still  be  tried  on  some  of 
the   charges   which   have  been  brought 
against   him,   and   that    the   country  in 
which   he   has  exercised  such  terrorism 
will  in  future  be  freed  from  his  presence. 
But  it  must  not  be  forgotten  that  we  are 
dealing  with  the  Sovereign  and  Ministers 
of  a  Great  Power,  who  have   the  same 
pride  as  we  ourselves  have.     The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Poplar  lias  directed  our 
attention  to  the  Brussels  Conference  on 
the  Slave  Trade,  with  the  miseries  of 
which  we  are  all  acquainted.     I  think 
that    Her    Majesty's   Government    has 
shown  their   zeal  and  sincerity   in   the 
matter  by  readily  joining  the  Conference, 
and    they     have    done     a   great     deal 
lately  to  put  down  the  seaboard  Slave 
Trade,  and  I  hope  we  have  terminated  it 
at    Zanzibar.       Unfortunately    a    large 
region  still  remains  with  which  we  still 
have  to  solve  the  problem  how  to  stop 
the  progress  of  these  miserable  caravans 
over  the  Dark  Continent,  I  hope  that  the 
European   Powers  in  Africa  by  united 
action  will  be   able  to  check  this  most 
wretched  of    all    traffic.     It   would    be 
impossible  for  me   to   satisfy   the   hon. 
Member  as  to  any  of  the  details  of   the 
present  Conference.     Measures  are  pro- 
posed by  one  Power;  they  are  met  by 
objections  from  others.     I  believe,  how- 
ever, that  by  a  reasonable  adjustment  of 
objections  there  is  a  prospect  of  the  Con- 
ference resulting  in  solid  reform,  and  in 
the  setting  up  of  measures  which  will 
do  much  to  check  and  extinguish  that 
horrible    traffic    which    has  been    well 
described  as  the  running  sore  of  Africa ; 
but  it  is  impossible   for  Her   Majesty's 
Government  to  give  any  pledge  to  hon. 
Members  that  they  will  bring  pressure 
to  bear  on  the  Conference  to  adopt  either 
one  or  other  of  the  expedients  which  hare 
commended  themselves  to  humane  men 
as  being  the  bounden  duty   of  civiUsed 
nations    to     adopt.       The    right    hoQ. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
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poiniiedly  asked  me  yesterday  whether 
the  Government  have  any  intelligence 
with  reference  to  some  recent  painful  oc- 
•currences  said  to  have  taken  place  in 
Siberia.  We  have  had  no  such  information 
as  would  enable  us  from  official  informa- 
tion to  confirm  those  reports.  As  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  recognised  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  do  wrong  to  concern 
themselves  with  the  internal  afEairs  of  a 
foreign  country,  as  we  have  no  possible 
right  of  interference.  That  there  were 
some  painful  occurrences  happened 
among  a  party  of  convicts  on  their  way 
to  a  distant  part  of  Siberia  there 
appears,  however,  to  be  no  doubt.  Our 
interest  in  such  a  matter  must  be  senti- 
mental ;  but  as  it  has  been  referred  to, 
I  will  only  remark  that  according  to  the 
statements  which  have  been  published, 
and  which  first  came  from  some  of  the 
convicts  or  their  friends,  it  seems  that 
the  convicts  possessed  themselves  of 
Hrms,  and  that  those  arms  were  in  some 
way  used  in  the  conflict.  It  cannot  be 
doubted  that  with  regard  to  events  in 
the  interior  of  a  remote  country  there 
must  be  often  great  difficulty  in  obtain- 
ing important  information,  and  I  am  not 
in  a  position,  and  if  I  were  in  a  position  I 
should  not  venture  to  express  any  opinion 
as  to  the  nature  and  merits  of  the  conflict. 
I  have  only  one  other  subject  to  deal  with 
before  closing.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  referred 
to  affetirs  in  Crete,  and  it  would  be  only 
respectful  to  him  to  give  some  reply  to 
his  observations  on  that  subject.  It  is 
greatly  to  be  regretted  that  the  disfcurb- 
ances  should  have  occurred  ih  the  Island, 
to  which  a  most  liberal  constitution  has 
been  granted.  It  is  true,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  surmised,  and  as  has 
been  stated  elsewhere,  that  the  recent 
disturbances  in  that  Island  had  their 
origin  in  Party  disputes.  Free  as  the 
Constitution  of  the  Island  is,  it  has 
elements  in  it  which  are  not  without 
danger,  and  among  these  the  absolute 
power  possessed  by  the  majority  cannot 
be  without  danger.  The  complaint  made 
by  the  Christian  minority  was  that 
the  other  section,  having  a  large 
majority,  and  having  in  its  hands  the 
appointment  of  Judges  and  Magistrates, 
the  minority  were  left  without  remedy 
or  justice,  all  posts  were  given  to  the 
dominant  party,  from  the  highest  to 
the  lowest,    and  that  the    decisions   of 


the  Courts  of  Law  were  entirely  swayed 
by  political  considerations.  In  the  con- 
flict which  broke  out  bet  ween  the  Christians 
and  the  Mahomedans  there  is  no  doubt 
that  the  religious  element  came  intp 
play  ;  but  I  am  bound  to  say  that,  accord- 
ing to  the  testimony  of  our  officers, 
Chakir  Pasha,  the  High  Officer  sent  by 
the  Sultan  to  restore  order  in  that  Island, 
endeavoured  to  do  so  with  the  greatest 
possible  regard  to  justice  and  the  most 
impartial  treatment  of  ofiEenders,  to  what- 
ever side  they  belonged.  Chakir  Pasha 
encouraged  the  British  Consul  and  the  com- 
mander of  one  of  Her  Majesty's  ships  to 
visit  every  part  of  the  Island,  and  bring 
to  his  knowledge  any  cases  of  oppression 
that  came  under  their  notice  ;  and  it  is 
acknowledged  by  our  officers  that  if  any 
misdeeds  were  not  punished  it  was 
because  they  were  not  brought  to  the 
notice  of  Chakir  Pasha.  The  Island  has 
been  largely  restored  to  a  state  of  peace 
and  order.  Murders  and  outrages,  it  is 
true,  take  place  in  some  parts,  and  there 
are  cases  of  brigandage  to  a  small  extent, 
and  it  cannot  be  a  matter  of  indifference 
that  great  numbers  of  persons  have  taken 
refuge  in  Greece,  and  are  afraid  to  return 
to  the  Island.  I  hope  that,  by  just  ad- 
ministration and  judicious  modification 
of  the  recent  firman,  the  fear  of  injury 
to  any  innocent  person  may  be  removed, 
and  that  the  amnesty  may  be  as  far  ex- 
tended as  possible.  I  hope,  too,  that 
the  Island  may  not  again  be  visited  by 
those  destructive  occurrences  which  in 
times  past  have  occasioned  painful  scenes, 
and  that  the  free  constitution  which  it 
undoubtedly  enjoys  may  result  in  its 
prosperity  and  peace.  I  have  to  thank 
the  House  for  the  tone  in  which  this 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Speech  has  been 
treated.  I  am  glad  to  think  that  hon. 
Members  have  not  seen  occasion  either 
to  censure  or  to  cavil  at  in  any  serious 
manner  the  conduct  of  foreign  afEairs  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  We  have,  I 
trust,  the  signs  and  the  prospect  of  a 
year  of  peace.  The  recent  prosperity  of 
trade  has  not  been  checked  or  endan- 
gered by  rumours  of  war,  and  may  I  say 
I  think  it  is  one  of  the  best  signs  of 
patriotism  in  this  House  that  so  ieyr 
things  have  been  said  in  it  which  would 
endimger  the  peace  of  Europe,  or  which 
would  diminish  the  ^endship  whicli 
happily  exists  between  us  and  all  iike 
nations  of  Europe. 
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•Mb.  CREMEE  (H^eraton) :  I  very 
mucli  regret  that,  this  debate  should 
have  been  forced  upon  the  House  before 
hoB.  Members  have  had  the  opporttmit^ 
of  well  digesting  the  Paperp  relative 
to  this  important  subject.  It  is  only 
a  few  hours  since  those  Papers  were 
issued,  and,  consequeatly,  it  is  impossible 
that  I  or  any  other  Member  of  this 
House  could  have  made  himself  even 
Eairly  well  acquainted  with  their  con- 
tents. It  may  be,  however,  that  when 
those  Papers  have  been  read  and  digested 
the  desire  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  will  be  so  far 
gratified  that  we  on  this  side  may  form 
somewhat  different  couclueions  from  those 
at  which  we  may  have  arrived  by  reading 
the  reports  that  have  reached  ns  through 
the  Press,  by  means  of  correspondence 
from  abroad,  and  through  the  medium 
of  other  unofficial  sources  of  information. 
Up  to  the  present  moment  I  feel  bound 
to  Hiy  that  I,  for  one,  do  not  share  the 
views  that  have  been  expressed  with 
regard  to  the  course  pursued  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  Admitting  to  the 
full  the  difficulties  which  the  Govem- 
ment  have  had  to  contend  with — and  no 
one  is  more  inclined  than  I  am  to  look 
with  a  favourable  eye  on  their  conduct^ 
I  have  little  sympathy  with  the  courae 
which  they  have  pursued  in  Africa,  Nor 
have  I  much  sympathy  with  the  Por- 
tuguese, who,  liaving  been  in  [Missession 
of  an  enormous  tract  of  country  for 
many  years,  have  neither  benefited  the 
natives  or  advanced  in  any  appreciable 
degree  the  blessings  of  civilisation, 
pursuing,  in  fact,  a  dog- in-tho- manger 
policy.  As  I  have  said,  it  is  difficult  to 
approach  the  consideration  of  this  ques- 
tion without  having  well  mastered  the 
contents  of  the  Blue  Book — an  ad- 
vantage possessed  by  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for    Foreign  AiWrs — who 

has  addressed  himself  in  a  fair  and 
amicable  spirit  to  the  question  under 
discussion,  seeing  that  he  has  been  for 
months  quite  au  fait  with  everything 
said  and  written  on  the  subject.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Salford  haa  delivered 
a  speech,  in  the  conelnsious  of  which, 
I  think,  all  of  ua  must  have  concurred. 
He  began  by  saying  that  he  hoped 
that  every  Member  of  the  House  would 

be  sparing  in  the  use  of  adjectives 
which  would  be  calculated  to  offend  the 


eptibilitiea  of  the  gallant  Portuguese! 
and  his  whole  speech  justified  UB  in 
concluding  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
perfectly  sincere  in  the  opinion  he  was 
expressing.  I  could  not  help  thinking 
that  if  the  hon.  Member  had  been 
Foreign  Secretory,  or  could  have  breathed 
his  spirit  into  Lord  Salisbury,  the 
ascerbity  of  feeling  and  harsh  language 
that  has  been  employed  1^  his  Lordship 
in  his  despatches  would  have  been  spared 
us,  and  that  wo  should  also  have  been 
spared  the  soreness  which  exists  in  Por- 
tugal, and  the  discredit  which  attaches  to 
this  country  throughout  the  whole  Con- 
tinent of  Europe.  ["  No,  no  !  "]  I  hear 
an  hon.  Member  say  "  No  ; "  I  shall  bo 
very  glad  if  any  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment will  undertake  to  disprove  this.  1 
shall  be  glad  to  learn  that  anywhere 
in  any  part  of  Europe  any  one  country 
can  l>e  referred  to  where  anything  has 
been  said  or  written — which  can  be 
regarded  as  coming  from  a  serious  source 
^in  favour  of  the  course  which  this 
country  has  pursued.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Sa.ford  said  that  our  conduct  towards 
Portugal  has  lost  us  the  sympathy  of 
the  lesser  Powers  ;  but  I  go  further,  and 
assert  that,  judging  from  the  general 
tone  of  the  Continental  Press,  and  from 
corresjiondence  which  I  have  received 
from  foreign  organisations  and  pubtio 
men  who  have  for  years  given  practical 
proofs  of  their  deep  sympathy  with, 
and  adnuration  for,  this  country,  1 
am  warranted  in  concluding  that  we 
have  not  only  alienated  from  ourselves 
the  sympathy  of  the  lesser,  but  also 
of  the  greater  Powers  of  Europe.  A» 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  is  not  to  be 
pressed  to  a  Division,  all  we  can  can  do 
is  to  lift  up  our  voices  in  hopes  that 
the  Government  will  reconsider  their 
course.  I  greatly  regret  the  lampoons 
which  have  appeared  in  our  so-called 
comic  papers,  and  also  the  exaggerated 
sensational  writings  in  the  vewspapen. 
We  have  witnessed  the  evi!  of  this 
with  regard  to  the  Sister  Isle,  I 
liave  often  been  ]xunedby  the  scandaloaa 
cartoons  in  some  of  our  papcrsin  reference 
U>  Ireland  ;  and  it  is  a  regrettable  thing 
that  our  newspapers,  in  their  desire  for 
sensational  matter,  often  magnify  news 
of  an  infinitesimally  smallcharacterintoa 
matter    of    the     utmost    importance — a 
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cxiuraG  which  frequently  leads  to  atrifeand 
bloodshed.  I  remember  a  few  years  ago 
seeing  in  Paris  a  lar^  gathering  of  meu 
in  the  Place  d'  I'Optira,  the  majority  of 
whom  were  simply  looking  on  wonder- 
ing, like  myself,  what  waa  the  matter. 
A  body  of  police  was  also  present,  and 
I  waa  told  by  some  onlookers  there  waa 
A  demonstration  of  Anarchists.  I  asked 
where,  but  no  one  could 
question.  Nothing  took  place  beyond 
what  I  describe,  and  yet,  two  daja  ^tei 
wards,  1  read  in  the  English  newHpapers 
that  terrible  riots  had  taken  place  in 
Paris  on  the  occasion,  and  that  shops  had 
been  broken  into  and  sacked.  This  shows 
the  way  ia  which  Continental  events  are 
magnified  in  the  English  Press.  Well,  I 
heartily  endorse  the  expression  of  regret 
given  utterance  to  by  the  lion.  Member 
for  Salford  at  the  language  which  the 
Press  has  employed  upon  the  difficul- 
ties between  ourselves  and  Portugal. 
The  hon.  Member  went  on  to  say  that 
ho  should  he  glad  if  even  at  the  eleventli 
hour  the  Government  conld  see  their 
way  clear  to  meeting  the  sentimental 
aspirations  of  the  Portuguese.  The  hon. 
Member  is  an  authority  upon  this  matter. 
He  was  born  ia  Portugal,  and  baa  lived 
there  a  great  part  of  his  life,  and  upon 
this  question  his  opinion  is  entitled  to 
aerioDB  consideration,  Reading  between 
the  lines  of  the  hon.  Member's  speech,  I 
feel  sure  that  he,  like  many  other  hon. 
Iliembers  amongst  whom  be  sita,  would 
be  glad  if  the  Government  could  see  their 
way  to  modify  the  feeling  which  has 
arisen  in  Portugal  in  consequence  of  the 
language  used  by  Lord  Saliabury  in  some 
of  his  despatches.  I  think  the  Go- 
vernment could  do  that  and  relieve  itself 
from  this  difficulty  by  referring  the 
matter  in  dispute  either  to  a  friendly 
Power  or  to  a  body  of  arbitrators.  It 
would  then  rid  itself  of  the  obloquy  which 
it  hs8  incurred,  ^and  shift  the  responsi- 
l»Iily  for  the  solution  of  the  problem 
from  ita  own  to  other  shoulders.  This 
dispute  appears  to  have  arisen  from  two 
great  causes.  Those  who  have  watched 
the  course  of  events  have  seen  from 
what  has  taken  place,  and  what  seems 
likely  to  take  place  for  some  time,  that 
in  Africa  there  is  a  nice  for  comniercial 
BOpremacy.  England,  France,  Germany, 
Belgium,  Portugal,  and  other  European 
Powers,    are    trying   to   get  hold  of  as 
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much  of  the  Continent  of  Africa  as  they 
cnn,  each  hoping  to  secure  new  markets 
for  their  manufactures.  That,  undoubt- 
edly, is  one  source  of  strife,  but  1  am  not 
clear  that  even  if  we  succeeded  in  getting 
hold  of  the  whole  of  that  Continent 
that  the  game  would  be  worth  the 
fiandle,  and  that  we  should  not  find  we 
had  possessed  ourselves  of  another  white 
elephant  such  as  we  have  in  the  case 
of  India.  Then,  we  have  another  element 
of  strife,  namely,  the  missionaries,  who 
have  been  referred  to  in  friendly  terms 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton.  I 
have  no  doubt  but  that,  in  the  main,  their 
objects  are  praiseworthy ;  but  we  know 
that  they  sometimes  do  a  little  trading 
on  their  own  account,  and  here  we  have 
another  element  of  strife.  But  is  it  pos- 
sible, under  the  circumstances,  to  employ 
mediation  to  settle  the  disputes  which 
have  arisen?  1  frankly  admit  that  there 
is  a  great  deal  of  difficulty  surrounding  it, 
inasmuch  as  most  ot  the  great  Eurojiean 
Powers  are  engaged  in  this  struggle, 
and  it  would,  Qierefore,  be  difficult  to 
find  an  impartial  mediator.  But  ad- 
mitting that  difficulty,  is  it  not  possible 
that  the  differences  in  dispute  conld  be 
settled  in  some  other  way.  I  agree  witb 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  that 
if  ever  there  was  a  case  in  which  arbi* 
tration  should  be  employed  it  is  the 
present  dispute  with  Portugal.  Nations, 
like  individuals,  are  bad  judges  of  their 
own  quarrels.  In  this  instance,  1  be- 
lieve justice  to  he  on  the  side  of  this 
country  ;  but  that,  to  my  mind,  is  an 
additional  reson  why  we  should  be  mag- 
nanimous and  offer  to  refer  this  dispute 
to  arbitration.  If,  as  Lord  Salisbury  said, 
Portugal  has  put  herself  out  of  court, 
by  making  war  while  negotiations  were 
going  on,  the  fact  would  tell  against  her 
before  any  body  of  arbitrators.  There 
must  he  other  reasons  why  Lord  iSalis- 
bury  declined  arbitration.  I  asked 
yesterday  why  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment declined  to  accept  arbitration,  and 
iihe  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
replying  to  me  in  a  somewhat  super- 
cilious manner,  said  the  Government 
would  not  accept  arbitration,  and  a  lusty 
cheer  went  np  from  the  Benches  op- 
posite, hon.  Members  in  that  quarter  of 
the  House  being  evidently  glad  to  hear 
that  this  equitable  principle  was  not  to 
be  applied  to  the  settlement  of  the  ques- 
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tion.     The    right   hon.   Gentleman    the 
Under     Secretary     said     to-night     that 
arbitration  was  not  to  be  prescribed  in 
all  cases,  anj  more  than  one  medicine 
could  be  applied  in  all  cases  to  the  cure 
of  influenza  or  any  other  disease,     {t  is 
easy  for  the  Under  Secretary  to  sneer  at 
arbitration  as  a   universal  panacea,  but 
what  is  the  cure  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  invariably  prescribe  for  diffi- 
culties of  this  kind  ?      Why,  they  have 
only  one  remedy  which  they  have  been 
prescribing   for  generation*}   past  —  not 
arbitration,  but  force.     They  never  at- 
tempt  any   other,   and   when  they   are 
invited  to  apply  a  more  humane,  econo- 
mical, and  God-like  remedy  they  ridicule 
us  and  say,  "  You  are  always  proposing 
one  remedy."     Let  me  just  remind  them 
that  their  universal  panacea  which  has 
80     disastrously    failed    all    along    the 
line  has  cost  this  country,  since   1688, 
nearly  7,000,000,000  of  money.     I  fully 
admit  the  difficulty  of  finding  an  impartial 
mediator,  and   there   will   always   be  a 
difficulty  in  improvising  a  peaceful  tri- 
bunal after  a  dispute  has  arisen,  but  if 
the  Government  has  any  desire  to  refer 
the  dispute  to  arbitration,  the  difficulty 
is    not    insurmountable,    and    I    would 
'S^^g^st   that  such   a    tribunal   can    be 
founded   on   the   lines   of  the  Supreme 
Court    at   Washington.     Whatever    ob- 
jection may  be  taken  here  or  elsewhere 
on  the  score  of  corruption  in  the  United 
States,  and  the  principle  of  electing  Magis- 
trates, it  is  an  extraordinary  thing  that 
you  cannot  find  a  man  from  one  end  of 
the  continent  of  America  to  the  other  who 
has  one  word  to  say  in  disparagement  of 
the  Supreme  Court  at  Washington.     Is 
it,  I  ask,  impossible  for  the  statesmen  of 
Europe  to-day  to  imitate  the  example  set 
at  Washington  ?     Could  we   not   have  a 
tribunal  of    that  kind   by  inviting  two 
or  three  of  the  Governments  of  Europe 
to     constitute    it    out    of   the    Judges 
of  their  Supreme  Courts  ?    They  are  men 
likely  to  be  free  from  party  prejudices 
and  religious  bigotry,  or  any  other  kind 
of  bias,  and  who  could  be  trusted  to  de- 
liver a  righteous  verdict.     I  would,  even 
at  the  eleventh  hour,  ask  the  Government 
to  be  magnanimous  enough  to  admit  that 
there  are  two  sides  to  this  question  ;  and 
that,  as  Portugal  thinks  there  is  something 
to  be  said  on  her  behalf,  this  country  will 
be  willingto  submit  the  question  in  dispute 
Mr.  Cremer 


to  arbitration.'  In  doing  that/Her Majesty's 
Government  will  earn  not  only  the  grati- 
tude of  this  country,  but  the  admiration 
of  the  whole  world.     And  now  I  want  to 
refer  to  the  speech  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Islington,  in  reference 
to  an  agitation  which  he  says  has  been 
stfrring  up  strife  during  the  Recess  and 
doing  much  mischief.     I  think  he  pointed 
to  the  small  wing  of  the  Radical  Party, 
to  which  I  have  the  honour  to  belong, 
as  being    the    chief    sinners — the    vile 
agitators  who  have  done  so  much  harm. 
The   hon.  Member  suggested  that  they 
should   do  something  by  way  of  social 
reform.     It  is  extraordinary  that  we  all 
seem  to  be  catching  the  spirit  of  social 
reform.     Agitators  may  be,  and  no  doubt 
are,  very  dangerous  people ;  but  somehow 
the  Government,  or  the  supporters  of  the 
Government,  have   caught  the  spirit  of 
the  agitators,  and  are  now  pressing  the 
very  points  they  formerly  denounced  the 
agitators  for.    The    hon.     Member     ap- 
proves of  the  principle  of  profit  sharing. 
We  must  be   getting  on  when  an  hon. 
Member   of   the   House  who  sits  upon 
the  opposite  Benches  denounce  some  of 
us  as  violent  agitators  and  then  finishes 
his      speech      by     recommending    the 
Government  of  Great  Britain  to  intro- 
duce into  all   the  Government  Depart- 
ments the    principle   of   profit   sharing. 
That  is  very  much  akin    to  Socialism, 
and  if  it  exists  on  the  Benches  opposite 
what  can  be  expected  from  the  BAdicals 
on  this  side  of  the   House  ?     I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  must  have  been  delivered  more 
from  a  party  standpoint  than  from  any 
other  cause.      Last  year  when  I  iaried 
to  put  an  end  to  what  I  have  termed 
sweating  in  Government  offices,  the  hon. 
Member  for   North   Islington   not  only 
voted  against  roe  but  spoke  against  me. 
His    conversion,    therefore,  must    have 
been   exceedingly  rapid.      But  whether 
it  is  rapid  or  otherwise,  I  congratulate 
the  hon.  Member  and  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite   upon   the   expressions  of 
sympatiiy  they  have  uttered  in  regard  to 
the  condition  of  the  toiling  masses  of  our 
country.      I   have    not   much   faith    in 
sudden     conversions,     but     time     will 
show  whether    they    are    sincere    and 
likely   to   be    lasting.      In  conclusion,  I 
hope    the    Government    will    carefully 
weigh  what  I  have  said  in  regard  to  the 
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d  input e  with  Portugal,  and  that  they  may 
be  able  to  see  their  way  clear  to  act  in  a 
magnanimous  spirit  towards  that  little 
Power — ^in  the  same  spirit,  for  instance, 
in  which  they  would  have  acted  towards 
France,  the  United  States  of 'America,  or 
Germany.  I  put  it  to  the  House  whether, 
if  the  question  in  dispute  had  been 
between  either  of  those  countries  or  any 
other  strong  Power,  the  Government 
would  not  have  listened  to  a  proposal  to 
have  referred  it  to  arbitration. 

♦Mr.  BROADHURST(Nottingham,  W.): 
I  am  exceedingly  sorry  that  not  one  of  the 
16  or  17  Cabinet  Ministers  has  found  it 
convenient  to  be  present  during  the 
important  speech  just  delivered  by  my 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Cremer).  Wliatever 
may  be  thought  about  his  views  on 
the  question  of  peace  and  interna- 
tional arbitration,  undoubtedly  they  are 
shared  by  an  enormous  mass  of 
people  throughout  the  country,  and 
are  therefore  deserving  of  more  respect 
than  they  received  at  the  hands  of  the 
Government.  Now  the  only  remark  I 
have  to  offer  with  regard  to  foreign 
afFairs  is  that,  in  discussing  the  afPairs  of 
our  African  and  other  possessions  to 
which  missionaries  have  gone  with  the 
highest  and  noblest  intentions,  we  should 
be  careful  if  one  or  other  missionary  has 
committed  mistakes,  not  to  condemn  that 
whole  band  of  noble  men  on  that  account. 
The  work  of  Dr.  Livingstone,  for  instance, 
is  a  work  unexampled  in  the  history  of 
the  world,  and  I  only  refer  to  the  subject 
in  order  that  we  may  avoid  as  far  as  we 
can  any  general  condemnation  of  such 
worthy  and  valuable  citizens  of  our 
country,  and  one  of  the  most  remarkable 
examples  of  good  work  of  these  men  is 
in  the  case  of  the  Fiji  Islands,  a  work  of 
which  all  civilized  people  must  be 
proud.  I  desire  now  to  express  the 
Measure  with  which  I  heard  the  an- 
nouncement in  the  Speech  that  the 
Government  intend  to  apply  themselves 
thoroughly  to  the  solution  of  the  difficulty 
connected  with  the  employers'  liability 
for  injuries  to  workmen.  I  can  promise 
Her  Majesty's  Government  that  if  their 
measure  turns  out  to  have  been  conceived 
in  a  large  and  liberal  spirit,  and  is  framed 
apon  bold  and  just  lines,  no  Member  of 


the  House  will  give  them  more  hearty 
support  in  passing  the  measure  into  law 
than  myself.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Peckham  (Mr.  Baumann)  complained  of 
the  absence  in  Her  Majesty's  Gracious 
Speech  of  any  reference  to  factory 
inspection.  We  are  fully  aware  that 
the  Report  of  the  Sweating  Commission 
has  not  yet  been  presented,  but  that  is 
no  reason  why  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment should  not  have  sufficiently  made 
up  their  minds  as  to  announce  in  the 
Speech  that  they  are  prepared  to  propose 
legislation  on  the  subject  during  the 
present  Session.  No  matter  what  •  the 
Report  of  the  Commission  may  be, 
all  the  world  knows  from  the  evidence 
given  before  it,  and  from  other  evidence, 
that  there  is  a  dire  necessity  for  an 
increase  in  the  number  of  Factory  and 
Workshop  Inspectors,  as  well  as  for  an 
increase  in  the  power  of  such  Inspectors. 
As  regards  many  of  the  Metropolitan 
industries,  I  doubt  very  much  whether 
much  light  has  been  thrown  upon  the 
subject  in  addition  to  that  given  from 
year  to  year  by  at  least  one  of  Her 
Majesty's  Factory  Inspectors,  Mr.  Lake- 
man.  I  hope  that  before  the  general 
discussion  closes  we  may  have  some 
assurance  from  the  Government  that  if 
they  are  not  prepared  to  legislate  them- 
selves they  will  give  such  assistance  to 
any  measure  brought  in  by  a  private 
Member  as  will  deal  efEectually  with  the 
great  and  crying  evil  of  sweating.  I 
should  not  have  addressed  the  House 
further  had  it  not  been  for  the  extraor- 
dinary speech  delivered  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Islington.  The  hon. 
Member  commenced  a  great  attack  upon 
what  he  called  the  agitator  of  the 
Metropolis,  who  created  hopes  in  the 
minds  of  a  great  number  of  people, 
hopes  which  had  no  chance  whatever  of 
being  realised,  and  then  he  himself  took 
up  the  position  of  agitator  and  proposed 
a  scheme  which,  if  he  has  the  intelli- 
gence which  ordinary  persons  possess,  he 
must  know  is  utterly  impossible  of 
realisation .  The  hon .  Member  denounced 
all  men  who  endeavour  to  better  the 
position  of  the  labouring  people  ;  then 
he  proceeded  to  denounce  in  mild  terms 
Her  Majesty's  Government  because  they 
do  not  propose  a  large  scheme  for  division 
of  the  profit  made  in  the  Government 
yards.     One  could  not  help  imagining 
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that  the  hon.  Member  waa  entering  into 
a  competition  with  some  of  the  men  he 
had  just  been  denouncing.  He  seemed 
to  be  in  favour  of  everything  in  general, 
but  nothing  in  particular.  He  did  not 
tell  us  where  the  profits  are  made,  and  I 
am  unaware  of  any  part  of  Government 
work  which  makes  much  profit  except  the 
General  Post  Office .  The  mode  of  agitation 
adopted  by  the  hon.  Member  will  only 
create  hopes  which  can  never  be  fulfilled, 
cannot  be  too  strongly  condemned  by 
Members  of  this  House.  In  conclusion, 
let  me  say  I  trust  the  Government  will 
introduce  their  promised  Employers* 
Liability  Bill  at  such  a  period  of  the 
Session  as  to  allow  ample  time  for  its 
consideration,  and  again  I  promise  the 
Government  that  if  the  measure  is  con- 
ceived in  a  large  and  liberal  spirit,  I  and 
those  with  whom  I  act  will  most  heartily 
co-operate  with  them  in  passing  the 
measure  into  law  as  rapidly  as  may  seem 
expedient  and  just  to  those  concerned. 

♦Me.  salt  (Stafford)  :  I  quite  agree 
that  debates  upon  Her  Majesty's 
Gracious  Speech  are  not  very  desirable, 
and  especially  when  very  pro- 
longed. Therefore  I  shall  only 
say  a  few  words  upon  two  points  that  I 
desire  to  raise.  I  think  the  present 
Gracious  Speech  fiom  Her  Majesty  con- 
tains more  matter  of  public  interest  than 
any  Speech  from  the  Throne  that  I  ever 
remember  to  have  heard,  and  I  hope, 
therefore,  the  Government  will  be  care- 
ful so  to  arrange  the  various  measures 
and  matters  referred  to  that  they  may 
have  full  and  careful  consideration.  I 
wish  to  urge  on  the  Government  the 
desirability  of  one  Bill  they  specially  and 
prominently  mention  in  the  Speech  being 
passed  this  Session.  I  refer  to  the  Tithes 
Bill.  For  two  or  three  Sessions  we  have 
had  the  Tithes  Bill  before  the  House  in 
the  most  inconvenient  form.  Last 
Session  it  was  brought  before  the  House 
insuch  confusion  and  tangle  that  I  am 
hardly  exaggerating  when  I  say  the 
friends  of  the  Ministry  were  asked  in 
the  afternoon  to  vote  one  way  and  in  the 
evening  to  vote  another  way.  I  trust 
the  Government  will  make  up  their 
minds  what  the  Bill  is  that  they  ought  to 
propose  to  the  House,  and  resolutely  deter- 
mine to  abide  by  their  proposals.  I  do  not 
Mr.  Broadhurst 


speak  of  the  subject  from  an  ecclesiastical 
point  of  view.  This  is  a  great  business 
matter;  it  concerns  property  and  the 
managers  of  property  ;  it  concerns  what 
is  in  a  sense  a  tax  upon  the  people,  and 
a  tax  which  may  well  be  considered 
at  this  time  in  its  form  and  incidence. 
At  the  present  time  tithe  is  inconvenient 
to  those  who  pay  and  also  to  those 
who  receive.  Therefore  it  is  upon 
pure  business  grounds  that  this  matter 
should  be  resolutely  and  finally 
settled.  The  other  day  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  stated  that 
he  considered  that  the  tithe  rent  charge 
of  this  country  was  National  property.  I 
do  not  wish  to  go  into  the  question  at 
length  now,  but  I  am  bound  to  tell  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  that  is  a 
proposition  ^hich  is  absolutely  disputed. 
I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  those  who 
oppose  his  view  may  not  fall  in  with  a  pro- 
posal for  a  large  re-arrangement  of  tithe, 
but  I  hold  that  the  statement  that 
tithe  is  National  property  in  the 
ordinary  sense  of  the  term  is  a 
statement  which  cannot  be  justified, 
either  legally  or  historically. 

♦Mr.  0.  V.  MORGAN  (Battersea)  :  I 
listened  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Islington  (Mr.  Bartley)  with 
considerable  interest,  and  I  am  bound  to 
say  I  disagree  very  generally  with  him. 
But  as  my  hon.  Friends  the  Members  for 
Haggerston  (Mr.  Cremer)  and  Notting- 
ham (Mr.  Broadhurst)  have  replied  to 
the  parts  I  disagree  with,  I  only  desire 
to  say  a  word  as  to  the  point  on  which  I 
agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman.  Great 
changes  have  taken  place  recently  in  the 
labour  world,  and  we  find  that  laige 
numbers  of  men  are  dissatisfied  with 
^heir  condition.  The  working  people  see 
that,  although  there  is  a  large  increase  in 
the  wealth  of  the  country,  very  little  of 
it  reaches  their  hands.  I  do  not  hide 
h  om  myself  the  fact  that  these  men  are 
becoming  more  intelligent,  as  they  are 
better  educated.  I  do  not  think  things 
can  go  on  very  long  as  at  present,  and  I 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Islington  that  profit  sharing  is  the  best 
remedy  for  strikes.  I  think  we'  have 
now  commenced  profit  sharing,  but  there 
are  many  difficulties  in  the  way  of  its 
general   success.      Perhaps  one  of  the 
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greatest  difficulties  is  that,   for  one   or 
two  years  when  things  ara  prospeious, 
men  get  large  amounts  by  way  of  profits, 
and  then  a  depression  comes,   the   men 
get   nothing    by  way   of     profits,     and 
there     is     a    great    deal      of      heart- 
burning.    Still,   I  see  many  advantages 
in    profit    sharing,    and    I   do     believe 
that  at  the  present  time  too  much  of  the 
profit  made  does  go  to  the  capitaUst  and 
too  little   to  the   labourer.       The   hon. 
Member  for  North  Islington  has  recom- 
mended a  Committee  or  a  Commission  of 
inquiry  into  the  whole  question  of  capital 
and  labour,  but  I  do  not  think  that  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of   Commons 
is  the  best  means  of  conducting  such  an 
inquiry.     There  are  many  men  outside 
this   House   whom    it  would    be    most 
desirable  to  have  taking  part  in  such  a 
proceeding,  and  I  hope  that  at  least  half 
of  the  Commissioners  would  be  repre- 
sentatives of  labour  from  all  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom.     With  a  Commission 
80   composed,   I    believe   very   valuable 
information  could  be  collected,  and  I  can 
speak  as  one  who  has  taken  a  great  deal 
of  interest  in  the  subject,  and  not  with- 
out some  success,  for  the  last  25  years. 
But  from  a  Committee  exclusively  com- 
posed of  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons I  can  anticipate  nothing  but  failure 
in  the  object  we  seek  to  attain.      Not 
that  I  have  any  distrust  of  the  honour 
and  honesty  of  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  but  I  doubt  if  they  would 
have  qualifications  for  the  duty  entrusted 
to  them.     I  passed  a  good  many  hours 
in  the  Sweating  Committee,  and  I  could 
not  help  feeling  it  was  a  great  misfor- 
tune that  only  one  class  of  people  was 
represented  on  that  Committee,  and  I 
was  struck  with  the  want  of  knowledge 
some  noble  Lords  displayed.     However, 
we  shall  have  the  Report  in  a  few  days, 
with,  I  have    no  doubt,  much  valuable 
information.       For    my  part,   I    attach 
the  greatdst  possible  importance  to  bring- 
ing every  possible  kind  of  manu&cture 
under  the   jurisdiction   of  the    Factory 
Inspector.     It  is  among  the  smaller  em- 
ployers that  the  most  mischief  is  done. 
You  do  not  often  find  the  large  employers 
of  labour  using  the  sweating  syistem.   The 
hon.  Member  for  Haggerston,  with  whom 
I  generally  agree  on  questions  of  Inter- 
national arbitration,  was  rather  hard,  I 
thought,  upon  Missionarieck     Now,  I  have 


seen  these  men  in  most  parts  of  the  world, 
and  believe  that  on  the  whole  they  are 
an  exceedingly  good  body  of  men.     They 
suffer  many  hardships,  living,  as  they  do, 
remote  from  civilization,  or  in  society  from 
which  they  can    derive  little   pleasure, 
and  I  believe  that  nowhere  in  the  world 
is  such  good  work  done  by  Missionaries 
as  in  Africa.     In  old  and  settled  countries 
with  a  civilization  older  than  our  own, 
such  as  India  and  China,  their  efforts 
meet  with  little  success.     I   remember 
once  in  Foo-Chow  being  introduced  to  a 
Church  of  England  clergyman,  and  he 
admitted  that  in  that  town  of  a  million 
men  he  had  not  made  a  single  convert, 
and   this   he   largely  attributed   to  the 
wickedness    of    the    British    merchants 
there.     I  did  not  agree  with  my  reverend 
friend   on   that  point,  for   I   found  our 
merchants  there  as  good  as  they  are  any- 
where else,  and,  indeed,  perhaps  rather 
better.     He  went  on  to  say  that  if  I  went 
up  country  I  should  find  that  Missionaries 
had  had   considerable    success.     But   in 
Africa,  where  the  natives  have  no  kind 
of  religion  we  may  say,  or  only  of  a  most 
brutalising  kind,  there  is  a  good  field  for 
Missionary   work,  not   only  in  teaching 
Christianity,  but  in  setting  good  examples 
and  spreading  the  blessings  of  civilization 
and   education.      In   this    connection   1 
might  mention  the  names  of  Livingstone 
and  many  other  distinguished   men.     I 
hope  some  Member  of  the  Government 
will  tell  us  they  will  take  into  considera- 
tion the  question  of  appointing  a  Capital 
and     Labour     Commission.      Such     an 
appointment   might   lead  to  very  good 
results,  and  could  do  no  possible  harm,  I 
think. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  I  am 
sorry  I  cannot  agree  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stafford  in  the  opinion  that  dis- 
cussions upon  the  Queen's  Speech  should 
be  brief,  especially  when,  as  he  admits^ 
this  Speech  is  of  a  most  important  and 
interesting  character.  I  think  myself  it 
should  be  carefully  considered  by  para, 
graphs  ;  and  I  am  now  going  to  confine 
myself  to  the  paragraph  having  reference 
to  our  relations  with  Portugal.  And 
here  I  must  say  that  I  do  not  think 
ministers  are  justified  in  putting  into 
he      Queen's     mouth     a     totally     in- 
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correct  account  of  what  has  hajipL-ned  in 
Afrioa.  The  Portngueso  are  eaid  to 
have  withdrawn  at  the  request 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  ;  bnt 
if  the  eorreut  account  were  given  it 
would  run  somewhat  thus  ; — "  I  hod  h 
trifling'  difference  with  an  ancient  and  a 
faithful  ally  about  the  navigation  of  the 
Zambesi ;  and  T,  taking  advantage  of  a 
collision  between  some  armed  Portuguese 
and  some  half-drnnlcen  natives,  concen- 
trated a  strong  naval  force,  overawed  my 
ancient  ally,  and  Portugal  had  to 
give  in  to  my  claims."  Tliat  would 
be  a  truthful  a<;count  of  the  matter. 
The  supposed  insult  to  the  BritiBh 
flag  hae  Iwen  put  forward  in  an 
unfairly  prominent  way.  Of  course 
every  civilised  nation  pays  respect  to  the 
flag  of  another  nation  wlion  hoisted  in  a 
proper  and  legitimate  manner ;  it  is  a  I  believe  the 
point  of  international  propriety,  anil 
naturally  the  honour  of  a  nation  is 
touched  if  its  flng  is  improperly  hauled 
down  or  lightly  dealt  with.  But  the 
fact  in  this  case  ie  tliat  the  flag  was 
forced  upon  some  native  chief,  who 
thought  it  would  he  a  protection  and 
keep  away  the  Portngnese,  This  is 
to  be  gathered  from  Acting-Conanl 
Buchanan's  account.  The  man  waa  ao 
ignorant  that  the  flag  was  hoisted  in  the 
wrong  place  and  left  to  itself,  when  some 
wandering  Zulus,  probably  attached  to 
the  Portugneae  expedition,  came  across 
the  dsg  and  took  posBession  of  it. 
There  was  a  Portuguese  oflScial  order 
tliat  the  British  flag  was  to  be  treated 
with  every  re.spect,  as  no  doubt  it  was, 
and  it  is  far  from  the  truth  to  say  an 
insult  was  offered  to  the  flag.  It  is  a 
mere  pretext,  as  anyone  who  reads  the 
correspondence  will  see  :   the  real   ques- 


tion was  the  navigation  of  the  Zambesi. 
I  do  not  wish  to  go  at  length 
into  these  African  rights.  I  understand 
the  position  to  a  certain  extent ;  Portugal 
has  ancient  rights  which  may  have 
lapsed  in  course  of  time  because  she  has 
not  gone  on  enforcing  them,  while  we 
have  taken  more  trouble  and  maintained 
our  Protectorate  over  a  number  of 
drunken  natives.  We  have  it  on  Con- 
Ctilonel  Solan 


snlar  authority  that  on  the 
this  collision  the  natives  were  more  or 
less  under  the  influence  of  liquor,  and  to 
this,  as  much  as  any  other  canse,  the 
collision  was  due.  I  do  not  any  we  have 
not  cause  for  remonstiWice  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  navigation  of  the  Zsmheai, 
but  I  Bay  we  have  not  taken  the  proper 
means  to  convincy  Portugal  of  our  sub- 
stantial rights.  I  quite  understand  why 
we  should  endeavour  U>  open  up  this 
channel  for  our  commerce.  We  might 
have  had  recourse  to  arbitration.  TTiat 
is  a  new-fangled  idea,  and  may  be  valna- 
ble  soraetimea.  though  I  have  doubts  of 
ita  efficacy  in  the  long  run.  I  dare  say 
nations  will  sometimessubmittheirclftimB 
for  arbitration,  but  I  believe  that  if  na- 
tions are  dissatisfied  with  the  award  of  the 
arbitrators  they  will  go  to  war  all  the 
same.  But  I  think.  Gentlemen,  means 
might  have  been  used  to  convince 
Portugal.  If  wo  had  had  discussions 
'  ■  the  Portuguese  Parliament, 
»eople  in  five  or  six 
months  would  have  tolerably  under- 
stood the  rights  of  the  qaestion  and  have 
arrived  at  a  compromise.  Instead  of 
that,  Lord  SaSisbury,  intoxicated  with 
the  knowledge  of  the  number  of  ebipa 
we  were  able  to  muster  at  the  last  Naval 
Review,  took  the  opportunity  of  coerdn^ 
Portugal,  which,  though  a  brave,  is  a 
much  weaker  Power,  and  had  to  yield. 
Such  a  course  of  conduct  would  not. 
have  been  prudent  had  we  to  do  with 
Russia  or  any  strong  Power.  We  punish 
Portugal  for  being  our  ally.  Portugal  has 
been  moruaasociatedinarmswith England 
than  any  other  country  during  the  last 
hundred  years.  You  cannot  open  a 
chapter  of  Napier's  History  of  the  Penin- 
sular War  without  finding  the  courage 
of  the  Portuguese  soldiers  acknowledged. 
They  were  willing  to  obey  British  officers, 
and  fought  bravely  by  the  side  of 
English  and  Irish  troops,  and  drovu 
Napoleon's  beat  troops  out  of  Spain.  Wo 
have  done  much  to  forfeit  the  alliance. 
While  I  was  in  the  Mediterranean,  it 
waa  always  accepted  that  though  Spaiti 
wae  more  or  less  our  enemy,  Portugal 
was  nur  constant  ally,  and  the  Tngna 
would  always  be  onr  heap  of  operations. 
Bnt  noW  we  take  advantage  of  our  first 
difference  to  upset  thia  alliance,  though 
I  hope  that  when  the  Portuguese  people 
find  it  is  not  the  Knglish  people  but  the 
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Gk)yemment  which  has  exhibited  this 
violent  method  of  enforcing  commercial 
rights,  friendly  relations  will  be  resumed. 
Lord  Salisbury  plunged  into  this  business 
with  a  light  heart,  but  I  think  it  shows 
the  inexpediency  of  one  man  combining 
the  offices  of  Prime  Minister  and  Foreign 
Secretary,  for  I  do  not  believe  that 
two  Ministers  of  high  position  would 
have  been  found  in  agreement  in  such  a 
blunder.  The  Under  Secretary  ably 
expresses  the  views  of  Lord  Salisbury, 
but  I  do  not  think  he  would  have  taken 
this  course  had  he  been  in  the  Cabinet. 
See  what  a  difficulty  we  should  be  in  if 
Portugal  had  been  in  alliance  with  any 
great  Power.  But  since  1807,  when 
Wellesley's  troops  landed  at  Lisbon, 
Portugal  has  relied  solely  on  the  English 
Alliance.  The  fact  is,  this  action  may 
exercise  a  powerful  influence  in  bringing 
about  a  union  between  Portugal  and 
Spain.  Now  Lord  Palmerston  pointed 
out  that  it  was  only  by  maintaining 
Portugal  in  its  separate  existence  that  we 
could  be  sure  of  having  thb  Tagus  as  a 
friendly  instead  of  a  hostile  naval  station. 
Every  military  man  knows  what  an 
enormous  loss  we  should  sustain  if 
Portugal  were  to  become  hostile  to  us. 
The  whole  trade  of  the  Mediterranean 
would  then  be  lost  to  us  in  the  event  of 
war.  This  is  what  Lord  Salisbury  is 
driving  us  to,  and  therefore  I,  in  common 
with  many  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  am  anxious  to  dissociate  myself 
from  the  insult  to  Portugal  which  has 
been  perpetrated  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government. 

♦Mb.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  :  Although 
some  of  my  hon.  Friends  have  criticised 
with  some  severity  the  action  of  the 
Government  towards  Portugal,  there 
does  not  seem  to  be  any  substantial 
difference  of  opinion  in  regard  to  the 
ultimate  merits  of  the  case.  -  I  cannot, 
however,  help  joining  in  the  expressions 
of  regret  with  reference  to  this  difference 
with  Portugal.  Portugal  is  a  small 
country,  proud  of  the  glories  of  its  past^ 
and  sensitive  as  to  its  position.  lia  people 
have  many  fine  and  attractive  qualities. 
Having  spent  a  considerable  time 
among    them,    I    can    bear    testip^ony 


to     the      friendliness      which     up     to 

now     has     existed     in    the    minds    of 

the  Portuguese  towards  England,  and  I 

entertain   a  warm   hope    that    nothing 

further  will  occur  to  prevent  a  renewal 

of    cordial   relations   between   the    two 

countries.     When  we  look  at  the  sub 

stance  of  this  matter,  the  case  of  this 

country   is     exceedingly    strong;    and 

in    fact     when     the    Portuguese    case 

is  looked  into,  it  proves  to  be  utterly 

unsubstantial.     Consequently   I   do  not 

think  we  have  any  reason  in  this  country 

to  feel  qualms  of  conscience  in  regard  to 

the  position  which  we  have  taken  up. 

There  are  really  only  two  questions  to  be 

considered.     One  is  what  the  manner  of 

Her  Majesty's  Government  has  been  in 

conducting  the  negotiations,  and  the  other 

is  whether  we  were  bound  to  accept  the 

arbitration  which  Portugal  at  one  time 

suggested.       It    appears    to    me     that 

when    Her   Majesty's    Government,    in 

July,  1888,  received  notice  of  departure 
from  Portugal  of  an  expedition,  which 
obviously  had  certain  ulterior  designs, 
they  ought  to  have  lost  no  time  in 
warning  the  Portuguese  Government 
of  the  consequences  which  military 
action,  or  an  attempt  to  annex,  might 
involve.  This  they  do  not  seem  to  have 
done  until  the  following  December.  Since 
1887  there  had  been  a  dispute  between 
this  country  and  Portugal  as  to  their 
rights  inMashonaland.  When  the  dispute 
first  arose,  if  Portugal  had  proposed  me- 
diation it  would  have  been  an  unfriendly 
,  act  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  refuse  it.  But  Portugal  made 
no  such  proposal  at  that  time.  She 
seems  to  have  endeavoured  to  anticipate 
the  result  of  friendly  negotiations  by 
taking  the  law  mto  her  own  hands. 
It  was  not  possible  for  this  country  to 
acquiesce  in  proceedings  of  this  land ; 
nor  would  acquiescence  have  been  of  good 
augury  for  the  future,  since  it  would 
have  encouraged  others  to  grasp  at  pos- 
session, and  then  try  to  protect  their 
possession  by  invoking  mediation.  I 
Ustened  with  ^reat  interest  to  the 
speech  in  which  my  hon,  Friend  the 
Member    for  ShorecUtch    put   His  ease 
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with  great  earnestness.  We  all  respect 
the  conscientions  way  in  which  he  has 
continued  to  advocate  for  many  years 
the  valuable  principle  of  arbitration, 
but  in  this  case  Portugal  acted  in  a  way 
to  make  the  application  of  that  prin- 
ciple impossible,  for  it  was  not  until 
she  had  altered  the  status  quo  and  put 
this  country  into  the  position  of  being 
obliged  to  demand  the  withdrawal  of  the 
troops  who  were  carrying  on  hostilities 
in  territory  which  we  claim  as  subject  to 
our  influence  that  she  made  the  suggestion 
for  arbitration.  I  confess  that,  regretting 
as  I  do  sincerely  the  excitement  which 
has  been  raised  in  Portugal,  I  cannot 
help  feeling  that  a  firm  and  prompt 
course  was  probably  in  the  end  the 
best.  We  must  not  complain  of  the 
Government  for  having  acted  with  firm- 
ness, but  the  case  did  not  call  for 
satire  and  scorn  such  as  the  Fo- 
reign Secretary  indulged  in.  It  is  a 
little  exasperating  to  a  man  knocked 
down  by  superior  force  to  be  also  over- 
whelmed by  the  resources  of  satire.  We 
all  know  the  powers  which  our  Foreign 
Secretary  possesses  in  that  line ;  we  all 
know  the  ereat  erifts  in  sarcasm  of  the 
noble  Ma^uess,^gift«  which  have  been 
brought  to  high  perfection  by  practice 
in  journalism ;  but  I  cannot  but 
regret  their  exercise  on  this  occasion, 
and  hope  that  in  future  the  literary  man 
will  not  forget  the  dignity  and  reserve 
which  befit  a  Foreign  Secretary. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

♦Mr.  BRYCE  :  There  ls  one  other  point 
to  which  I  wish  to  refer.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Salford,  in  a 
speech  with  the  general  tenour  of  which 
I  cordially  agree,  referred  in  somewhat 
disparaging  terms  to  the  conduct  of  our 
Consul  at  Oporto.  I  confess  to  thinking 
that  my  hon.  Friend  is  entirely  mistaken 
in  the  censure  which  I  understood  him 
to  convey,  and  1  regret  he  should  have 
gone  out  of  his  way  to  reflect  upon  an 
official  whose  conduct  has  not  deserved 
any  criticism  of  the  kind,  and  who  is  one 
of  the  most  competent  of  our  representa- 
tives abroad.  I  am  glad  that  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  proposes  to 
lay  Papers  on  the  table  with  respect 
to  the  Charter  granted  to  the  South 
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African  Company.  But  it  would  be 
better  that  Papers  should  be  presented 
before  the  grant  of  such  a  Charter  rather 
than  after,  and  I  hope  the  Government  will 
give  the  House  an  early  opportunity  of 
discussing  its  policy.  The  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  has  passed  without  notice  the 
question  of  Samoa.  The  Gracious  Speech 
contains  a  congratulatory  reference  to  the 
result  attained :  and  with  that  result  we 
are  all  well  pleased.  But  the  Govern- 
ment is  not  entitled  to  any  credit  in  the 
matter.  This  question  came  up  last 
Session.  We  appealed  to  the  House  on 
behalf  of  the  people  of  Samoa  and  Malietoa 
the  king  of  their  choice.  We  pointed 
out  how  harshly  and  unjustly  he  had  been 
treated  by  the  representative  of  Germany. 
A  very  unsatis&ctory  defence  was  put 
forward  on  behalf  of  the  Foreign  Ofiloe. 
In  point  of  &ct,  British  interests  in  that 
part  of  the  world  have  been  neglected 
by  the  present  Government,  and  it  has 
been  left  to  the  United  States  to  take 
up  the  case  of  Malietoa,  to  address 
effective  remonstrances  against  the  high- 
handed proceedings  of  the  Grerman 
Government,  and  to  bring  about  the  pre- 
sent satisfactory  settlement.  I  will  not 
now  go  fully  into  the  case  so  well  stated 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Rye  Division  of  Suffolk.  Papers  were 
issued  last  August  on  the  subject  of 
Armenia,  and  I  should  like  to  know  to 
what  later  date  the  promised  further 
Papers  go. 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  The  Papers  go 
down  to  January  24  of  the  present  year. 

♦Mr.  BRYCE:  We  have  had  no 
Papers  for  the  period  between  1881  and 
1888,  which  were  years  of  great  impor- 
tance, and  for  these  we  must  continue 
to  press.  The  Papers  already  published 
amply  jostify  the  charges  which  have 
been  repeatedly  brought  from  these 
benches  against  the  Turkish  Government, 
and  I  hope  the  Foreign  Office  will 
make  no  attempt  to  minimise  the  gravity 
of  the  situation,  which  is  menacing  to 
peace,  and  is  not  unlikely  to  lead  either 
to  an  insurrection  of  the  suffering  people 
or  to  intervention  on  the  part  of  Russia. 
I  trust  the  Government  and  the  House 
will  pay  heed  to  the  valuable  Reports  of 
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our   Consuls,    which   fully   disclose   the  as  the  Government  has  assured  us  that 

perils  of  the  present  situation  in  that  part  there  is  reason  to -believe  he  will  be  put* 

of  the  world.     Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  a  very  on   his   trial   a   second  time.     But   the 

important  statement  fell  from  the  Under  responsibility  of    the  Government  will 

Secretary  which,  so  fskv  as  I  know,   is  by  no  means  come  to  an  end  with  the 

quite  new.     He  disclaimed  all  responsi-  second  trial,  or  even  with   the  exile  or 

bil^ity  for  the  Anglo-Turkish  Convento^^^  other     punishment     of      Moussa     Bey. 

which  he  described  as  now  beinir  a  dead  ^.  j^  ••!.,,  i. 

document  Onmes  and  outrages  similar  to  those   of 

•CI      T  T^riTi/^TxoctAM^T    ^xTi    ,T      -1  wMch  Moussa  Bey  was  guilty  are  ffoinff 
♦Sir  J.  FBRGUSSON:  Whatlsaidwas  ^  ^,  .  \-     .  •      xf.   x 

^,    ^    ^-  .  ,  .,.,.,  ...  on  at  this  moment  m  Armenia.    It  is  to 

that    the    special    responsibihty    which  ^  f^^ed,  unless  exemplary  punishment 

would  have  been  assumed  in  respect  of  is   inflicted  on   these  ruflBans,  that  very 

that   Convention  had  been   dormant  in  serious      disturbances,     perhaps    armed 

consequence  of  the  non-fulfilment  of  the  insurrection,  will  follow.     We  are   glad 

conditions  attached  to  its  performance.  ^^*,*  ^%  William  White  is  exerting  him- 

self,  and  we  trust  he  warns  the   Sultan 

*Mr.    BRYCE  :    I   know    that   by  the  of     the    consequences,  which    even    his 

Convention  of  1878  the  Turkish  Govern-  quondam  apologists  in  the  German  Press 

ment    undertook    to    introduce    certain  ^u^    begun    to    perceive,    which    will 

-  1  .,    .  ,  loUow a  denial  and  prostitution  of  lustice 

reforms,  and  that  our  engagements  were  j^  ^3^^  ^^^^  ^^^^  of  Moussa  Bey.     There 

conditional   on    that   being   done.      But  is  another  quarter  in  whicli  the  peace  of 

that  was  not  the  whole  of  the  Conven-  the  East  is  gravely  threatened.      I  need 

tion.     It  also  contained  a  provision  under  ^^^  ^^^w  inquire  into  the   origin  of  the 

«ri,;^i,     fu;a       r.^,,r,^-«„      ^vn«««;^«      4.i,«  recent   conflicte  in   Crete  :    but  I  must 

wnicn     this      country      occupies      the  •   j*     .     .     .1     tx  1  •       .1 

-  ,      ,      .   ^  1   -i    .  1       .,  indicate  to  the  House  how  menacing  the 

Island  of   Cyprus,   and  it  is  under  the  ^{Hon      has     become.     The     Turkish 

Convention     that      we     get     our    only  soldiery  in  Crete  have   been   guilty    of 

title     to   the   island        I    always     held  disgraceful  excesses, which  have  provoked 

that      the      Cyprus     Convention      was  reprisals  from  the  Christian   population, 

a     great     mistake,    and     I    confess     I  ^^eeling  on  both  sidos  is  very  bitter  ;^^^^^ 

"     ,   .  .  the     perverse     folly     of    the    Turkish 

was    glad     to     hear      the      important  Government      by      its    recent     firman 

announcement     the     Under     Secretary  cancelling      no      small    part    of      the 

made.     I   remembered   the    right   hon.  autonomy  which  Crete  has  enjoyed  for 

Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  ^^«  '^st  1 1  years,  lias  further  incensed 

when  the  Conventionwas  first  announced,  ^^\^>    "^,*''^   .^!T**1     P«P'>lati«»- 

pronouncing    it  an   "insane  Covenant,"  Hostilities  will  probably ^be  resumed  as 

and,  indeed,  no  moi*  reckless  or  misgn  ided  T",  *"  f^  snow  melts  on  the  mountams ; 

engagement   has  been  contractedin  our  ^°"*'  °*  sympathmng  volunteers  from 

time.      I    am    glad    to    hear  that  the  ^'"^!'l  '''"  J*'*''    *¥  ^"^^  °*  ''»''1'''« 

liabiUty  of    the  country    under   it   has  Sl»l>°<»  now  preparing  themselves    for 
lansed  conflict;  and  the  Hellenic  Govem- 

™  ment  may  find  iteelf  unable  to  restrain 

*SlB  J.  FBRGUSSON:  What  Isaidwas  the       ardour     of     its     subjecte.       Mr. 

that  Turkey  not  having  fulfilled  certain  Tricoupis,  who  is  one  of  the  ablest  and 

provisions,  our  special  responsibility  had  J^^*^  resolute,  as  he  is  one  of  the  most 

X  .   .     .  high-minded  statesmen    in  Europe,   has 

not  come  into  force.  ju-        i.       xx  ^.^fx 

done    his    utmost  to    prevent    the  out- 

*Mb.  BRYCE :  The  House  heard  wha.t  break  of  war  between  his  own  country 

was  said  :  and  it  seems  to  me  that  I  have  ^^^  ^^^   Turks.       But    Greek    passion, 

correctly  stated  the  meaning  and   effect  ^?^.    ^*'^     blindness     of   the     Sultan's 

.,,       .  ^  ^    ,.  .1     XT    I       «        1  advisers,  may  be  too  much  for  him.     If 

of  the  statement  of  the  Under  Secretary,  ^he  contest  is   renewed.      .Sebdin   Bey 

Reference  has  been  made  to  the  mock  trial  is  shewing  himself  an   apt  imitator  of 

of  Moussa  Bey.     I  shall  not  go  into  that,  Mi^ssa  Bey  in  Crete ;    if  it  provokes  a 
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war  between  Greece  and  the  Turks,  the 
.whole  inflammable  materials  in  the  East 
will  be  set  on  fire.  We  know  very  well  the 
feeling  of  Crete  as  to  re-union  with 
the  Greek  State,  and  there  is  no  one  in 
this  House  who  does  not  feel  certain  that 
Crete  will  sooner  or  later  become  a  part 
of  the  Greek  Kingdom.  That  being  so, 
the  duty  of  friendly  Powers,  and  not  least 
of  Britain,  is  to  endeavour  to  procure,  if 
possible,  the  speedy  and  peaceable  cession 
of  Crete,  and  if  that  be  impossible,  the 
full  restoration  of  Cretan  autonomy 
and  a  complete  amnesty  to  those  con- 
cerned in  the  recent  troubles.  If 
war  were  to  break  out  between 
Greece  and  Turkey — and  the  whole 
East  is  honeycombed  with  the  materials 
for  insurrection — we  cannot  tell  how 
far  it  may  spread,  or  who  will 
be  drawn  into  it.  I  therefore  desire  to 
impress  on  Her  Majesty's  Government 
the  duty  which  devolves  upon  them  to 
take  measures  of  pacification  with  regard 
to  Crete.  If  the  Sultan  does  not  with- 
draw the  firman  recently  promulgated, 
there  is  too  much  reason  to  believe  that 
the  contest  will  be  the  prelude  to  a 
general  European  war.  It  is  because  in 
this  country  we  have  a  most  earnest  desire 
to  avert  such  a  calamity  that  we  beg  the 
Government  to  use  its  utmost  influence 
to  awaken  the  Porte  and  its  advisers  to 
a  sense  of  their  duty. 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron 
H.  DE  Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
As  several  questions  have  been  raised 
during  this  debate  afEecting  the  Depart- 
ment for  which  I  am  responsible,  I 
think  it  would  be  discourteous  on  my 
part  if  I  were  not  at  once  to  answer 
them.  The  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton has  said  that  in  answering  certain 
questions  which  were  put  to  me  last 
Session  with  reference  to  the  concessions 
granted  by  Lobengula  and  other  chiefs 
that  I  replied  that  the  Government  were 
entirely  adverse  to  these  concessions  and 
utterly  disapproved  of  them.  He  seemed 
to  imply  that  we  had  power  to  annul  them 
but  we  have  no  such  power  as  he  suggests. 
In  answer  to  questions  on  this  subject, 

put  by, the  hon.  Member  himself  on  jbhe 
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2nd  and  5th  April  last,  I  stated  that  the 
declaration  of  British  influence  does  not 
enable  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  con- 
trol the  grant  of  concessions  by  the 
chiefs  ;  and,  further,  I  pointed  out  that 
they  could  not  advise  Lobengula  to  break 
any  concession  already  granted,  though 
they  might  advise  him  to  modify  it. 
Again,  on  the  2nd  April,  I  stated 
that— 

"  It  appears  to  Her  l^Iajesty's  Government 
that  the  best  mode  of  putting  an  end  to  all 
exclusive  and  competing  concessions  in  that 
part  of  South  Africa  which  is  under  British 
influence  may  be  by  uniting  all  valid  con* 
cessions  under  one  control,  subject  to  importaci 
modifications— as,  for  example,  the  supply  of 
arms — and  also  to  take  such  restrictions  aa  may 
fully  secure  the  interests  of  the  natives  and  all 
other  legitimate  claims.*' 

The  concessionaires  came  to  an  agree- 
ment among  themselves  by  which  their 
various  interests  were  merged  into  one 
company.  It  was  then  that  they  aj^lied 
to  the  Government  to  grant  them  a  chiurter, 
and  it  was  only  after  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  satisfied  themselves 
that  the  company  so  organised  was 
really  .a  responsible  company  that  they 
consented  to  grant  a  Charter.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labuu- 
chere)  has  said  that  this  Charter  waa 
kept  entirely  secret,  but  that  was  not 
the  case,  for  the  House  will  probably 
remember  that  in  the  course  of  last 
Session  when  a  question  was  put  to  me 
upon  the  subject  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  G.  Campbell), 
I  informed  him  that  it  was  intended  by 
the  Government  to  grant  a  Charter  to 
the  company.  Since  then  the  Charter 
has  been  published  in  the  Gazette  in  its 
entirety,  and  it  will  be  presented  to 
Parliament  together  with  the  Papers  1 
am  about  to  lay  upon  the  Tabic  of  the 
House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton seemed  to  think  that  previous  to  the 
signing  of  the  Charter  the  Government 
ought  to  have  obtained  the  consent  of 
Parliament ;  but  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  there  was  nothing  at  all 
extraordinary  in  the  course  we  adopted. 
This  will  be  seen  by  the  instance  1 
am  about  to  quote.  In  November,  1880, 
a  charter  was  granted  to  the  North 
Borneo  Company.  Parliament  waa  not 
then  sitting,  and  notwithstanding  that 
strong  remonstrances  were  put  forward 
by  the  Government  of  the  Netherlands, 


281 


Majesty's  Most        (Febbuaby  13,  1890}         Gra4sum8  Speech, 


282 


and  objection  was  also  taken  by  the 
Governments  of  Spain  and  the  '  United 
States,  together  with  the  fact  that  Par- 
liament had  not  previously  been  con- 
sulted on  the  matter,  the  Charter  was 
granted.  I  may  add  that  the  rights 
of  those  persons  who  are  not  con- 
cessionaires have  been  carefully  safe- 
guarded in  the  Charter  by  Article  2, 
which  says — 

'*The  Company  is  hereby  authorized  and 
empowered  to  hold,  use  and  retain  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Company,  and  on  the  terms  of  this 
our  Charter,  the  full  benefit  of  the  concessions 
and  agreements  made  as  aforesaid,  so  far  as 
they  are  valid  or  any  of  them,  and  all  interests, 
authorities  and  powers  comprised  or  referred  to 
in  the  said.concessions  and  agreements,  Pro- 
vided always  that  nothing  herein  contained 
shall  prejudice  or  a£fect  any  other  valid  and 
subsisting  concessions  or  agreements  which 
may  have  been  made  by  any  of  the  chiefs  or 
tribes  aforesaid.'* 

The  hon.  Baronet  the  Membar  for  the 
Lichfield  Division  (Sir  John  Swinburne), 
who  raised  this  question  at  tho  end  of 
last  Session,  maintained  that  the  Charter 
had  been  passed  so  rapidly  that  the 
claims  of  certain  persons,  including  him- 
self, had  not  been  recognised;  but  in 
order  that  there  should  not  be  the 
slightest  plea  of  injustice  put  forward 
we  inserted  the  following  provision  in 
the  Charter : — 

"Nothing  herein  contained  shall  prejudice 
or  a£fect  certain  concessions  granted  in  and 
subsequent  to  the  year  1880  relating  to  the 
territory  usually  known  as  the  district  of  the 
Tati." 

I  should  not  have  thought  it  worth 
while  to  allude  to  one  argument 
urged  by  the  hon.  Member  'for  North- 
ampton had  he  not  made  it  the  ground 
of  a  somewhat  strong  charge.  He  stated 
that  the  Duke  of  Fife,  the  Duke  of 
Abercorn,  and  othera  had  very  largely  pro- 
fited by  the  sale  of  the  shares  of  the  com- 
'pany.  The  hon.  Member  in  making 
this  charge  must  have  been  unaware 
that  there  has  been  no  allotment  of 
shares  to  the  public,  no  official  quotation 
on  the  Stock  Exchange,  and  that,  as 
I  am  g^ven  to  understand,  there  is 
an  agreement  entered  into  by  the 
Directors  that  no  shares  shall  be  sold 
or  transferred  before  the  expiration  of 
two  years  after  the  granting  of .  the 
Chirt3r.  Therefore  it  is  absurd  t )  say 
that  any  person  could  have  derived  a 
source  of  profit  from  speculating  in  these 


shares.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  Arfon 
Division  of  Carnarvonshire  (Mr.  Bath- 
bone)  has  altogether  deprecated  the 
formation  of  these  Chartered  Companies. 
He  asserted  that  they  involved  this 
country  in  great  responsibilities,  and  that 
they  were  very  prejudicial  to  the  inter- 
ests of  all  parties  concerned.  I  do  not 
think  it  necessary  at  this  late  hour  to  go 
through  all  the  arguments  used  by  the 
hon.' Member  ;  but  I  think  he  can  hardly 
have  studied  the  Charter  itself,  otherwise 
he  must  have  seen  that  under  that 
Charter  the  South  African  Company 
were  likely  to  bring  about  results  con- 
ducive to  a  very  decided  improvement  in 
the  condition  of  the  native  population. 
The  Charter  requires  that  the  Company 
shall  to  the  best  of  its  ability  discourage 
and,  so  far  as  might  be  practicable, 
abolish  by  degrees  any  system  of  slave 
trade  or  domestic  servitude  in  its  terri- 
tories ;  that  it  should  regulate  the  traffic 
in  spirits  and  other  intoxicating  liquors, 
and  as  far  as  practicable  prevent  the  sale 
of  any  spirits  or  other  intoxicating  liquor 
to  the  natives;  that  the  company  as  such, 
and  its  officers  as  such,  should  not  in  any 
way  interfere  with  the  religion  of  the 
people,  except  so  far  as  might  be  necessary 
in  the  interests  of  humanity;  and  that 
in  the  administration  of  justice  careful 
regard  should  always  be  had  to  the  native 
customs  and  laws  of  the  tribes  to  which 
the  parties  respectively  belong,  especially 
with  reference  to  the  holding  of  land 
and  other  rights  of  property.  I  'think  it 
will  be  seen  that  these  provisions  afford 
satisfactory  evidence  of  the  enormous 
civilising  influence  which  this  Charter 
must  exercise  over  the  vast  territory  to  be 
administered  by  the  Company.  Besides 
all  this,  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  put 
forward  objections  to  the  Charter  can 
hardly  have  been  aware  that  the  Com- 
pany is  at  the  present  moment  doing 
much  to  open  up  our  portion  of  the 
South  African  territory;  for  they  are 
spending  out  of  their  own  pockets  a 
sum  of  about  £60,000  in  the  formation 
of  a  telegraph  line,  and  are  also  about  to 
construct  at  their  own  expense  a  railway 
into  British  Bechuanaland,  many  miles  of 
which  have  already  been  made.  In  addi- 
tion to  all  this  thay  are  also  organising 
and  contributing  tj  the  establishmsnt  in 
their  midst  of  a  body  of  police  charged 
with  the  maintenance  of  law  ieuid  order. 
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I  wish,  however,  to  state  distinctly    in 
this  connection   that    the   grant  of   the 
Charter  and  any  proceedings  nnder  it  do 
not  involve  a  withdrawal  of  the  British 
Protectorate  which  is  being,  and  will  be, 
fully  maintained  nnder  the  High  CJom- 
roissioner.     In  my  opinion,  and  looking 
at  the  results  that  have  been  achieved  by 
other  companies  through  the  granting  of 
similar   Charters,  and    the  opening  out 
of    vast    dominions,   which    have  been 
of  the   greatest    value   to    the    British 
Empire,  there  is  every  hope   that  the 
granting  of  a  Charter    to    the   British 
South    African    Company  will    lead    to 
equally  successful  consequences.  A  ques- 
tion has  been  addressed  to  me  with  re- 
gardto  Swaziland.     The  House  is  aware 
that   Her    Majesty's  Government  some 
time  ago  sent  out  Sir  Francis  De  Winton 
as     a    Special     Commissioner    for    the 
purpose   of  consulting  with   the  Trans- 
vaal   Conmiissioners,    with    a    view    of 
ascertaining      and      suggesting      what 
measures  might  best  be  taken  for  the 
better  government  of  that  part  of  the 
country.  Sir  F.  De  Winton  has  returned 
to  England    and  made  his  Report;  but 
although   that  Report  may    have     been 
delivered  to-day  at  the   Colonial  OflBce 
the  Government  have  not  yet  had  time 
to  consider  it,  and  it  would,  under  those 
circumstances,  be    improper   for  me   to 
offer  any   opinion   upon  the   matter.     I 
may,  however,  be  permitted  to  say  that 
from  the  action  of  the  Transvaal  Govern- 
ment we  have  every  reason  to  believe  that 
they  are,  to  the  full,  as  sincerely  anxious 
as  we  are  in  the  desire  to  arrive  at  an 
equitable  settlement  which  shall  maintain 
and  strengthen    the    friendly    relations 
which    now    exist    between     the     two 
countries.     With  this  assurance  I  think 
the    House    will    for    the    present    be 
satisfied.     At  any  rate,  it  is  impossible 
for  me  to  attempt  to  discuss  questions, 
the  details  of  which,  up  to  this  moment, 
I  have  not  had  the  opportunity  of  study- 
ing, and  which,  from  the  gravity  and 
importance     of     the    issues    at     stake, 
deserve  the  fullest  and  most  serious  con- 
sideration at  the  hands  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government. 

Mb.     MACNEILL     (Donegal,     S.) : 
I     desire     to     offer     a     few     observa- 
tions   with    reference  to  our    colonies ; 
but   in   so  doing  T  have  nothing  to  put 
Baron  H,  de  Worms 
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forward   that  may  be  regarded  as  being 
of  an   unfriendly   character,   for   I   am 
bound  to  acknowledge  that,  so  for,  there 
has  constantly  been  evidence  on  the  part 
of  LordKnutsfordof  a  very  genuine  desire 
to  promote  the  prosperity  of  the  colonies. 
But  before  entering  upon   that   portion 
of  the  subject,  1  should  like  for  a  few 
moments   to  refer  to  the  question  of  our 
recent  dispute   with   Portugal.     As  an 
Irish  Member  1  suppose  I  ought  to  claim 
indulgence   in   referring  to  matters  of 
high   Imperial  concern,  inasmuch  as  the 
party  to  which  I  belong  has  been  accused 
of  holding  particular  views  with  reference 
to  the  maintenance   of  the   Empire.     I 
must,   however,   say,   and  I  say  it  dis- 
tinctly, that  I  am  very  glad  of  the  decisive 
step     that    has   been    taken,    although 
possibly   not  for  the  same  reasons  that 
may   actuate   the  minds  of  other  hon. 
Gentlemen.       I  do  not  take  the  ground 
that    it   may    iK)8sibly   be   conducive  to 
Britisli   interests,  which  may  ctinstitute 
high  and  patriotic  motives  in    the  minds 
of    many    hon.    Gentlemen.       In     my 
opinion,  it  is  a  matter  of  great  importance 
that    England   should   assume    the  pro- 
tectorate  of   tlie  Shir^  and   Nyassaland 
with  a  view  of  the  better  cariying  out  the 
policy   she   has  so   long  pursued  in  the 
direction      of     the    abolition    and    sup- 
pression   of     the     Slave       Trade.       It 
was    scarcely  worthy    of    the     reputa- 
tion of  England  to  indulge,  with  respect 
to  a  nation  tliat  has  been  humiliated,  in 
small   and  petty   gibes  and  sneers.      I 
believe,  however,   that  had    right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  not  been  in  power, 
the  step  would  have  been  taken  in  the 
same  way  by  some  other  (Government. 
But  I  would  point  out  that  the  whole 
transaction   was  begun,  continued,   and 
ended  between   the   16th  of  Deoember 
and  the  Ist  or  2nd  day  of  February,  by 
Lord     Salisbury    alone.       No     Cabinet 
Council  sat    between    those   dates.      I 
do  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  the  credit* 


MfijfMy's  .\foat.         (Febkuart 
thougli    I    am    often    in    eonfiict    with 
tfaem.  of  believinp:  that  thoy  would  not 
be  parties  tci  makinfj  a  subject  «f  .wit 
id  sneers  of  »  nation  which  had  been 
trying  toaflsert  its  ancient  historic!  rights 
in    respect  of  dominions    wliic-li    it    had 
the    past.      An    obeervatioii    o 
jwhat  singular  charactev  has    I 
let  fall  ill  regard  to  missionaries.     There 
.re  bad  and  inferior  men  to  be  found  in 
41  bodies  ;  but,  as  a  whole,  the  misfiitin' 
sries  are  it  splendid  class  of  men,  diaj>lay- 
iog  the  highest  devotion.     Missionaries 
Whu  liave  obtained   the   highest  distinc- 
tions ikt  the  Universities,  and  the  equal  of 
oliticail  Ministfi'8  iu  nttainments,   Imvc 
one  to  Africa  at  a  solai-yof  £.'iQ  a  yeiu-. 
taoh  men  ait  the  pramotei-s  of  the  pi-oa- 
Brityiifthesubject  race amuiigwliom they 
,vc  ;  !t  is  they  who  lay  the  foundatinua  o^ 
ivilistttion.     Wherever  Christianity  ufoes 
lavery  ceases.     Slavery  is  tiie  open  sore 
I  Africa,  and  it  bus  been  described  ns 
je  "lieart  diBBuae  "  iif  that  country.     It 
I    becauMo    I    beliuve    Christianity    will 
»p  slavej-y  in  Africa  that  I    am  glad 
je  English  Uoveniment  is  there,  though 
am  very  sorry  because  of  the  means- 
fell,  Siv,  one  woi-d,  and  only  one  word' 
D  the  subject  of  India,     I  regret  very 
inch  that  there  was  no  mention  in  the 
frHcioos  Speech  of  the  Indian  question. 
saw  with  great  gratification  in  a  fore- 
it  given    in   the    newspapei-s   of    the 
that  there  was  to  be  some  legis- 
n  regard  to  India.     I  hojK)   that 
80.     1  certainly  thought  that,  having 
igord    to  whtit   haa    taken   place,    that 
ime    mention  might  have  been  made, 
imc  word   of  sympathy  spoken,  to  no 
iwer  than    350.000,000   of  pe()ple.    in 
iBpect  of  whom  it  has  been  said  that 
le  single  vote  put  into  the  ballot-box 
!re  is   an    act  carrying    witli  it  more 
wwer     than      is      possessed      by     the 
whole     2.50,000,000     of     people.       Let 
me  present  very  humbly  three  facts — I 
do  not  wish  to  trespass  on  the  time  and 
.rttention    of    the     House ^ which     pro- 
well-known    to    the    Under 
icretary    of    State    (Sir  John    Gorsfc), 
111,  doubtless,  during  the  coming 
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year  take  them  to  heart.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knows,  first  af 
all,  tliat  the  famine  is  h  national 
institution,  that  there  is  a  famine  fnnd 
pitivided  by  the  Government — famine  not 
being  an  exceptional  thing,  but  a  matter 
about  which  the  Government  must  take 
actual  steps  year  by  year.  I  ask  him 
during  bis  year  of  offic*'  to  rectify  such 
a  shocking  state  of  things.  In  one  year 
alone  -1877 —more  people  diedof  actual 
hunger  in  India  and  in  onr  dominions 
than  the  entire  population  of  this  enor- 
mnuB  place.  Tliere  are  material  ways 
in  which  we  could  assist  that  people. 
It  has  been  uorapnt»d  thnt  if  ynn  merely 
supplied  the  matei'iul  t^i  furnish  one 
article  of  clothing  for  each  of  onr  fellow- 
subjects  in  India,  it  would  take  100 
miles  of  cloth  to  be  distribntfld  on  one 
day  during  the  entire  year.  The  incontc 
of  a  native  Indian  is  miserably  small. 
and  it  is  for  the  right  hoti.  Gentleman, 
with  liis  ability  and  powur,  to  endeavour 
to  rectify  and  remedy  the  condition  of 
the  inhabitants  of  our  Indian  dominions. 
I  would  like  to  contmst  the  imports  of 
India  with  the  imports  of  the  Australian 
Federation.  The  imports  in  the 
Australian  Federation  arc  at  the 
rate  of  from  ,£14  to  £15  per  head 
of  the  jwpu  lat ii  n  i .  The  imports  of 
India  amount  only  to  Is.  6d,  per  head  of 
the  population.  Wliat  an  enormous 
development  would  take  place  in  our 
industries  if  we  could  increase  our 
exports  to  that  portion  of  our  Empire  ! 
I  will  not  do  more  than  barely  touch 
upon  these  points,  but  the  facts  onght  to 
Ix)  known.  The  great  efforts  of  Ixird 
Macaulay,  -50  years  i^o,  have  done  good. 
Thnt  Bgitotion  is  now  lai^ly  in  progress 
in  India.  T  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  he  will  notconsider,  during 
his  f«rm  of  office,  some  means  of  promoting 
the  interest  of  the  people  of  India  bj 
enabling  them  in  some  measure  to  control 
their  own  affairs,  and  by  endeavouring  to 
am«1iorate  the  condition  of  that  vast 
population.  I  was  glad  to  see  that  the 
Speech  took  favourable  notice  of 
the  subject  of  the  Federation  i  if 
Australasia,  but  I  would  urge  upon 
the  Colonial  Office  the  desirability 
of  ei  tending  the  principle  of  self 
goTemment  still  further  amongst  the 
colonies.  Going  from  a  Crown  to  a  self- 
governing  colony,  one  is  struck   by    the 
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M  change  whicliiswroug'hl.by  the 
spirit  of  independence.  There  arc  groups 
of  colonies  which  are  eminently  snited 
for  self  government.  In  the  Colony  of 
the  Falkland  Islands  self  ■lovernment 
wonid  be  a  blessing  to  it.  and  a  beiiefil 
to  ourselves.  The  colonies  under 
Responsible  Government  comprise  SJ 
millions,  and  the  colonies  governed  by 
the  Colonial  Office  comprise  7i  milUoivB 
of  popnlation.  The  colonies  under 
Responsible  Government  are  of  temperate 
climate,  and  the  European  population 
predominate  —  the  great  majority 
being  English  and  Irish  ;  and.  of 
uoorie.  some  Germans.  The  Ci'own 
Colonics  comprise  7  millions,  1 75,000, 
or  2i  per  cent,,  being  Europeans. 
The  Falkland  Islands  are  well  worthy 
the  attention  of  the  House.  The  colony 
now  comprises  l.-"i83  villagt-s.  I  have 
reci'ived  from  iiome  of  the  colonists 
piteous  complaints  of  the  petty  dpspotism 
from  which  they  ari;  suffering.  They 
have  no  i>ower  of  helping  themaelv^s, 
no  representative  GovernmcDt,  and 
the  Council  of  the  Governor  i^n 
simply  do  anything  they  choose. 
This  atiite  of  things  should  not  exist  in 
an  ordinary  Crown  Colony,  much  lees  in 
a  colony  composed  of  our  own  kith  and 
kin,  who  leave  this  country  us  freemen. 
1  hope  the  Oovemment  will  take  stups 
in  Bouth  Africa  and  Eastern  Africa  t" 
extirpate  the  curse  of  slavery.  I  tinst 
the  Under  Secretary  will  do  his  best  t^) 
ameliorate  the  condition  of  the  millions 
entrusted  to  his  ehai^,  for  his  jiower  for 
good  or  evil  in  this  jiarl  of  the  world  is 
great.  Let  him  tako  into  his  favourable 
uonside ration  the  condition  of  the  people 
in  the  Falkland  Islands,  so  as  to  reinuve 
the  wrong  under  a  sense  of  which  they 
arc  labouring. 


•Sib  R.  N.  FOWLKR  (City) :  I  wish  to 
make  only  one  observation,  and  that  m  in 
regard  to  what  fell  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Buolumttu). 
whom  I  iim  ».irry  not  to  seu  in  his  ptiu«. 
I  did  not  heal-  his  speech,  bnt  he  is  re_ 
ported  to  liave  said,  speaking  of  Portu- 
gal, that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
taken  advantage  of  a  weak  Power,  and 
acted  towards  it  in  a  way  in  which  tbey 
would  not  have  done  towards  a  strung 
Mr.  JIac  A'eUl 
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I  wish  bet  state  to  the  House  that 
Lord  Salisbury  said  to  a  deputation 
lUbjoct  which  I  attended 
very  laitjely  composed  of  Scotchmen) 
both  hon.  Members  and  othors  from  that 
country  that  the  ?real  difficult  he 
was  labouring  under  wwi  that  he  could 
not  deal  with  Portugal,  a  weak  Power, 
in  the  way  he  would  have  dealt  with  » 
strong  one.  I  rise  simply  tosny  that  the 
hon.  Members'  remark  was  quite  unjusti- 
fiable. Her  Majesty's  Government  having 
arrived  at  their  decision  in  regard  to 
this  Portuguese  difficulty  with  gresfc 
reluctance. 
•Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.  West) :  There  is  a  pleasing 
air  of  concord  and  ^reement  hnnging 
over  the  first  day  or  two  of  the  present 
Session  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
is  a  little  dull  while  it  lasts  and  it  ia 
fortunate  that  it  does  not  continue  for 
long.  Not  infrequently  it  is  my  nnfor- 
tunate  tsak  to  break  in  on  the  ooncord 
of  the  House  with  a  discordant  note.  I 
.]}ilssionate  the  Government  on  having 
such  an  indiscreet  supporter  as  the  hon. 
-Member  for  North  Islington  (Mr.  Birt- 
ley)  has  proved  himself  tfl  be,  for  he 
has  forced  me  on  my  feet  to  repel 
charges  levelled  at  myself  and  fellow- 
workers  in  regard  to  onr  public  action. 
He  alone  is  to  blame  for  any  observations  1 
that  may  be  addressed  to  him  in  rt 
enoe  to  his  speech  for  I  presume  1 
in  order  in  Following  him  into  his  dOmc- 
wliat  discursive  i-cmarks  upon  tho  Dock 
Strike.  Her  Majesty's  Government  has 
gm«ped  fully  that  sometliing  mtist  be 
done  in  the  way  of  labour  legislation,  as 
is  proved  by  sub-head  1 6  in  Her  Majes^'s 
Gracious  Speech — by  which  I  nndersland 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  intend  to 
introduce  measures  dealing  with  the 
working  classes  and  the  health  of  the 
Metropolis.  In  the  face  of  this  I  will 
not  comment  at  any  length  on  the 
undesirabiUty  of  indulging  in  a 
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tiiade  against  the  working  classes  of  the 
Metropolis  in  general  as  was  done  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Islington.  One 
would  think  listening  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  the  dock  strike  was  a  thing 
which    redounded    greatly    to   the    dis. 

credit  of  the  working  classes  of  this 
country,  that  it  had  been  arranged  and 
carried  on  by  some  sort  of  secret  tribunal, 
that  the  speeches  of  the  men  who  ad- 
dressed large  crowds  on  Tower  Hill  and 
at  other  places  were  calculated  to  dis- 
turb the  peace  of  the  Metropolis,  and  that 
the  swelling  of  capital  and  the  quantity 
of  tonnage  that  comes  into  the  Port  of 
London  year  by  year  are  the  only  ques- 
tions the  Government  will  look  to  in 
approaching  these  great  labour  and 
social  difficulties.  The  hon.  Member,  in 
my  opinion,  made  every  effort  to 
embitter  the  relations  between 
capitalists  and  working  men.  In  my 
opinion  nothing  is  required  to 
embitter  these  relations,  certainly  not 
a  speech  of  the  tenour  of  that  we  have 
been  listening  to.  I  believe  that  the 
interests  of  capitalists  and  labour  are 
diametrically  opposite,  and  the  breach 
between  them  cannot  be  bridged  over  by 
any  rose  water  process  of  profit- 
sharing.  Bogus  schemes  like  that 
recently  propounded  by  Mr.  Livesey 
for  the  purpose  of  breaking  up  a  com- 
bination of  workmen  never  can  do  good. 
It  is  not  for  me  to  [X)int  out  the  danger 
of  fostering  a  feeling  among  the  working 
classes  that  they  are  being  cheated  and 
deluded  by  schemes  of  that  kind.  There 
are  not  wanting  men  who,  for  their  own 
aims,  are  going  about  advocating  these 
things  every  day.  But  in  my  opinion 
something  can  be  done  to  avoid  a  repeti- 
tion of  the  troubles  which  have  lately 
occurred,  and  that  is  in  the  direction 
pointed  out  by  the  Emperor  of  Germany 
and  the  Swiss  Government,  that  of 
calling  an  International  Conference  to 
discuss  these  matters  from  an  Inter- 
national standpoint. 

•Me.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  (Mayo,  S.) : 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  a  short  time  ago  made  a  remark 
which  struck  me  very  forcibly,  in  which 
he  described  the  magistrates  and  judges 
of    Crete   as  "  partissans.''     I  wondered 


whilst  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
speaking  whether  he  had  any  idea  that 
that  observation  would  apply  equally  to 
the  position  of  judges  and  magistrates  in 
Ireland.  Everyone  I  am  sure  listened 
with  attention  to  the  interesting  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford,  and  I 
myself  noticed  with  interest  one  remark 
he  made  touching  the  discovery  by  Major 
Serpa  Pinto,  of  the  Geographical  Society 
of  London.  I  doubt  whether  on  the 
whole  we  can  congratulate  the  Geogra- 
phical Society  on  that  discovery.  But 
paragraph  10  of  the  reply  to  the 
Qneen's  Speech  interests  me  more  than 
any  other  paragraph  in  the .  document 

for  it  refers  to  a  continued  improvement 
in  the  state  of  things  in  Ireland.  Well, 
it  appears  to  me  that  the  most  striking 
facta  in  Ireland  at  the  present  moment  are 
to  be  found  in  the  &ct  that  part  of  the 
town  of  Tipperary  is  to-day  in  a  heap  of 
ruins  owing  to  the  action  of  a  certain 
Member  of  this  House  ;  that  the  Olphert, 
Massarene,  Clanricarde,  Kenmare,  Lugga- 
curren,  and  other  estates  are  to-day  a 
scene  of  waste  and  desolation.  We  find 
also  that  there  is  occupation  for  the 
British  troops  and  the  Irish  police  at  the 
present  time  in  marching  from  village  to 
village,  carrying  in  their  train  battering 
rams  and  petroleum  cans  for  the  de- 
struction of  the  houses  of  the  people, 
In  other  countries  it  is  understood  that 
the  duty  of  the  Government  is  to  pro- 
tect the  people,  but  in  Ireland  the  one 
duty  the  Government  devote  themselves 
to  is  the  destruction  and  extermination  of 
the  people.  Perhaps  the  word  "  improve- 
ment "  in  the  Address  is  meant  to  con- 
vey the  success  of  the  present  policy  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  that  it  means  part 
of  the  20  years  of  unbridled  tyranny  in 
Ireland  to  carry  out  which  policy  the  noble 
Lord  sent  his  nephew  to  Ireland.  We  all 
know  the  first  outcome  of  the  Chief 
Secretary's  policy  was  the  telegram  sent 
from  Dublin  Castle  to  the  police  at 
Youghal,  ordering  them  "  not  to  hesitate 
to  shoot,"  and  we  know  what  has  been 
the  results  of  that  policy.  First  we  saw 
the  young  man  O'Hanlan  lose  his  life  in 
Toughal.  and  then  we  know  that,  em- 
boldenea  with  the  impunity  with  whidi 
that  Act  was  committed,  the  police  soon 
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afterwards  took  tliree  lives  at  Mitchels- 
town,  and  I  suppose  that  altogether  eight 
or  ten  lives  have  been  lost  in  Ireland  in 
that  way,  no  attempt  having  been  made 
by  the  Government  to  bring  the  perpe- 
trators of  the  outrages  to  justice.  1 
should  like  to  know  how  it  is  possible 
for  some  gentlemen  to  talk  so  much 
about  "  law  and  order "  in  Ireland,  and 
how  they  can  upbraid  the  people  for 
"want  of  respect  for  it,  when  we  find  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  himself  is  mostly 
responsible  for  the  murders  which  have 
taken  place  in  Ireland  through  his 
myrmidons.  We  know  how  forged 
letters  were  published  deliberately  for 
the  purpose  of  assisting  the  Government 
in  obtaining  the  Coercion  Act.  We  do 
not  know  if  the  Government  have  any 
resjK)nsibility  for  those  forgeries,  but 
we  do  know  that  they  were  employed 
in  their  service.  We  know  how  the 
pledges  made  by  the  Gc»vernment  when 
tliat  Act  was  passed  have  been  broken. 
We  know  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
declared  that  the  Act  would  not  be 
used  against  the  Press,  and  that  it 
would  not  be  used  against  his  political 
opponents,  and  that  there  would  be  an 
appeal  in  every  caae.  Well,  what 
were  the  first  uses  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  put  his  Coercion  Act  ? 
As  regards  the  Press,  he  attacked  under 
the  Act  the  then  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan),  Mr.  Walsh,  Mr. 
Alderman  Hooper,  Mr.  Hayden,  the 
proprietor  of  the  Cork  Exmniiier^  a 
irentleman  associated  with  the  Lehister 
Lender^  and  others,  as  well  as  several 
newsvendors.  These  attacks  on  the 
Press  are  going  on  still  in  face  of  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  Coercion  Act  would  not  be  used 
against  it.  Then,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man declared  that  the  Act  would  not  be 
put  in  operation  against  his  political 
opponents,  but  in  face  of  that  declaration 
we  have  the  fact  that  the  Members  for 
North-East  Cork,  East  Mayo,  East 
Galway,  Mid  Cork,  Monaghan,  South 
Tipperary,  Kildare,  and  Kerry,  and 
several  other  Members  of  this  House 
have  been  proceeded  against,  and  have 
been  sent  to  prison,  some  of  them 
repeatedly.  As  to  the  pledge  that  there 
should  be  an  appeal  in  every  case,  there 
is  hardly  any  necessity  to  dwell  on  the 
point.  Everybody  knows  how  flagrantly 
Mr,  J.  k  X.  O'Brien 


it  has  been  broken.  Another  elemenjt^ 
probably  of  the  improvement  of  Ireland, 
was  the  arrest  of  Father  MTadden  at, 
Gweedore,in  a  way  that  would  not, 
I  believe,  have  been  attempted  in  any 
other  country  in  the  world.  We  know 
jvhat  followed  that  outrage.  We  re- 
member the  trials  at  Marj'borough 
and  how  the  juries  were  packed.  We 
can  calculate  with  good  certainty  what 
would  liave  happened  if  there  h^d  not 
been  in  the  Court-house  visitors  from 
various  parts  of  Great  Britain.  We 
verily  believe  that  if  these  visitors  had 
not  been  there  several  innocent  men 
would  have  been  hanged  as  a  result  of 
the  packing  of  the  juries.  We  know 
that  during  the  hearing  of  the  appeal  in 
one  of  the  Gweedore  cases.,  the  late 
Attorney  General  for  IreUnd  was  cen- 
sured by  Chief  Justice  Morris  for  his 
conduct  at  the  trial,  and  we  know  how 
the  whole  world  was  astonished  when, 
soon  after.  Lord  Chief  Justice  Morri.s 
having  been  promoted  to  the  House  of 
Lords,  that  Attorney  General  Peter 
O'Brien  was  put  in  his  place  as  Lord 
Chief  Justice.  If  the  Sultan  of  Turkey 
had  sent  back  Moussa  Bey  as  Governor 
of  Armenia,  the  outrage  on  the  Arme- 
nian Christians  would  be  something  like 
what  the  Chief  Secretary  has  done  in 
Ireland  by  this  appointment  of  Peter 
O'Brien.  A  greater  scandal  was 
never  [)erpetrated.  In  the  face  of 
these  things  the  Irish  people  are  taunted 
with  a  want  of  respect  for  the  Law. 
How  can  the  people  of  Ireland  respect 
the  administration  of  the  law  by 
Peter  O'Brien  ?  Another  incident  in 
the  improved  condition  of  Ireland 
is  the  invention  f»f  the  fomous  ba<^ 
tering-ram  of  the  Chief  Secretary, 
and  a  further  evidence  of  the  good 
government  under  which  we  live  is 
the  sliameful  way  in  which  a  funeral 
procession  in  Tipperary  was  proclaimed 
as  an  illegal  assembly.  The  Removable 
Magistrate  thereby  taking  to  himself 
power  to  disperse  it  by  force  of  arms. 
The  Chief  Secretary  boasted,  towards  the 
close  of  last  Session,  that  large  numbers  of 
evicted  farms  were  being  taken.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  asked  to  give  some 
particulars  as  to  this  successful  part  of 
his  policy  ;  but  singularly  enough  he 
replied  that  it  would  not  be  safe  to  give 
information,  as  i^  indeed,  it  would   be 
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possible  for  evicted  farms  to  be   taken        Motion  agreed  to. 
without  the    people    in   the   immediate 

neighbourhood        knowing       something        Debate     further    adjourned     till     to- 
about   it.   And  surely  if  there  could  be    '^^^I'^ow. 
danger  in  the  facts  being  known,  it  would 
be  in  the  near  neighbourhood  and  not  at 
a  distance.  This  kind  of  evidence  is  on  a 
par  with  a  good  deal  of  what  was  said  at 
the  time  coercion  was  required  for  Ire- 
land.    We  all  remember  how,  in  the  last 
Parliament,  the  Liberal  Government  were 
compelled  to  relax    the  coercion  which 
prevailed  in  Ireland  at  that  time  owing 
to  the  pressure  of  the  Tories,  and  how 
the  Tories  had  not  been  in  office  more 
than  six  months  when  they  found  that' 
according  to  their  own  calculations  coer- 
cion was  urgently  necessary.     The  only 
deduction  is  that  either  their  action  in 
compelling   the   Liberals  to   relax  their 
coercion  was  not  sincere  or  patriotic,  or  that 
the  present  Government's  six  months  of 
office  had  such  an  injurious  effect  in  Ire- 
land as  to  make  coercion  necessary.     In 
another  paragraph  of  the  Address  proposals 
are    made    for    increasing,    under    due 
financial     precautions,    the     number   of 
occupying  owners.     I  protest  against  the 
present  system  of  purchase    in   Ireland, 
for  we  find  that  under  it   Irish   tenants 
are  compelled  to  pay,  by  threats  of  evic- 
tion  and   other   means,   far   more   than 
they  ought  justly  to  be  called   upon   to 
pay.     In  another  paragraph   a   measure 
of  local  self-government    for   Ireland  is 
promised.     In  face  of  the  recent  action 
of  the  Government   that   is   a  promise 
that  we   must   look   upon   as   very   in- 
sincere indeed.     One  of  the  latest  acts 
of  the  Gk)vernment  has  been  to  suppress 
almost  the  only  kind   of    local  govern- 
ment .  at   present    existing    in   Ireland. 
We  have  also  proposals  for  improving 
the    material    welfare     of     the    poorer 
districts  of  Ireland ;  but  taking  all  the 
circumstances   of   the    present   Govern- 
ment into  consideration,  we  are   bound 
to  say  we  can  have  no  confidence  in  any- 
thing this   Government  can  undertake. 
Throughout    its    career    it    has   shown 
itself  quite  unentitled  to  the  confidence 
of    the    Irish   people ;  and   I   certainly 
would      not      entrust      the       Govern- 
ment with  the  outlay  of  any  money  I 
could  possibly  withhold  from  them. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoaed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," 
— (Mr.  Eichard  Power.) 

VOL.    CCCXLI.      [third   series.] 


MOTIONS, 

PLACES   OF   WORSHIP    (SITES)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  John  Ellis,  Bill  to  give 
further  facilities  for  the  acquisition  of  Sites  for 
Places  of  Worship,  ordpred  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  John  Ellis,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Burt, 
Mr.  Alexander  M*Arthur,  and  Mr.  Henry 
Wilson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  115.] 

PARISH   CHURCHES   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Earl  Gompton,  Bill  to  declare 

and    enact    the    Law    as    to    the    rights    of 

parishioners  in  respect  of  their  Parish  Churches, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Earl  Compton, 
Mr.  Alexander  Hall,  Colonel  Hill,  Mr.  Morton, 
and  Mr.  Neville. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  116.] 

SANITATION   OF    HOUSES   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Wootton  Issacson,  Bill  to 

amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Sanitation  of 

Houses,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Wootton  Isaacson,  Sir  Richard  Temple,  Mr. 
Mark  Stewart,  Admiral  Field.  Mr.  Bowen 
Rowlandd,  Mr.  Atherley  -  Jones,  and  Mr. 
Cuninghame  Graham. 

Bill  presented,  and  readjfirst  time.    [Bill  117.] 

ST.   GILES',    EDINBURGH    (RESTORATION)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mark  Stewart,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Act  in  regard  to  the  Restoration  of 
St.  Giles*  Church,  Edinburgh,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Mark  Stewart  and  Mr. 
James  Campbell. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  118.] 

MUNICIPAL   FRANCHISE    (IRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  *Dr.  Fitzgerald,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Municipel  Franchise  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Dr. 
Fitzgerald,  Mr.  Pamell,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 
O'KeUy,  and  Mr.  Flynn. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  1 1 9.] 

BUILDING  FEUS  AND  LEASES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Donald  Crawford,  Bill  to 

amend  the  Law  relating  to  Fens  and  Leaiet 

for  Building  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Donald  Crawford,  Mr.  Bryce,  Mr. 
Munro  Ferguson,  and  Mr.  Philippe. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  120.] 
M 
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ARCHITECTS    REGISTRATION   BILL. 

bn  Motion  of  Mr.  Noble,  Bill  for  the  Regis- 
tration of  Architects,  ordered  to  be  broui^ht  in 
by  Mr.  Noble,  Major-Genpral  Goldsworthy, 
Mr.  Justin  MCarthy,  and  Air.  Hastings. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  121.] 

DISPENSARY   HOUSKS    (iBELAND)    ACT   (1879) 

AMENDMENT   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Macartney,  Bill  to  give 

farther    facilities    for    providing    Dispensary 

Houses,  &c.,  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Macartney,  Sir  James  Corry,  and 
Colonel  Waring. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  122.  - 

NON-PAUPER   SCHOOL   FEES   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Llewellyn,  Bill  to  amend 

the   La#  relating  to  the  payment  of  School 

Fees  of  Non- Paupers,  ordered  to  be  brought 

in  by  Mr.  Llewellvn.  Sir  Hiohard  Paget,  Mr. 
-Ilobhouse,  Mr.  Whitmore,  Mr.  Quilter,  Mr. 
Howell,  and  Mr.  Alfred  Thomas. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  lirst  time.  [Bill  123.] 

ilBGISTRATION   OF    CLUBS   BILL. 

-  On  Motion  of  Mr.  Webster,  Bill  to  provide 

.i^r  the  Registration  of   Clubs,  ordered  to  be 

.brought  in  by  Mr.  Webster,  Mr.  Caine,  Mr. 
Oochrane-Baillie,  and  Mr.  Gainsford  Bruce. 

r  5  Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  124.] 

DEVOLUTION   OF   ESTATES   BILL. 

On  Motion   of  Sir    Horace    Davey,  Bill  to 

amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  devolution  of 

real  and  pergonal  estates,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Sir  Horace  Davey,  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler, 
and  Mr.  Haldane. 

Bill  presented)  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  126.] 

BOROUGH   FUNDS   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Woodall,  Bill  to  amend 

the  Act  of    the  thirty-fifth  and    thirty-sixth 

years  of  the  reign  of  Queen  Victoria,  chapter 
ninety-one,  entitled  **  An  Act  to  authorise  the 
application  of  Funds  of  Municipal  Corporations 
and  other  Governing  Bodies  in  certain  eases," 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Woodall,  Mr. 
Richard  Chamberlain,  and  Sir  Albert  Rollit. 

iiill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  126.] 

COUNTY  councillors'  TRAVELLING  EXPENSES 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of   Mr.  Arthur  Acland,  Bill  to 

pYovid6   for  the    payment  of  the  Travelling 

Expenses  of  County  Councillors,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by-  Mr.  Arthur  Acland,  Mr. 
Asquith,  and  Sir  Edward  Gray. 

^  Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time,  [Bill  12 7. J 


MAINTENANCE   OF   DESTriUTE  PARENTS  BILL, 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Gainsford  Brnee,  Kll  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  means  of  oom^ 
polling  persons  to  maintain  their  destitute 
parents,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Gainsford  Brnce,  Mr.  Gully,  Mr.  Dugdale,  and 
Ml'.  Lockwood 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time*  [Bill  12S.] 

TITHE   RENT-CHARGE   (IRELAND)  (NO.  2)  BELL. 

On  ]^Iotion  of  Mr.  Penrose  Fitzgenald,  Bill  to 
amend  the  I^w  with  regard  to  'ilthe  Rdnt- 
Cliarge  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  bronght  in 
by  Mr.  Penrose  Fitzi^rald,  Cftptain  M^Calmont, 
Mr.  Smith- Harry,  and  Colonel  Sanndereon. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  f^rsttime.  [Bill  129.] 


AGRICULTURAL  EDUCATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jesse  CoUings,  Bill  for 
Industrial  AgricuUur.il  b!diic<itioi  in  PabUo 
Elementary  Schools,  ordered  to  be  broaiifht  in 
by  Mr.  Jesse  CoUings,  Mr.  Henrv  H.  Fowler, 
Sir  John  Lubbock.  Mr.  Howell,  Sir  Jlohh 
KennawHV,  Sir  Bernhard  Samuelson,  Mr. 
George  Dixon,  Mr.  Robert  Reid,  and  Major 
Rasch. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BiU  180.] 

SHOPS   (WEEKLY   HALF   HOLIDAY)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Bill  to 
enable  Local  Authorities  to  establish  a  Weekly 
Half  Holiday  for  Shops,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  Barry,  Mr.  Burt, 
Mr.  Cameron  Corbett,  Sir  Walter  Foster,  and 
Mr.  Whitley. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  181.] 


METROPOLIS    MANAGEMENT    AND     BUILDING 
ACTS   AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Metropolis  Management  and  Build* 
ing  Acts,  ordered  to  be  brous^ht  in  by  Sir  John 
Lubbock,  Earl  Compton,  Mr.  Lawson,  and 
Captain  Vemey. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  132. 

THEATRES   (LONDON)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Bill  to  make 
better  provision  for  the  regulation  of  TfaeatreB 
in  London,  ordered  to  be  brou^^ht  in  bv  Sir 
John  Lubbock,  Earl  Compton,  Mr.  BouInoiSi 
Mr.  Lawson,  and  Captain  Vemey. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BiI1183.] 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
before  Twelve  o'otook. 
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HOUSE      OF      LORDS, 
Friday,  Uth  Febricary,  1890, 


ROLL  OF  THE  LORDS, 
The  lord  CHANCELLORacquainted 
the  House  that  the  Clerk  of  the  Parlia- 
ments had  prepared  and  laid  it  on  the 
Table.  The  same  was  ordered  to  be 
printed.     [No.  17.] 

larceny   act   (1861)   a3hendment  (use  of 

firearms)  bill. 

A  Bill  for  the  farther  security  of  the  persons 
-of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  from  personal  violence 
— was  presented  by  the  Earl  of  MiUtown ;  read 
1* ;  and  to  be  printed.    (No.  18.) 

SWEATING  SYSTEM. 

The  Earl  op  DUNRAVEN  :  My  Lords, 

I    rise    to   move   the  re-appointment  of 

the  Select  Committee  upon  the  Sweating 

System.     Your  Lordships  will  remember 

that  you  appointed  a  Committee  in 
March,  1888,  to  inquire  into  the  Sweat- 
ing System  in  the  East-End  of  London. 
The  Committee  sat  during  that  Session, 
-during  the  Autumn  Session,  and  also 
<iuring  last  Session  of  Parliament.  Your 
•Committee  ceased  to  take  evidence  on 
the  16th  July,  and  on  the  15th  August 
met  to  consider  their  Report ;  but  owing 
to  the  late  period  of  the  Session,  and  the 
short  time  that  had  elapsed  since  they 
had  ceased  to  take  evidence,  the  Com- 
mittee did  not  think  it  advisable  then  to 
<;onsider  their  Report.  I  therefore  ask 
your  Lordships  to  re-appoint  the  Com- 
mittse  to  consider  their  Report.  As  I 
have  had  many  inquiries  made  of  me  on 
the  subject,  perhaps  I  may  be  allowed 
to  add  that  as  the  whole  of  the  evidence 
und  the  Draft  Report  have  been  before 
your  Lordships'  Committee  for  six 
months,  I  should  think  that  the  sit- 
tings of  the  Committee  need  not  be 
prolonged. 

Moved,  ^'Thata  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
'to  consider  the  evidence  relating  to  the  Sweatings 
System  in  the  United  Kingdom,  taken  during 
the  Sessions  of  1888  and  1889,  and  to  report 
^.hereon  to  the  House.'* — The  Lord  Kenry  (i?. 
JDunraven  and  Mount- Earl), 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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Then  the  Lords  following  were  named 
of  the  Committee : — 


L.  Abp.  Canterbury. 

D.  Norfolk 

{E.  Marshal) 

E.  Derby. 

E.  Brownlow. 
V.  Gordon. 


L.  Foxford. 

[E,  Limerick.) 
L.  Kenry.  ( E,  Dunra- 
ten  and  Moiint'Earl.) 
L.  Sandhurst. 
L.  Rothschild. 
L.  Monkswell. 
L,  Thring. 


{E,  Aberdeen.) 
L.  Clinton. 

L.  Cliflford  of    Chud-     L.  Basing, 
leigh. 

The  Committee  to  appoint  their  own  Chairman, 
and  to  meet  on  Tuesday  next  at  half-past 
Three  o'clock. 

House  adjourned  at  half-past  Four  o* clock, 

to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 
before  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE       OF       COMMONS, 
Friday,  14th  February,  1890. 


STANDING    ORDERS. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  on  Stand- 
ing Orders  do  consist  of  Thirteen  Members  i^ 
Mr.  Barclay,  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  ^Ir.  Sydney 
Buxton,  Mr.  Ctyrew,  Mr.  Cubitt,  Mr.  Arthur 
Elliot,  Mr.  Halsey,  Mr.  William  Lowther,  Sir 
John  Mowbray,  Colonel  ^olan,  Sir  Lyon 
Playfair,  Mr.  Ktansfeld,  and  Mr.  Whitbread 
were  accordingly  nominated  Members  of  the 
Committee. — {Sir  John  Mowbray.) 

SELECTION. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  of  Selection  do 
consist  of  Ten  Members : — Dr.  Cameron,  Lord 
Edward  Cavendish,  Mr.  Cubitt,  Sir  Archibald 
Orr  Ewing,  Sir  Robert  Fowler,  Mr.  Illingworth, 
Mr.  Justin  M*Carthy,  Sir  Hussey  Vivian,  Mr. 
Whitbread,  and  the  Chairman  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  Standing  Orders  were  accord- 
ingly nominated  Members  of  the  Committee. — 
{Sir  John  Mowbray.) 

EAST  INDIA  (CRAWFORD  CASE). 
Address  for — 

''  Return  giving  Copies  of,  or  Extracts  from, 
Oorrespondonce  with  the  Governments  of  India 
and  Bombay  as  to  the  Mamlutdars  incriminated 
in  the  Crawford  Case.*' — {Mr.  Bradlaugh.) 

NEW  WRIT. 

For  West  Waterford.  v.  Jasper  Donglas 
Pyne,  Esq.,  deceased.  —  ( J/r.  Richard 
Pmjoer.) 

NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 

James  Parktn*  Smith,  Esq.,  for  Lanark* 
shire  (Partick  Division). 
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MOTIONS. 


superannuations  (officers  of  county 
councils)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Norris,  Bill  to  enable 
County  Councils  to  provide  a  fund,  by  deduc- 
tions from  salaries  and  wages  of  officers  and 
servants  in  their  employment,  and  to  grant 
Superannuation  Allowances  therefrom,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Norris,  Sir  Bichard 
Temple,  Mr.  Lawson,  Sir  Albeit  Bollit,  Mr. 
Edmund  Robertson,  and  Mr.  Jennings. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  134.1 

POOR   RATE   (metropolis)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Pickersg^,  Bill  to  equalise 

the  Poor  Rate  over  the  Metropolis,  ordered  to  be 

brought  in  by  Mr.  Pickersgill,  Mr.  Howell,  Mr. 
Sydney  Buxton,  Mr.  James  Stuart,  Mr.  Caus- 
ton,  Mr.  Cremer,  Mr.  James  Rowlands,  Mr. 
Octavius  y.  Morgan,  Mr.  Montagu,  Mr.  Law- 
son,  and  Mr.  Beaufoy. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  135.] 

office  under  the  crown  (vacation  of 

seats)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  W.  F.  Lawrence,  Bill  to 

amend   the  Law  regarding  the  Vacation   of 

Seats  by  Members  of  the  Commons  House  of 
Parliament  accepting  Office  under  the  Crown, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  W.  F.  Law- 
rence, Mr.  Hobhouse,  Mr.  Tomlinson,  Mr. 
Arthur  Elliot,  Mr.  Francis  Stevenson,  Mr. 
Edmund  Robertson,  and  Mr.  Seager  Hunt. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  136.] 

parliamentary  voters  (QUALitnxG  period) 

bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Morton,  Bill  to  amend 

the    Law    concerning    qualifying    period    for 

Parliamentary  Voters  in  the  United  Kingdom  ; 
and  for  other  purposes,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Morton,  Captain  Vemey,  Mr.  Leng, 
and  Mr.  Pinkerton. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  1 37.- 

PARLIAMENTARV   ELECnOXS    BILL. 
On    Motion    of   Mr.   Howell,  Bill   to  con- 
solidate, simplify,  and  amend  the  Law  relating 

to  Parliamentary  Elections ;  and  for  other 
purposes  relating  thereto,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  Pickerss^ill.  Mr.  Sydney 
Buxton,  Mr.  Fen  wick,  "Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor, 
Mr.  Hunter,  Mr.  Warniington,  and  Mr.  Bowen 
Rowlands. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  138.] 

CRIMINAL   LAW   AMEN'DMICN  r    1;ILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Chance,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Criminal  Law,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Chance,  Mr.  Gane,  and  ^\v.  Hunter. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  139.] 


QUESTIONS., 

THE  DOG-MUZZLINa  ORDEK. 

Mr.  HERBERT  KNATCHBULL 
HUGESSEN  (IS'.E.  Kent,  Faversham)  : 
I  beg  tojjsk  the  President  of  the  Boartl 
of  Agriculture  whether  there  has  been 
an  authentic  case  of  rabies  in  East  Kent 
during  the  last  12  months  ;  if  so,  would  he 
state  where  ;  and,  if  not,  if  he  Avill  noAv 
withdraw  the  Dog-Muzzling  Oi-der  as  far 
as  regards  that  district  ? 

The  president  of  thk  BOARD  of 
AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Cilvplix,  Lincoln: 
shire,  Sleaford)  :  If  the  hon.  Member's 
question  applies  strictly  to  East  Kent, 
there  has  been  no  case  of  nibies  in  that 
division  of  the  county,  but  tliere  liave 
been  39  outbreaks  of  rabies  in  the  countv 
as  a  whole.  The  disease  lias,  unfortu- 
nately, b»3en  spreading  from  West  to  East- 
for  some  time  past,  and  some  cases  liave 
occurred  in  West  Kent  so  near  the 
boundaries  as  to  render  it  extremely 
inadvisable  to  witlidraw  the  Oi*der  apply- 
ing to  East  Kent.  I  regret  exceedingly  Uf 
have  to  impose  an  Order  involving  incon- 
venience and  annoyance  to  anybody,  but  I 
hope  that  it  will  be  necessary  to  enforce 
it  for  a  limited  period  only. 

*Mr.H.  KNATCHBULI^HUGESSEN  :: 
Is   the    right   hon.    Gentleman   able    t<> 
state  the  nearest  point  in  West  Kent  to- 
East   Kent  where  an  outbi*eak  has  oc* 
curred  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  As  far  as  I  am  in- 
formed the  nearest  point  wa«  within  eight 
or  ten  miles  of  the  Eastern  division  of 
the  county. 

*Mr.  H.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN  : 
Where  ?  Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
give  the  name  of  the  place  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  I  think  it  was  Yahl- 
ing,  but  I  am  speaking  from  menioi-v 
only. 

*Mr.  H.  KNATCHBULL-HUGES8EN : 
That  is  some  miles  away  from  >]ast 
Kent. 

IRELAND- PRISON  DISCIPLINE.' 
Mr.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Seerctarv  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  it  be  true  thai 
the  warders  in  JjondondeiTV  Prison  are 
kept  16  hours  [)er  day  on  duty,  and  tt) 
keep  watcli  during  two  nights  every 
week  ;  if  it  be  true  that  the  tradesmen 
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warders  iiri;  kept  marcUiiig  prisniiera  in 
n  ring  whilst  work  find  repairs  Are  given 
to  CDiitract ;  and  if  the  General  Prisons 
Board  will  remed}-  the  matter,  if  trna":" 
The  CHIKF  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  BiLTOiit,  Manchester, 
E.) :  The  General  Prisons  Board  report 
that  the  allegations  in  the  first  paragraph 
of  this  question  ai-o  not  true.  Wardtrs 
id  Londonderry  Prison  arc  on  dntj-  only 
iiiim  hours  and  25  miiuitj'S  per  week 
day,  with  3J  hours  evening  duty  twicu 
in  the  week.  Night  gniird  crimes  only 
evi;ry  fifth  night.  The  n'arder  is  off 
duty  for  eight  hours  befon-  going  on 
night  guard,  and  for  seven  liours  upon 
coming  ofE  that  guaitl.  The  Board  aluci 
rc]>nrt  that  the  allegation  in  the  st'cond 
paragraph,  is  without  fonmlation. 

THK  NAVAL  ESTIMATES. 
Mb.  JENNINGS  (Stockport) :  I  beg 
til  iisk  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admii-alty 
whether,  considering  that  Vote  13  of  the 
Xiival  Estimates  (Admiralty  Ufficc)  has 
biien  postponed  during  the  last  two  years 
to  so  late  II  period  that  reusonable  and 
pro|)er  discussion  of  it  was  out  of  the 
■[uestion,  he  will  arrange  to  have  that 
Vote  taken  early  in  the  present  Session  ] 
•Thr  HRST  LORD  or  thb  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing)  :  At  this  period  of  the  Session  it 
is  (|uit3  impossible  to  give  any  under- 
taking as  to  the  order  in  which  the 
Navy  Votes  will  bo  taken.  I  will, 
however,  make  a  note  of  my  hon.  Friend's 
request,  as  I  remember  that  lie  has 
twice  postponed  the  observations  he 
wished  to  mike  on  this  Vote  to  facilitate 
public  business, 

CLUB  HOUSfi  LICENCES. 
Mk.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.) :  1  beg  to 

rtsk  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether,  in  framing  his  coming  Budget, 
he  will  consider  the  propriety  of  charg- 
ing licence  duty  to  clubs  on  the  same 
scale  as  that  charged  to  hotels  and  public- 
houses  at  present  licensed  for  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  drinks  1 

•The  CHANCELLOR  ov  thk  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  GoaCHEK,  St.  Geot^'s, 
Hanover  Square)  :  Looking  to  the  near 
approach  of  the  Budget,  I  am  bound  to 
practiss  as  muoh  r:;tic9nc_>  with  regard  to 
the  imposition  of  new  taxes  us  I  nni 
obliged  to  observe  with  Vi^gHrd  to  the 
remission  of  tasntion.     Thcsulijtc!,  how- 


ever, has  often  occupied  the  Iiilniid 
Revenue,  iind  their  attention  has  been 
particularly  directed  to  it  in  connection 
with    the   spread    of   so-called    "  b<^uK " 

Mk.  BIOGAR  :  May  1  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  l^partment> 
whether  ht'  will  consider  the  propriety 
of  limiting  the  hoars  for  the  sale  ef 
intoxicating  drinks  in  clnbs  to  the  houn* 
allowable  in  hotels  and  ordinary*  pnblic- 
houscs  ;  and  if  he  is  prepai-ed  to  supiiort 
the  limitation,  or  will  he  attempt  to  carry 
it  out  by  legislation  ? 

The  SECRKTAEY  of  STATE  toii  ■mv. 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthkws. 
Birmingham,  E.)  ;  I  am  not  prcpiired  to 
introduce  or  to  support  legislation  of  the 
kind  suggested  l^-  the  hon.  Member  in 
the  case  of  bond  fide  alMha.  Tlie  existing 
law  has  enabled  prosecutions  to  bu  insti- 
tuted against  so-caltcd  clubs,  which  are 
really  unlicenssd  placos  for  the  shIc  of 
intoxicating  liquors, 

WESTERN    AUSTRALIA. 

Mg.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  l)fg  t,.  Hsk 
the  Under  Secretary  of  Stat!  for  the 
Colonies  whether,  in  view  of  projwsed 
legislation  for  Western  Australia,  ho 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  Housl-  the 
"  Notes  and  Statistics  respecting  tlu-  six 
land  divisions  of  Western  Anstralia,  by 
the  Hon.  John  Forrest,  Commissioner  of 
Crown  Lands,"  "The  Maps  of  Western 
Australia  showing  in  yellow  colour  the 
area  leased  by  the  Crown  for  pastoral 
purposes  on  Slst  December,  188S." 
and  such  other  Papers  as  explain  the 
land  jHilicy  of  Western  Australia  dnriu'r 
the  past  60  years  ? 

The  undersecretary  w  STATK 
FOR  THC  COLONIES  (Baron  H.  dc 
Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxtoth)  ;  The 
Papers  mentioned  are  included  in  the 
collection  which  wan  presented  on  Tucw- 
day,  and  will  bo  circulated  on  a  very 
early  day. 

M[;.  BRADLAUGH  :  Docs  that  in- 
clude the  map  t 

Baiius  H.  Dt  WORMS  :  I  hoi>c  so. 

SWAZILAKa 
Sii;  ROBERT  FOWLER  (Undon)  ; 
1  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretarv  of 
SlatL'  for  the  Colonics  whether' the 
Rcjiort  of  Sii-  Francis  dc  Wiiiton,  as 
Spjcinl  Commissioner  to  inquire  into  the 
Nii 
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affairs  of  Swaziland,  lias-  yet  been 
received  by  Her-  Majesty's  Government  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  an  opportunity  will 
be  afforded  to  the  House  for  discussing 
it  before  its  recommendations  are  acted 
upon? 

Baron  H.  pe  WORMS  :  Sir 
Francis  do  Winton  has  not  yet  completed 
liis  Report,  which  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table  with  other  Papers  in  due  course  ; 
but  Her  Majesty's  (rovernment  cannot 
undertake  to  postpone  action  upon  it 
until  after  the  subject  lias  been  discussed 
in  Parliament. 

ZULULAND- NATIVE  CHIEFS, 

Sir  ROBERT  FOWLER:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  when  the  official  Report  of 
the  proceedings  before  the  Special  Com- 
mission at  Etshowe,  by  which  the  Zulu 
chiefs  and  others  were  tried  and 
•sentenced,  and  other  Papers,  in  continua- 
tion of  the  Blue  Book  C.  5522,  will  he 
presented  to  the  House  ? 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS  :  A  voluminous 
paper,  in  continuation  of  C.  5522,  was 
presented  on  Tuesday,  and  will  be  found 
to  contain  much  matter  connected  with 
the  proceedings  of  the  Special  Com- 
mission. The  full  record  of  the 
judgments,  and  the  evidence  is  too 
bulky  to  be  included  in  the  Parlia- 
mentary Paper,  but  a  large  number  of 
the  volumes  containing  it  has  been  placed 
in  the  Library  for  the  use  of  Members. 

POSTAGE  OF  NEWSPAPER  SUPPLE- 
MENTS. 

Mr.  WEBSTKR  (St.  Pancras,  E.)  :  I 
b2g  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  there  is  a  rule  of  the  Post 
Office  (dependent  upon  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment) whereby  su})pleraents  of  news- 
papers are  required  to  be  dated,  as  well 
lis  to  bear  the  title  of  the  paper  in  which 
they  appjar  ;  whether  he  is  aware  such 
regulation  acts  as  a  great  hardship  upon 
Ruch  papers  as  the  Graphic,  inasmuch  as 
it  is  necessary  to  print  fine  art  supple- 
ments many  months  before  publication, 
when  it  is  impossible  to  fix  the  data  with 
any  guarantee  that  it  may  not  have  to 
be  altered,  and  as  this  is  impracticable  it 
renders  the  supplement,  prepared  at 
great  expense,  valueless,  as  under  this 
regulation  it  is  not  permitted,  unless 
correctly  dated,  to  pass  through  the 
post ;  and  whether  a  proposal  has  been 
/Sir  Mobert  Fowler 


made  to  the  Post  Office  that  details  of 
every  supplement  shall,  as  an  alternative 
plan,  be  printed  in  some  conspicuous 
position  on  the  paper,  apart  from  the 
supplement,  and  if  so  Avhether  such 
proposal  can  be  accepted  ? 
*Thk  postmaster  general  (Mr. 
Raikf.s,  University  of  Cambridge)  :  The 
facts  are  as  stated  by  my  hon.  Friend, 
and  the  liardship  is  one  which  I  think 
should  be  remedied.  This  is  not,  how- 
ever, possible  without  an  alteration  of 
the  law%  but  I  hope  it  may  be  possible  to 
deal  with  the  matter  duinng  the  present 
Session. 

YORK  SCHOOL  BOARD, 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  the  final  notice  ordering  the 
election  of  a  School  Board  for  York,  in 
the  event  of  accommodation  for 
at  least  a  thousand  children  not 
being  provided,  was  issued  on  the 
22nd  May,  1888  ;  whether  the  School 
Board  wa*?,  in  consequence,  elected  in 
Februar}',  1889  ;  whether  he  is  awaro 
that  a  letter  containing:  the  foUowinsr 
words  was  written  by  the  Education 
Department  to  the  York  School  Board 
on  the  26th  April,  1889— 

"  I  am  directed  to  state  that  it  will  now  be 
the  duty  of  your  Board  to  provide  schools  for 
the  purpose  of  supplying  the  deficiency  of 
accommodation  set  forth  in  the  final  notice.  I 
am  to  request  that  this  matter  may  be 
taken  into  consideration  hy  your  Board  without 
delay,  and  that  their  proposals  with  regard  to 
the  provision  of  schools  may  be  submitted  for 
their  Lordships'  approval. 

"  Plans  of  any  new  buildings  should  be  ar- 
ranged in  accordance  with  the  enclosed  building 
rules." 

Whether  such  a  direction  and  statement 
of  duty  constitutes  a  requisition  under 
Section  10  of  the  Education  Act  of  1870  : 
and  whether  any  other  requisition  has 
lieen  sent  to  the  York  School  Board 
from  the  date  of  its  election  to  the  pre- 
sent day  ? 
*The  vice  president  op  the 
COMMITTEE  of  COUNCIL  (Sir  W. 
Harf  Dyke,  Kent,  Dartford) :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  correctly  stated  the 
facts,  but  such  a  letter  as  that  quoted  is 
not  and  has  never  since  the  pa&sing  of 
the  Act  of  1 870  been  deemed  a  requisi- 
tion within  the  meaning  of  Section  10. 
No  requisition  has  been  sent  to  the  York 
School  Board. 
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Mil.  MUNDELLA  :  Then  a  letter  was 
Hcnt  ? 
*8iR  \V.  HART  DYKE  :  Yes. 

THE  VICTUALLING  YARD,  DEPTFORD. 

Mk.  CHARLES  DARLING  (Dept- 
fonl  j  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  whether  a  petition  from  the 
empUnjes  of  the  Victualling  Yard,  Dapt- 
ford,  has  been  brought  to  his  notica  :  and 
whetlier  it  is  possible  to  grant  to  them 
the  increase  of  pay  which  they  request  ? 

Loud  G.  HAMILTON:  The  petiticm 
in  question  has,  I  undei-stand,  been 
n'ceived  and  is  under  consideration. 

THE  WEST  AUSTRALIAN  BILL. 

8iu  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
c  ildy)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  StatL'  for  the  Colonies,  if  he  can  give 
jui  assurance  that  sufficient  opportunity 
will  be  given  for  explaining  and  dis- 
cussing the  West  Australian  Bill  before 
the  Housj  is  asked  to  read  it  a  second 
time,  and  that  it  will  not  he  takeu  late 
at  niiifht  / 

Bak'ox  H.  di:  WORMS  :  Proper  noticj 
will  bL«  given,  and  due  time  allowed  for 
discussion  ;  but  I  hope  that  as  it  has  lyjen 
agreed,  in  accordance  with  the  promise 
iriven  iast  Session,  that  the  Bill  shall  be 
refe'rred  to  a  Select  ComraittL^e,  where 
the  (juestion  of  the  land  which  has 
excitod  so  much  interest  in  the  House 
can  be  thoroughly  considered  a 
lengthened  discussion  on  the  Second 
Reading  may  be  found  unnecessary'. 


THK  PORTUaUESE   IN   EAST   AFRICA 

Sii;    GEORGE    CAMPBELL:    I    beg 
to  ask   the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  AfEairs  (1.)  if  he  can  say  by  whose 
decision  the  Papers  regarding  the  Anglo- 
Portuguese    difficulty    in    JUfrica     Avere 
classed  among  the  less  important  Papers 
which  are  not  circulated  to  Members  till 
a[)i)licd  for  ;  (2.)  whether,  looking  to  the 
absence  of  any  map  to  accompany  these 
Papers,  he  will  make  accessible  to  Mem- 
bers some  kind  of  map  showing  where 
the       recent      regrettable      occurrence 
actually  occurred ;  (3.)  whether  it  is  true, 
as    asserted    by    the    Portuguese,    and 
apparently    admitted    by  Acting-Consul 
Buchanan,  that  the  collision  between  the 
forces  of    Major  Pinto  and  the   natives 
occurred  south  of  the  confluence  of  the 
Rivers    Ruo  and    Shire,   a  chief,  called 
*'  Miauli,"    having    there    attacked  .  the 
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Portuguese  contrary  to  the  advice  of  the 
Acting  Consul ;  and  (4.)  whether  it  has 
been  ascertained  that  Major  Pinto  did 
afterwards  cross  the  Ruo,  and  occupy  the 
territory  north  of  that  river,  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  British  Settle- 
ments ? 
The      under      SECRETARY      of 

f^^ATB  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
AMES  Fergusson,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :  (1.) 
The  course  taken  was  understood  to  be 
in    accordance    with   the  wishes  of    the 
House  of  Commons  ;    250  copies  being 
supplied  to  the  Vote  Office.  (2.)  A  map  was 
sent  to  the  library  of  the  House  yester- 
day. (3.)  All  the.  Reports  respecting  this 
engagement  received  are    contained  in 
the    Papers    laid.     In    the    first   serious 
conflict  Miauli  is  said  to  have  taken  the 
offensive  distinctly  against  the  advice  of 
the    Actinor    Consul.     It    is    not    clear 
whether  the  action   took  place   north  or 
south  of  the  Ruo,  but  it  must  have  been 
in  its  immediate  neighbourhood.     I  may 
thus  have   been   in  error    last  night   in 
saying    that  the   Portuguese;   force    was  . 
within    Makololo    territory,    though    we 
believe   that   it    was.     The   date  of  this 
affair  was  apparently  NoVvUiber  8.     It 
must  be  remembered  tliat  tliis  was  more 
than  a   fortnight   after  the   l\>rtuguesc 
commander     had,     on     October      26th, 
issued    his  declaration  of   war   (No.    288 
Printed  Papers).     (4.)  There  is  no  doubt 
whatever    as    to     this    fact,    which    is 
admitted  on  both  sides. 

♦Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  jinswered  the  last 
paragi-apli  of  the  question  :  did  !Major 
Pinto  cross  the  Ruo  and  occupy  the 
territor}^  north  of  that  river? 

*SiR  J.  FERGUSSON:  Yes,  Sir.  At 
least,  some  of  his  forces  did  crross  the 
river  and  occupied  the  country  in  the 
neighlx)urhood  of  the  British  Settle- 
ments. 

*SiR  (;.  CAMPBELL:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ascertain  whether  the 
engagement  did  take  place  on  the  north 
or  on  the  south  side  of  the  river  ? 

*SiR  J.  FER(  JUSSON  :  1  will  endeavour 
to  ascertain. 


THE  LONDON  COUNTY  COUNCIL. 

Mr.  15ARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  I  Ixjg 
to  ask  tlie  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  any  Correspondence  has  pa^jsed 
between  tlie  Treasury  and  the  Jjondon 
County  Council  on    the   subject    of  the 
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purcliAsc  of  n  sitL-  for  offices  for  thut  \iody 
under  tlie  Act  of  last  yoar ;  and,  if  bo, 
whether  lie  will  lay  the  Correspondence 
upon  thu  Table  ItefoiH;  eiiuctioning  afiy 
<.'Xj>enditure ! 

•The  secretary  to  thk  TREA- 
HURY  (Mr.  Jacksos,  Ueda,  N.)  :  llierc 
lias  been  no  CorreBpondence  between  the 
Treasury  and  the  London  County  Conndk 
on  the  subject  of  the  purchase  of  a  site 
for  offices  for  the  Council  under  the  Act 
of  last  St!saion. 

THE  BEHBINa  SEA  FISHERIES. 
Mb,  STAVKLRY  HILL  (Staffordshire, 
KitigKwinfonl)  ;  I  bcff  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretly  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
what  is  the  present  position  of  the 
negotiations  with  tho  United  States 
Government  with  reference  to  the  claims 
made  by  the  Victorian  Sealers  on 
account  of  the  seizure  of  their  vcss-ls  in 
the  Biiliring  Sea  ;  what  I'epresentiLtiouM 
have  been  made  to  the  Russian  Uoveru- 
m'-'nt  on  account  of  the  similar  seizure 
of  ike  A  rail  )uih  ;  aud  whether  it  is  in- 
■  tended  to  present  to  Parliament  any 
Papers  relating  to  these  matters  T 
•Silt  J.  FKKGUSSOX:  As  I  Imve 
already  stated,  it  would  not  i)e  con- 
yenient  to  raid:e  Btatements  with  respect 
to  tho  negotiations  concerning'  seal  fishing 
in  theUehringSea.  Representations  with 
regaid  to  the  case  of  the  Araiinah  have 
been  made  to  the  Russian  (rOTernment. 
As  the  I'Cply  of  thut  Government  was  not 
c'onsidci'ed  satisfactory,  further  informa- 
tion has  been  called  for  from  Her 
Majesty's  AmbiKsador  at  St.  Petorslnirjr. 
The  case  is  not  suHiciently  advanced  to 
make   it  desirable   tu   by  Phjk-ts   on  the 

Mil.  S.  HILL ;  When  may  we  expect 
any  definite  iuforniatiou  upon  the  matter '( 
The  negotiations  have  now  lx.-en  going  on 
for  a  hmg  time. 
"S[R  ,1.  FERGUS-SON"  :  It  is  quite  true 
that  the  iiegoliatioii.'i  have  been  going  on 
for  a  lung  time  ;  but  the  hon.  Member 
mustPCinember  that  they  have  reference, 
BO  far  as  Russia  is  con(«rncd,  to  transac- 
tions which  have  taken  place  at  a  very 
great  diaiance,  and  reference  has  to  lie 
made  to  it  by  the  (jovi'rnment  at  St. 
Petersburg. 

Mr.  S.  hill  ;  My  question  related 
more  particularly  to  the  United  States, 
and  Ne  w  York  is  nni  at  fif  from  Kn<rland. 


THE  SCWTCH  EDUCATION  CODE. 
Mit.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Rollox)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
when  the  Scotch  Education  Code  for 
1890iwill  be  laid  upon  the  Table  in  a 
condition  capable  of  being  sent  out  to  be 
printed! 
•The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
RoBEBTSOX,  But«shire)  :  'Hhe  Scotch  Code 
was  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  on 
Tuesday  last  in  a  complete  and  final  fonn, 
and  was  sent  for  printing  and  distribu- 
tion on  the  same  day.  Any  delay 
which  may  occur  is  due  solely  to  the 
work  of  printing  and  diatribntion,  and 
does  not  rest  with   the    Department    in 

meteopolitan  police  and 

strikeks. 

*mb.     cuninghame    graham 

(Lanark,  N.W.) : .  I  beg  to  ask  tho 
Secretary  of  State  for  tho  Home  Depart- 
ment if  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  circumstances  of  the  arrest  of  Mr. 
Tom  Mann  during  the  gas  stokers'  strikes; 
and  whether  he  was  removed  by  the 
jxjlico  whilst  endeavouring  to  preserve 
the  public  peace  1 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  Yes,  Sir  ;  I  am 
aware  of  the  circumstances  referred  t", 
which  occurred  at  Hay's  Wharf,  and  not 
in  connection  with  the  gas  strikes.  Tlio 
police  were  of  opinion  that  Mr.  Mann  was 
creating  an  obstruction  and  causing  a 
crowd  to  assemble.  The  magistrate, 
upon  the  evidence  before  him,  was 
not  satisfied  that  the  prisoner  was  the 
cause  of  the  crowd  assembling;  and  dis- 
missed the  charge. 

CHURCH  REVENUES. 

Mu.  PICTON  (Leicester):  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretarj-  of  State  for  the  Homi^ 
Department  if  he  can  inform  the  House 
what  progress  has  been  made  with  tho 
Return  of  Church  Revenues,  onlered  in 
1888,  on  the  Motion  of  the  right  honour- 
able J.  G.  Hubbard,  and  when  it  is  likely 
to  be  laid  upon  the  Table  1 

Mn.  MATl'HEWS:  I  am  infornicil 
by  the  Ecclesiastical  CommiBsioners  that 
very  considerable  progress  has  been 
made  with  the  preparation  of  this 
Return,  and  the  first  portion  will  be 
ready  for  pi-cseutation  about    1st   Juno 


THE  INDIAN  WORKS  DEPARTMENT. 
Sir  roper  LRTHBRIDGE(Ken9ing- 
tflii,  Jf.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
^Seci-etarj-  of  State  (or  India,  with 
■  reference  to  ft  Despatch  from  the  Govern- 
ment of  India,  dated  28th  March,  1870, 
mid  signeil  by  Lord  Mayo,  Sir  William 
Mansfield,  Sii-  Henry  Dnrand,  Sir  John 
Stnichey,  Sir  Richard  Temple,  and  Sii- 
.1  limes  Fitzjamcs  Stephen,  which  wa^ 
iiiidei-stood  to  (wniain  a  paesage  to  the 
following  effect;— 

"  We  xhall  be  eUd  to  see  wms  plan  adapted 
liy  which  the  fnrlongh  allowuices  of  <urii 
tiDginecra  shall  he  eqaalimd  with  those  of 
ini  I  itary  ofiicers  in  the  Pahlio  Works  Depart- 
meat,  HDd  BO  far  aa  practicable  Uieir  advan- 
tages of  pension  also," 

ulietliei-  any,  and  wliat,  steps  Iiave  beet 
tjiken  to  isirry  out  this  recommendation : 
iiiid  whether  this  Despatch,  and  other 
I'ltpci's  relating  to  the  furlougli  allow- 
iiiiccs  and  pensions  of  civil  engineers  in 
tlio  Piiblio  Works  Department  of  India, 
I'iin  be  laid  upon  the  l^ble  of  the  House  'f 

Thk  under  secretary  ofSTATE 
JOB  INDIA  (Sir  J.  GOBST,  Chatham)  :  The 
lntsMige  quoted  is  a  cori-ect  extract  from 
the  Despatch,  which  is  to  iie  found  in 
I'iH-liaineutary  PapeV  No.  115  of  1871, 
with  other  Papers.  The  steps  taken  to 
ciiny  out  tho  recommendation,  so  far  as 
Jias  been  found  practicable,  are  stated  in 
the  correspondence  published  in  Parlia- 
niontarj-  Paper  No.  4:19  of  1888. 

SiK  ROPER  LETHBRIDGE  :  Arising 
out  of  that  answer,  will  my  right  hon. 
h'ric'iid  infonn  the  House  whether  any 
hfcejiH  wore  subsequently  taken  ;  and,  ii 
so,  with  what  result  ? 

Sir  J.  GOKST:  Steps  liavc  been  taken. 
hut  I  am  afi'aid  I  am  not  able  without 
notice  to  descril>e  tlieni. 

DEATH  OF  A  PEISONER  IN  MAN- 
CHESTER. 
SiK  ROBERT  FOWLER:  1  beg  to  ask 
llic  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
DeiMirtmcnt  whether  he  will  institute  a 
searching  inquiry  bj-  some  impartial 
|ieroons,other  than  the  Prisim  Authorities, 
into  the  circumstances  of  the  death  of 
William  Henry  GatcIifEe,  a  prisoner  who 
died  in  Strangeways  Gaol,  Manchester, 
in  November  last,  and  who  was  found 
to  have  his  breast  bone  and  six  ribs 
broken  ;  injarics  which  the  local  medical 
examiners  declared  to   have   been   sus- 
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fained  within  48  hours  of  his  de- 
cease! 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  One  of  the  war- 
ders was  tried  for  the  manslaughter  of 
this  prisoner  and  was  acquitted.  In  tho 
course  of  the  trial  all  the  circnmstances 
attending  the  death  of  Gatcliffe  were 
laid  in  evidence  beforo  the  Court,  and 
since  then  the  whole  matter,  and  the 
general  administration  of  the  prison  \fy 
the  local  officers,  have  been  carefully  in- 
vestigated by  the  Prison  Commissioners  ; 
and  I  am  satisfied  that  no  further  light 
can  be  thrown  on  this  melancholy  occur- 
rence by  any  further  inquiry. 

•SiB  R.  FOWLER :  Is  it  a  fact  that 
Captain  Wilson,  who  was  present  at  tho 
trial  on  behalf  of  the  Home  Office,  did 
not  examine  the  medical  man  who 
conducted  t\i.e  poat  mortem  oxanaination  1 

Mli,  MATTHEWS:  My  hon.  Friend 
must  give  notice  of  that  question. 

THE  CORK  BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS. 
Db.  tanner  (Cork,  Mid)  :  1  beg 
to"]  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  liord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  it  is  true  that 
Major  Kirkwood  and  Mr.  Burke,  Vice 
Guai-dians  fk)  the  Cork  Union,  on  Tues- 
day last,  iu  revising  the  List  for  Outdoor 
Relief,  in  the  majority  of  instances 
reduced  the  amounts  at  a  rate  varying 
from  25  to  60  per  cent,  also  striking  a 
considerable  number  ofi  the  list,  and  if  it 
is  correct  that  a  large  number  of  the  poor 
so  dealt  with  were  widows,  whose  Jiges, 
as  stated  iii  the  Cork  Prexg,  were 
from  T).!  til  HO  ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of 
the  gi-eat  poverty  and  distress  at  pre.sent 
prevailing  in  the  City  of  Cork  among  tho 
poor,  a  remonstrance  will  be  forwarded 
to  the  Vice  Guardians  to  prevent  any 
further  cutting  down  of  the  outdoor 
iefs  at  this  inclement  season  of  Iho 
year  3 

Mr.A-J-BALFOUR:  It  is  the  case  that 
the  Vice  Guardians  of  Cork  Union  have, 
the  discharge  of  their  duty,  made  a 
considerable  reduction  in  the  outdoor 
relief  granted,  having  first  satisfied  them- 
selves that  this  could  properly  be  done. 
Upon  taking  over  the  management  of 
the  affairs  of  the  Union,  they  found  that 
outdoor  i-elief  had  been  administeifd  by 
the  late  Board  of  Guardians  in  a  lax  and 
extravagant  manner,  resulting  in  a  con- 
siderable loss  to  the  ratepayers,  the 
expenditure  on  outdoor  relief  having  in- 
creased from  .£6,000  in  1879  to  £16,700 
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in    1889.     The    rednction  made  by  the  and,  if  so,  whether  it  will  be  laid  upon 

Vice  Guardians  averages  about  18    per  the  Table  of  the  House  at  a  sufficiently 

cent.  early   period  of  the   Session   to    enable 

Dk.  tanner  :    Is  it  not  the  fact  that  honourable  Members  to  make  themselves- 

outdoor    relief  was    necessitated   in  con-  acquainted  with  its  contents;  and,  whether, 

sequence  of  tho   relief  given  in  evicted  i^   yi^w  of  the  publication  of  a  revised 

districts  1  edition  of  the  Statutes,  steps  will  be  taken 

Mn.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :    No,  Sir ;  I   do  *«  ?"^"'Tu*^^  "^'"^  ***  *''*'*'  ""  measure 

uot  tliink  that,  that  is  the  fact.  ^^^^  '"  ^^^  ^^^"^  ' 

Mk.  OHEA  (Donegal,  W.)  :  Ha«  there        The  AITORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir  R.. 

not  boon  an  iucrea^l  in  the  death-rate  ^'l'™^  J^'^u!   Y*^*^  ''  ?"  VTZ\i^ 

Binct-  the  relief  has  been  cut  down  ?  ^^  !'«'V  Member  I  am  instructed  by  the 

11 X      *     T   T^  A  X  T^i^xxT»     T  1  f  Lord  Chaucellor  to  say  that  he  mtends  U> 

Mu.  A.  J.  BALF9UR  :  I  must  ask  for  i^^troduce  immediately   so   much  of  the 

notice  of  that  question.  g^^^^  La^  Revision  Bill  of  last  year  9^ 

Mr.  O'HKA  :  1  will  give  notice,  then-  covers  the  ground  necessary  to  enable  the 

volume  of  the  Revised  Statutes  now  pre- 

THE  mayor  of  cork.  pared  for  publication  to  be  issued  without 

\y\\.  TANNER  :  I  beg  to  ask  tlie  Chief  further  delay.     This  Bill  will  appear  as 

Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire-  soon  as  possible  in  the  House  of  Com- 

land  whether  he  is  aware  that,  on  Tues-  mons,   and   Her   Majesty's    Grovemment 

day  last,  the   11th  instiint,   at  the  Cork  hope  that  it  ^nll  be  generally  approved. 

tenninus  of  the  Great  Southern  Western  A    second    Bill   will   follow  as   soon  as 

Railway,  on  the  arrival  of  the  L30  train  possible,  covering  the  ground  of  the  other 

from  Mallow,  Head  Constable  Cummins,  volumes  which  it  is  intended  to  publish 

of  the  Irish    Police,   forcibly   prevented  during  the  year.      I  am  not  in  a  position 

Mr.   1).   Horgan,  Mayor   of   Cork,   from  to  answer  the  last  part  of  the  question,  as 

speaking  to  Mr.  Thomas  Barrj-,  Poor  Law  I  need  not  remind  the  hon.  Member  that 

Guardian  of  Killaraller,  who  arrived  by  it  relates  to  a  matter  which  can  only  be 

the  said  tmin,  under  escort,  being  a  bail  dealt  with  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

prisoner ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  the  leader  of  the  House. 
Head    Constable,  on  being  remonstrated 

with  by  the  Mayor,  stated  he  did  so  by  IRELAND -THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION. 

authority,    those    bein^   his  orders;  and        ^r      TrkrrvT  c^tttcj/xt  xi.-     i,        u- 
,         I    r       i.1      -x  1  u       1  \a  Mk.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottmghamshire. 

by  what  authority,  and  by  whose  orders,  x,     ititn     tu      j.       ixi.m:i.T_j 

,^-,  ,,         ,.  •^.'  /.  .  rt  '  Kushcliffe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 

did  the  policeman  m  question  act  ?  rxim  ia-^uxxi       _^ 

M..    A    T  15  \  r  T?r\iTT>    rm     r«      x  u  of  the  Treasury  Avliat  is  the  total  cost 
K.  A.  J.  BALi^OUR:  Tlie  Constabu-       u-  1   xu     r^  x  xi.         i. 

1         A    XI      -x-  X  xu  X  J        £  which  the  Government  propose  the  pub* 

lary  Authorities  report  that  a  cordon  of  ,.     ,      u ,  rxv    o       •  fi-i  •    • 

H-  J  J  XI         •  .lie  should  bear  of  the  bpecial  Commission, 

let"  was  dm  wn  anmnd  the  prisoner  to  ,000  j      x      t-xx-  j-         1.1^ 

J        ^T    Ti  J  J  1888  ;  and   at  what  time  and  in  what 

preserve  order.    Mr.  Morgan  endeavoured  '        .,1x1  x-        r  xi.    tt  i_ 

It         I  •  XI  1   i.1  J       mi_  manner  will  the  sanction  01  the  House  be 

to  lorce  liLs  arm  through  the  cordon.  The        i    j  i?         ir  x    r     xi  •  0 

HI  X  1 1     1      X  Ti  •  1-1  asked  for  a  Vote  for  this  sum  ? 

ead-constabJe  kept  tlie   prisoner  back. 

The  orders  referred  to  by  the  Head-  *^k-  JACKSON:  I  am  not  able  to  tell 
constable  are  the  ordinary  orders  of  the  ^^^  ^^^^'  Gentleman  wliat  the  total  ex- 
force,  and  tlu^  pi-.ictiee  on  such  occasions,  penditure  in  connection  with  the  Special 

])K.  TANNER:  T    must   ask   for   the  Commission  has  been,   because  some  of 

serious  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  *^®  ^^^^^  have  not  yet  been  examined, 

man  to  this  inattor.     A  great  disturbance  As  soon  as  I  c»an  I  sliall  be  glad  to  tell 

might  have  occurred  in  the  City  of  Cork  ^^^^  ^^^n.  Gentleman.     The  answer  to  the 

in    consequence    of    the    arrest    of   the  ^^^^^^  P»^^  ^^  ^^^  question  would  neoes- 

Mayor.  sarily  depend  upon  the  answer  to  the 

*Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  I  earlier   part,    because    if   the    provision 

made  in  the  Vote  proves  to  be  not  suffi-^ 

THE  STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILL,  cient,    a    Supplementary  Estimate    will 

Mk.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) :  ^ave  to  be  introduced. 
I    beg     to    ask    the   Attorney    General        Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle-on-Tyne)r 

whether    it    is    the    intention    of    Her  May  I  ask  whether  the  first  Vote  on  Ao 

Majesty's  (Jovernment  to  re-introduce  the  count  will  cover  a  portion  of  this  expen 

Statute  Law  Revision  Bill  of  last  Session  ;  diture  ? 
.///*.  ./.  ,/.  Bid/our 
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*Mu.  JACKSON :  No,  Sir ;  the  first 
Vote  on  Acxjount  will  not  cover  any  por- 
tion of  it,  supposing  the  provision  already 
made  was  sufficient  to  meet  it. 

Mu.  J.  MORLEY:  May  I  ask  the 
Home  Secretary  whether  the  evidence  to 
which  reference  is  made-  in  the  Report 
will  be  accessible  to  Members  on  appli- 
caticm  1 

Mk.  MATTHEWS  :  I  cannot  say  with- 
out notice  and  inquiry  ;  but  I  believe  the 
volumes  are  ready  in  the  Library  of  the 

HOUSL'. 

Mu.  J.  MORLEY  :  But  will  a  Member 
be  able  to  get  a  set  on  application  ? 

Mk.  MATTHEWS:  I  will  make  in- 
«iuiry  and  let  you  know. 

Mk.  PARNELL  (Cork  City)  :  I  beg  to 
Hsk  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  what 
aetiou  Her  Majesty's  Government  pro- 
[loses  to  take  vrith  reference  to  the  Re- 
port of  the  Special  Commission  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  allegations  made  in 
PdniellisTin  and  Critne  ? 

*Thk  first  lord  of  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  Westminster): 
Tlie  Report  did  not  come  into  possession 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  until  last 
evening  at  10  o'clock,  and  they  have  had 
no  opportunity  of  considering  or  deter- 
mining wliat  course  they  should  take 
u[X)n  it. 

THE  PAROCHIAL  CHARITIES  OF 
LONDON. 

Mi:.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  :  1  beg  to 

ask  the   Vice  President  of  the   Council 

what    is    the    present    position    of    the 

schemes  for  the   futui*e  application  and 

management  of   the    parochial   charities 

of  the  City  of  London,    under   the   Act 

of    1883,    that   is   to  say,   how  many  of 

these  schemes  have  been  published,  how 
many  have  been  sent  to  the  Education 
Department,  and  how  many  more  remain 
to  be  published  ;  whether  the  Commis- 
sioners can  state  what  modifications,  if 
any,  they  propose  to  introduce  into  the 
scheme  constituting  the  new  central 
governing  body  ;  and  whether  the  Com- 
missioners propose  to  lay  before  Parlia- 
ment any  Papers  stating  the  grounds  on 
which  they  have  proceeded  in  passing 
these  schemes,  or  otherwise  relating  to 
these  schemes  or  any  of  them,  including 
any  particulars  as  to  the  income  and  ex- 


penditure of  the  existing  institutions 
which  the  schemes  propose  to  aid,  and 
the  cost  of  working  their  various  depart- 
ments and  the  number  of  persons  attend- 
ing the  classes  in  such  departments  ? 

•Sir  W.  hart  DYKE :  The  number 
of  schemes  published  by  the  Charity 
Commissioners  under  the  City  of  London 
Parochial  Charities  Act,  1883,  is  nine, 
of  Avhich  one — namely,  that  by  which 
general  provision  is  made  for  the  applica- 
tion of  the  endowments  belonging  to  the 
parishes  comprised  in  the  second  schedule 
to  that  Act — has  been  submitted  to  the- 

Education  Department.  The  approximate 
numlwr  of  further  schemes,  the  publica- 
tion of  which,  in  order  to  complete  the 
appTOpriation  directed  by  the  Act,  is  con- 
templated by  the  Commissioners,  is  16. 
The  scheme  by  which  the  new  central 
governing  body  is  constituted  is  that 
which  has  been  submitted  to  the  Educa- 
tion Department ;  the  constitution  of  that 
body  in  the  scheme  so  submitted  differs 
from  that  provided  in  the  scheme  as 
published  in  several  particulars,  as 
appears  from  the  submitted  scheme. 
The  grounds  upon  which  the  Commis- 
sioners have  proceeded  in  framing  the 
schemes  which  they  have  thus  published 
are  fully  stated  in  their  36th  Report 
(for  1888),  pp.  35  to  56  ;  but  they  wilt 
be  ready,  if  required  to  do  so,  to  lay 
before  Parliament  copies  of  certain 
replies  which  they  have  given  to  ol> 
jections  and  suggestions  made  to  them 
by  public  bodies  and  others  in  the  result 
of  the  publication  of  the  scheme  which 
has  been  submitted  to  the  PJducation 
Department. 

*Mr.  BRYCE  :  I  thank  the  right  lion. 
Gentleman  for  what  he  lias  said  as  to 
giving  us  information.  It  is  an  offer 
which  we  appreciate  very  much.  As  to 
the  last  part  of  the  question,  if  it  is  not 
convenient  to  answer  it  now,  I  trust  it 
will  be  open  for  me  to  repeat  it  on  a 
future  day. 

*Sm  W.  HART  DYKE  :  Certainly. 

Mu.  MUNDELLA  :  Can  the  right  lion- 
Gentleman  tell  us  at  this  moment  what 
is  the  present  position  ef  the  Christ's 
Hospittil  Scheme  ? 

*SiK  W.  HART  DYKK  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  give  me  notice  of  tliafc 
question  ? 
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FAIR  RENT. 

Mr.  M^CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask,  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  will 
state  liow  many  applications  to  fix  fair 
rent  in  the  counties  of  Down  and 
Antrim,  respectively,  remained  undis- 
posed of  on  1st  January  la*it ;  how  many 
of  these  were  leasehold  applications,  and 
how  many  in  respect  of  present  tenancies ; 
and  what  number  of  them  were  served 
in  the  Laud  Commission  prior  to  the  1st 
January,  1888/ 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  must  ask  the 
hoii.  Member  to  postpone  the  question. 

ORDERS   OF   TUB  DAY. 

ADDRESS  IN    ANSWER    TO    HER    MA- 
JESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

[adjourxkd  debate.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adj(mrned 
Do  bate  on  Question  [Tith  b'ebruarv.]  - 
{S -e  page  1 28.] 

Question  agixin  proposed. 

Dc'bate  resumed. 

Mi?.PARXELL:  \\\  movingthe  Amend- 
ment to  the  Address,  Sir,  of  which  1  have 
given  notice,  I  wish  in  the  first  place  to 
make  some  eomparison  between  the  gen- 
(M'sil  (•Imraeter  and  nature  of  the  coercion 
of  the  right  lion,  (xentlemau  the  present 
Chief  Secretary  to  tlie  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ire  hind  and  the  nature  uf  the  coercion 
whicli  was  used  by  the  late  Government 
during  tlie  Viceroyalty  of  Lord  Sj)encer. 
\  also  wish  to  (Compare  the  ofCences  with 
whi(^h  tlie  late  Government  had  to  deal 
and  the  oifences  witli  which  the  ritrht 
lion.  Gentleman  has  to  tleal  ;  and  I  do 
this  not  for  the  purposL'  of  going  l)ack 
unnecessarily  into  bygone  times,  but  in 
(^rder  to  show  in  its  true  light  tlu?  nature 
of  the  action  of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman, 
the  pi'ttiness  of  the  prosecution  which 
the  agents  of  his  Government  daily  inflict 
upon  nmiiy  persons,  and  the  utter  gratuit- 
ousuess  of  very  much  of  the  coercive 
action  which  has  distinguished  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  prestntChief  Secretary-. 
Now,  Sir,  it  is  true  that  the  Coercion 
Act  whi(^h  was  administered  by  Jjord 
Spencer  contained  pi*ovisions  directly  in- 
torfering  with  freedom  of  combination, 
freedom  of  speech,  and  so  forth,  and  con- 
tiiincul  many  such  provisions.      But  there 


are  material  differences  between  the  pre-, 
sent  Crimes  Act  and  the  Crimes  Act  of 
1882  even  in  this  particular;  because 
charges  involving  the  intrepretation  of 
the  law  of  conspiracy  were  carefully  kept 
outside  the  summary  jurisdiction  clauses 
of  the  Act  of  1882.  Under  the  Act  of 
1887  we  find  that  the  interpretation  of 
the  law^  of  conspiracy  has  been  placed 
solely  at  the  disposition  of  the  removable 
magistrates  in  Ireland,  and  daily  and 
weekly  we  have  eases  in  which  most 
delicate  questions  of  conspiracy  are  in- 
terpreted by  men  who,  from  their  very 
utterances,  show  themselves  to  be 
absolutely  incapable  of  such  a  ta«k. 
That  appears  to  me  to  be  one  of  the 
most  importiint  differences  between  the 
Summary  Jurisdiction  Clauses  of  the 
Act  of  1882  and  those  of  the  present 
Act.  But  there  was  a  wide  difference — 
and  a  very  much  larger  and  greater 
difference — in  the  method  of  administra- 
tion. J  do  not  say  that  Lord  Spencer's 
GovernnuMit  was  entirely  free  from  all 
attempts  to  use  those  provisions  against 
fieedom  of  speech,  against  the  right  of 
combination,  and  against  the  fraedom  of 
the  Press  ;  but  those  attempts  were  few 
in  number,  and  they  were  not  persisted 
in.  The  times,  too,  were  very  different. 
Lonl  Spencer  had  then  to  contend  with  a 
great  and  dangerous  secret  conspiracy, 
which  was  supposed  to  have  burrowed 
even  under  the  very  foundations  of  the 
Castle.  He  had  to  contend  with  the 
calendar  of  crime  which  had  accumulated 
dui-ing  the  winters  of  1881  and  1882  to 
most  appalling  proportions.  But  the 
present  administration. of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  admittedly  had  no  such  crime 
to  contend  with.  If  ever  infringements 
of  freedom  of  speech,  of  the  liberty  of  the 
Press,  and  of  the  right  of  combination 
were  justifiable,  they  were  justifiable  in 
the  time  of  panic,  of  dismay,  and  of  un- 
certainty which  the  executive  of  Ireland 
had  to  go  through  during  that  period. 
But  the  administration  of  the  right  hon. 
(jentleman  has  not  been  attended  by  any 
such  alarming  symptoms.  On  the  con- 
trary, lie  found  Ireland  comparatively 
free  from  crime.  But,  with  a  fatuity 
which  is  extraordinary,  and  which  would 
be  incredible  if  it  were  not  true,  almost 
evciy  Act  of  his  administration  seems  to 
have  been  directed  to  drive  the  Irish 
people  into  th.at  crime  and  disobedience 
to  the  law  from  which  they  have  happily 
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been  to  a  great  extent  free  during   the 
last   few   years.     Now,    Sir,   we    found 
fault  strenuously  with  the  administration 
of  Lord    Spencer;   and    I   believe    that 
we     were     justified     in     very     much 
of     our      criticism.      But     as     I     have 
said,     the     main     distinction     between 
these      two      administrations     is      that 
in  tlie  former  the  action  of  the  law  was 
<lirected  against  actual  crime  and  secret 
H^oiisinracy,  whereas  in    the    lattor   the 
action    of    the    law    has  been   directed 
:igainst    the    right   of   combination,    the 
freiniom  of  the  Press,  and  the  freedom 
of  speech.     And  the  excuse  for  this  is 
I M^y trotting  and  intimidation.     1  do  not 
<onteud — and    I  have  never   contended 
>iince    the    commencement   of   the   year 
IK81      that  there    lia«  not   been  much 
nil  justifiable  and  criminal  boycotting  in 
I  re  I  and.     And  I  do  not  now  say  that,  if 
tliu  right  lion.  Gentleman  were  afraid  of 
u  rjviv^al  of  the  kind  of  boycotting  which 
existed   in  the  years  1880,    1881,    and 
1882,    he    would    not    bo    justified    in 
many  of  the  measures  by  which  he  has 
ti'ied  to  enforce  the  summary  jurisdiction 
clauses   of   the   Crimes   Act.      But   the 
i-ight  lion.  Gentleman  cannot  plead  any 
such  excuse   as  that.     He  cannot  plead 
that  the   boycotting  of  to-day  is  of  the 
same  criminal  character  and  is  attended, 
■or  has    been  attended,  with   the  conse- 
quence of  crime  which  attanded  certainly 
some,  and  perha])s  much,  of  the  boycot- 
ting of  earlier  pL^riods.     Xow  lefc  me  go 
further  :  and   I  will  say  that  there  has 
been   a   wide   distinction     between    the 
kind  and  character  of  the  l)oycotting  in 
these    last    years    and    the     kind     and 
<*liaracter   of    the    boycotting  of   earlier 
years.     I  think     in   fact  I  know — that 
we  are  entitled  to  claim  this  as  rejrards 
the  action  of  the  two  Irish  organisations 
-  first  the  Jiand  League  and  next  the 
Xational  League.     While  there  was  un- 
doubtedly-   and  I  said  this  almost  in  the 
same  words  at  the  commencement  of  the 
year  1881,  so   that  no  one  can  say  that  I 
am  cutting  my  coat  to  suit  recent  events 
— while  there  was  undoubtedly  much  in 
the  action  of  the  Land  League  of  1880  to 
(^oudemn,  much  regret  to  be  expressed, 
many  things  left  undone   that  ought  to 
have  been  done,  yet  the  history  of  our 
movement   from    that   day  to   this   has 
8ho\m    tliat   the   action  of   onr   organi- 
sation    has     been     constantly    modified 
und    mo(lerat9<i    in    recognition    of    the 
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efforts     of     the     Legislature      to     pas 
ameliorative  measures  for  Ireland.     The 
National  League  of  to-day  is   as  widely 
different  from  the  Land  League  of  1 880 
as  any  figure  of   speecli,  expressive  of 
utter  dissimilarity,  could  possibly  convey. 
It  should  have  been  the  duty  of  a  states- 
man, of  anyone  wijh  the  instinct  of    a 
statesman,  to  note  this  change,  and  to  have 
seen  that  in  his  administration  he  did  not 
permit  a  movement  which  had  so  changed 
in  its  character  to  be  treated  in  the  same 
drastic    way    which    might    have   been 
justifiable  in  its  earlier  slige.     The  right 
iion.   Gentleman   has  not  followed  that 
course.     On  the  contrary,  the  coercion  of 
latter  years,  instead  of  being  modified  in 
its  character,  has  increased,  and  become 
more  bitter  and  more  exasperating.     The 
coc^rcive  legislation  of  Mr.    Forster  did 
not  possess   the   cruel,    malignant,    and 
persecuting  character  of  that  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ;  and  he  has  consequently 
lost  the  chance  which   might  once  have 
been  his,  and  he  is  unable  to-day  to  boast 
that  his  administration  in    Ireland  has 
l)een  less  cruel  and  less  coercive  thau 
that  of  any  preceding   Chief  Secretary. 
He  has  lost  the  opportunity  which,  if  \\v. 
had  l)een  a  statesman,  he  would   have 
been  glad  to  seize.     The   comparatively 
good  times  which  have  come  to  Ireland, 
the    increase    of   prices    owing    to   the 
improvement  in  the  English  trade,  which 
lias    raised   prices  Ihigher   than  at    any 
period  since    1878,  gave  the   right  hon. 
Gentleman  this  opportunity — gave  him 
the   opportunity  for  which  the  late  Mr. 
Forster  would  have  given  his  eyes  -of 
relaxing  the   stringency  of  his  adminis- 
tration in  Ireland  ;  for  it  is  a   notorious 
fact  that  whenever  the  Irish  peasant,  by 
the  advent  of  a  good  season,  is  just  al)le 
to  pay  his  rent  and  to   keep   his  head 
above     water,     he     becomes     peaceable 
undoubtedly  and   does   pay  his    rent   as 
long  as  he   can,  until  another  period  of 
depression  comes  and  brings  abont  the 
situation  in  which  he    is  utterly  una])Ie 
to  meet  the  demands   of    his   landlord. 
One     of     the     cnrses   and  one    of    the 
most  terrible   mistakes   of  the  action  of 
Parliament  has  been  that  they  do  not 
take  advantage  of  these  good  seasons  to 
brincr  forward  measures   of  ameliomtion 
while   there  is  yet  time,  so  as  to  provi<lo 
for  the  bad  times  which  must  come  again 
some  day  or  other,  and  which,  when  they 
do  come,  will  again  plunge    the    country 


319 


Address  in 


{COMMONS} 


Answer  to  Her 


320 


into  tlie  same  confusion  arid  trouble 
followed  by  fresh  coercive  legislation. 
If  you  we  IV*  wise  now  ycni  would  take 
iidvantage  of  the  good  times  in  Ireland 
permanently  to  reduce  rents  to  such  a 
.level  that  tenants  would  be  able  to  lay 
by  some  provision  for  bad  years,  which  in 
the  regular  cycle  come  about.  Of  course, 
you  will  not  do  that.  You  will  probably 
use  tliese  good  seasons  for  the  purpose 
of  getting  off  to  the  British  taxpayer  the 
estates  of  the  Irish  landlords  at  an 
inflated  and  excessive  valuation.  I 
think  I  have  shown  practically  that  the 
coercion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
while  he  luis  not  had  to  cope  with  secret 
conspiracy,  has  been  directed  against 
combination,  against  freedom  of  speech, 
and  against  the  liberty  of  the  Press. 
Let  us  take  the  case  of  the  Press  prose- 
cutions in  Ireland.  They  have  been 
very  numerous,  far  more  numerous  than 
the  Press  prosecutions  during  the  years 
from  1879  to  1885  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment. The  Press  prosecutions  during 
the  last  two  years,  since  the  passing  of 
the  Coercion  Act,  have  been  far  more 
numerous  than  all  the  Press  prosecutions 
put  together  during  the  greater  number 
of  years  I  have  just  quoted.  They  have 
been,  -in  every  case  except  one,  not  for 
editorial  comments,  not  for  incite- 
ment to  boycott,  or  to  commit  personal 
injury,  or  incitements  which  could  in 
anv  .sense  be  construed  as  incitements 
to  outrage,  but  for  such  offences  as 
reporting  meetings  of  suppressed 
branches  of  the  League — clearly  a  new 
offence,  and  an  offence  which  would  not 
be  an  offence  if  committed  in  England  ; 
reports  of  resolutions  of  branches  of  the 
League,  suppressed  or  not  suppressed  ; 
the  rei)orts  of  correspondents  from  other 
pirts  of  the  country  with  regard  to 
events  which  had  happened,  or  were 
happening,  in  the  district ;  reports  of 
opinions  expressed  by  other  persons,  by 
correspondents  in  writing  letters  to  the 
newspapers  ;  but  nothing  connected  with 
the  direct  action  of  the  editor  himself. 
These  Press  prosecutions  have  taken 
place  in  several  counties,  and  it  is 
remarkable  that  the  counties  which  have 
boen  distinguished  by  the  greater 
number  of  these  prosecutions  have  been 
counties  equally  distinguished  during 
tlie  whole  period  since  1^^79  for  the 
absence  of  crime  and  intimidation  as 
compared  with  the  rest  of  Ireland.  The 
Mr.  Parndl 


right  hon.   Gentleman  has  selected  the 
most  peaceable  counties — not    only    the 
most  peaceable  now,  but  the  counties   in 
Ireland   which   have  been  always  most 
peaceable,  always  most  clear  of  outrage 
and   intimidation — for    the    purpose     of 
enforcing   this   most    objectionable   and 
obnoxious    action    against   the    freedom 
of     the      Press.       There     liave      been 
altogether,      according       to      my      in- 
formation,  within    the    last   two    years 
18  Press  prosecutions  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.     Four  of  these  took  place  in 
counties  which  I  cannot  claim  as  having 
been  amongst  the  most  peaceable  counties^ 
although   they   were    not  counties    dis- 
tinguished for  crimes  and  intimidation.. 
These  four  prosecutions  took  place  in  the 
counties  of  Cork,  Kerry,  and  Sligo.     Tlie 
remaining  prosecutions  took  place  in  these 
counties — Wexford,  2  ;  Queen  s  County, 
2  ;  Carlow,  1  ;  Tipperar}%  4  :  Waterford;. 
4  ;  and  Kildare,    1 .       If  it  had  been  a 
question  of  drawing  up  a  list  of  counties^ 
which  might  fairly  have  been  left  outside 
any  Coercion  Act,  it  would   have  been 
permissible  to    include   in   the   list    the 
name   of   every    one   of   these    counties 
which    I    have    just  read   out.       I    was- 
hoping  that  I  might  have  in  my  hand  a 
list  for  the  last  16  years  of  the  crime   in 
those    counties,   as   compared   with    the 
crime  and  intimidation  throughout  Ire- 
land generally.     But  I  am  only  able   to 
go  back  for  a  short  period  in  the  way  of 
preparing    an    absolutely    perfect     and* 
correct   statement.       However,    I    have 
been  able  to  obtain  for  the  year  1881  a 
total  for  all  Ireland.     I  find  that  the  totals 
exclusive    of    threatening     letters,    was 
2,248.     In  the  county  of  Wexford,  one  of 
the    counties    I   have    enumerated,   the 
number  of  agrarian  offences,  exclusive  of 
threatening  letters,  was  17  ;    in   Kildare, 
9  :  in  Waterford,  55  ;  in  Carlow,  11  ;    in 
Tii)perary,  one  of  the  largest  counties  in 
Ireland,    1 50  ;  in  Sligo,   63  ;  in  Queen's 
County,  6^^ ;  and  in  Limerick,  163.     Foir 
the  nine  counties  then  we  have  a  total 
of  536  agi'arian  offences,  including  the 
largest  county  in  Ireland,  which   counts 
as      four ;      and      for     all      Ireland     a 
tofcil       of       2,248      agrarian     offences. 
Now,  I  have  gone  back  to  1881  in  order- 
to  take  an  extreme  case  and  one  that  was 
least   in   favour  of   my   argument ;    bat 
even  then  you  will  see  from  the  figures  I 
have  read  that   these   are  amongst  tiie 
most  peaceable  of  the  Irish  counties.     IB 
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you  except  tlie  eoiinty  of  Tipperary,  you 
Avill  fiud  that  the  averasfe  of  these  coun- 
tics,  where  Press  prosecutions  have  been 
so  numerous  in  tlie  present  year,  is 
remarkably  low  as  compared  with  the  rest 
of  Iroland.  Take  the  case  of  Wexford, 
where  we  have  two  Press  prosecutions ; 
•in  the  year  1 889,  exclusive  of  threatening 
letters,  there  were  only  six  agrarian 
<Times.  In  Kildare,  where  we  have  one 
Pross  ]}rosecution,  there  wera  only  two 
ciises  of  agrarian  crime.  In  Waterford, 
wliere  there  were  four  prosecutions,  there 
were  only  four  agrarian  offences ;  in 
(Jarlow,  where  there  was  one  prosecution, 
there  was  only  one  agrarian  offence  ;  in 
81igo,  where  there  was  one  prosecution, 
there  were  ten  asrrarian  offences.  Now, 
Sir,  my  argument  is  that  the  condition  of 
the  distric't;^  should  be  taken  into  account, 
mn  the  one  hand  by  speakers,  and  on  the 
other  hand  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment— that  a  public  speaker  addressing 
an  audience  in  a  disturbed  district  which 
has  been  remarkable  for  the  prevalence 
of  aofrarian  crime  ouofht  to  be  far  more 
careful  of  what  he  says  and  of  what  he 
"iloes  than  when  he  addresses  an  audience 
in  a  district  where  there  has  been  little  or 
no  agrarian  crime  ;  and  that  speeches  and 
•appeals  which  would  be  permissible  in 
the  one  case  would  not  be  permissible  or 
judicious  in  the  other  case.  But  if 
public  speaker.s  are  required  to  observe 
theses  |X)ints — and  they  may  justly  l>e 
required  to  do  so — ought  not  the  Govern- 
ment (m  their  part  to  admit  a  correspond- 
ing obligation  i  Ought  they  not  to  re- 
<»ognise  that  the  absence  of  crime  in 
<  vi'tain  districts  and  counties — not  merely 
the  absence  this  year,  but  the  notorious 
and  remarkable  absence  during  many 
years — ought  they  not  to  admit  that  such 

i»(XKl  conduct  should  cause  them  carefullv 
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to  consider  before  they  strike  any  blow 
against  those  great  rights  and  privileges 
t )  which  you  in  this  country  owe  the 
foundation  of  vour  liberties?  This  is 
what  1  claim  for  the  Irish  people.  I 
-<*laim  for  them  nothing  more  than  you 
H'laim  for  yourselves  in  this  country.  If 
a  district  is  unhappily  given  over  to  crime 
— and  outrage,  if  you  like — prohibit 
public  speaking  there.  I  do  not  say  you 
would  bo  justified  in  doing  so,  but  I  ad- 
mit that  there  would  be  some  excuse  for 
you.  But  in  the  other  counties  of 
Ireland,  which  have  been  so  remarkably 
tree  from  disturbance  and  outrage,  even 


in  the  worst  years  of  the  I^and  League, 
I  submit  that  some  recognition  of  the 
fact  is  due  from  the  executive  authority 
that  the  same  measures  should  not  be 
meted  out  to  such  localities  as  are  meted 
out  to  the  blood-stained  districts  of  Kerry 
and  Gialway.  Now,  the  Press  has  been 
attacked  for  trivial  offences.  As  I  have 
shown,  it  has  been  attacked  in  districts 
where  there  was  no  excuj*?,  where  it 
could  not  be  claimed  by  the  greatest 
stretch  of  imagination  that  either  crime 
or  intimidation  was  likely  to  result.  Mr. 
T.  D.  Sullivan,  the  venerable  and  re- 
spected editor  of  the  Irish  Katitm  was 
in  the  earlier  stages  of  this  movement 
accused  of  an  offence,  was  brought  before 
a  Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction,  and 
the  magistrates  were  asked  to  inflict  im- 
prisonment upon  him  as  a  common  felon. 
His  offence  was  that  he  had  published 
Reports  of  so-called  suppressed  bi*anches 
of  the  National  League.  I  believe  one 
of  his  offences  was  publishing  Reports  of 
meetings  that  had  not  been  proved  to  liave 
been  held  at  all.  The  Chief  Secretaiy  of  Iiv- 
land,  while  stating  in  this  House  that  tlie 
majority  of  the  Reports  of  the  meetings  c»f 
suppressed  branches  were  lioous  Reports, 
was  pursuing  Irish  editors  for  publishing 
these  bogus  Reports,  and  was  insisting  by 
his  agents,  the  Crown  prosecutors  in  th(^ 
Irish  Law  Courts,  that  the  mere  fact  of 
the  meeting  being  published  in  the  news- 
paper was  evidence  that  it  had  taken  pliK*e. 
And  here  I  have  to  make  a  comment  on  a 
letter  from  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
which  contains  statements  of  a  most  mis- 
leading character,  to  put  the  matter  in  the 
mildest  terms,  with  regard  to  his  action 
in  reference  to  these  Press  prosecutions. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  through  his 
piivate  secretary,  in  a  letter  of  January  24 
mentioned  the  ca.se  of  Mr.  M*Inernev, 
which  was  the  onlv  one  where  intimida- 
tion  is  said  to  have  been  used  against  any- 
body, as  illustrating  the  action  of  the 
Government.  Now,  Sir,  a  more  unfounded 
statement  was  never  made  by  an  Irish 
Minister.  1  think  the  right  hon.  gentle- 
man will  not  deny  that,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  one  other  case,  there  was 
no  similar  case  to  that  of  Mr.  Mln- 
erney  in  the  whole  list  of  thesis  so- 
called  Press  offences.  In  every  other 
case  the  persons  accused  were  charged 
with  having  published  reports  of  sup- 
pressed branches,  items  of  news,  and, 
in  one  or  two  cases,   letters  from  corres- 
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pondents  giving  accounts  of  occurrences 
in  another  part  of  the  county.    And,  so  far 
from  its  being  possible  to  hold  the  editors 
of  these  publications  personally   respon- 
sible   for  any  design  of  intimidation  or 
illegality,    the    nature   of    the    evidence 
given  at  the  trial  in  each  case  showed 
that  the  charge  of  intimidation  was  only 
sustained   by    the   exercise  of  the  most 
constructive  ingenuity  on  the  part  of  the 
Crown  prosecuting  officials,  and  tlie  ut- 
most pliability  on  the  part  of  the  movable 
tools  of  the  prosecution  who  jmss  sentences. 
Now,  the  nature  of  tliese  Press  offences, 
which  I  repeat  were  of  a  most  frivolous 
character,  is  evident  to  the  House  ;  but 
in  addition  it  was  not  proved,  or  sought 
to  be  proved,  that  in  any  one  case  crime, 
outrage,  or  intimidation  was  prevalent  in 
the.  district,  or  that  crime  or  outrage  Imd 
resulted,  or  was  likely  to  result,  from  the 
publication.     But  the  same  spirit  marks 
the  conduct  of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman 
and  his  policy  all  through  his  administra- 
tion.    His  administration  of  the  Coercion 
Act  and  with  regard  to  other  cases  has  been 
an  administration  of  petty  persecution, of 
frivolous   charges,   of    action    taken   in 
iiuiny   cases  against   children,    in   some 
cases  against  old  women,  in  other  cases 
Hgainst     little     newsboy's.     Tlie      great 
campaign   of  the   right  lion.  Gentleman 
against   the    Press   commenced  in   1887 
by  an  attack  against  the  street  newsboys, 
and  winds  up  in  1889  with  a  fusillade  all 
along  the   line  against  the    unfortunate 
editors,  marking  an  advance  and  progress 
in  administration  to  which  1  would  com- 
mend the  attention  of  the  House.     Then 
there    are     those      other     prosecutions. 
What  were   they  for  ?  They  were  either 
for  exclusive  dealing  or   for  petty   con- 
structive  acts  of   intimidation,    or   such 
offences   as  hooting   against  the  police, 
groaning   against    T^alfinir,    or    lighting 
bonfires  in  the   streets  to  celebrate  the 
release  of  political  prisonei-s.     The  fact 
of   the    matter   is    that    the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  is  spoiling  for  a  fight.     He 
lias   no   opportunity   of    exhibiting    his 
greatness  and  his  valour.     He  is  circum- 
scribed, he  is  cabined,  criblxjd,  and  con- 
fined by  the   peaceable  disposition  of  the 
Irish,  and  by  the   entire   absence  of  any 
provocation  for  the  use  of  that  abomin- 
able   and    nefarious    Crimes  Act,    and 
he     is     obliged     to     invent     offences  ; 
to  go  alK)ut    like    the   traditional  Irish- 
man in  Donnvbrook,  and  exclaim,  '*  Will 
Mr,  Parnell 


the 


tail    of     mv 
poor    little 


nobody  tread  upon 
coat  1 "  And  when  some 
urchin  takes  him  at  his  word  and  smiles 
at  him  from  behind  the  street  comer,  he 
rushes  at  him  and  knocks  his  brains  oafc 
with  a  bludgeon  or  transfixes  him  with 
a  bayonet.  The  offences  where  intimida- 
tion lias  been  charged  have  been  offences^ 
of  exclusive  dealing.  We — my  Col- 
leagues and  I — take  our  stand  upon  this. 
I  have  already  spoken  of  the  boycotting- 
of  1880  and  the  earlier  years  of  thl^ 
movement.  I  admit  that  much  of  it. 
probably  a  great  portion  of  it,  wa» 
unjustifiable.  We  heard  the  speeches 
which  were  delivered  in  those  days  b^ 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian,  the  late  Mr.  Fornter, 
the  late  Mr.  Bright,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  on 
those  Benches,  and  we  strongly  contested 
the  action  of  the  Government  in  tho^o 
days,  and  we  contested  much  of  the 
material  and  drift  of  their  speeches. 
But,  at  the  same  time,  I  felt,  and  I  believe 
that  many  of  my  Colleagues  felt  with 
me,  tliat  their  criticism  of  some  of  our 
action — sins,  as  I  have  said,  of  omission 
rather  than  of  commission — was  justi- 
fiable, and  I  hope  that  I  profited  by  the 
lesson  which  was  conveyed.  I  believe 
that  the  Irish  inovement  from  that  dav 

• 

to  this  has  profited  by  these  criticismw, 
and  we  also  felt  that  there  was  much 
that  was  justifiable  in  their  criticism  on 
the  kind  of  boycotting  which  was  going" 
(m  in  those  days.  But  I  recollect  well  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lotliian,  when  he  was  defendinf? 
the  introduction  of  that  most  unfortunate 
Act  of  Mr.  Forster's,  authorising  the  sus* 
pension  of  the  habeas  corpus  in  Ireland, 
said  that  it  was  not  intended  that  this  Act 
should  be  used  against  exclusive  dealing. 
That  is  in  my  memory  as  one  of  the 
paragraphs  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech.  That  appeared  to  me  to  draw  a 
distinction — a  justifiable  and  proper  dis^ 
tinction — between  boycotting  or  exclu- 
sive dealing  not  accompanied  with 
intimidation,  and  boycotting  accompanied 
with  intimidation,  and  I  have  endeavoured 
to  keep  that  in  my  mind  ever  since.  I 
think  that  those  who  are  responsible  for 
the  present  agrarian  movement  in  Ire- 
land are  entitled  to  claim  that  on  the  one 
hand  they  liave  kept  the  movement,  free 
from  crime,  and  on  the  other  hand  thev 
have  purged  the  practice  of  boycotting 
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from  vices  which  were  attendant  on  the 
old  system,  and  that,  so  far  as  boycotting 
has  been  carried  out  in  Ireland,  it  has 
been  the  harmless  and  permissible  prac- 
tice of  exclusive  dealing  —of  saying,  "  I 
refuse  to  deal  with  you  ;  I  refuse  to  sell 
you   goods."      Most    commonly  that    is 
spoken  to  the  police,  who  are  perfectly 
well  able  to  take  care  of  themselves  and 
who  cannot  possibly  suffer  in  fame,  for- 
tune, or  reputation,  or  to  the  emergency 
men,   who  are   always   able    to   supply 
themselves  with  the  articles  they  demand, 
but  make  a  practice  of  going  about  to 
ask  for  things  they  do  not  want  for  the 
mere    purpose   of    getting  up    prosecu- 
tions   against     unfortunate     tradesmen. 
I  do  not,  and   I  cannot,  recognise  any- 
thing    criminal — it      may     be     illegal 
under    your   Coercion   Act — in   such   a 
pmctice.     I  do  not  believe  that  such  a 
practice  would  be  held  to  be  illegal  in 
England.       I    do    not    believe,    if    for 
political  purposes  a  shopkeeper  declined 
to  sell  goodff  on  the   ground  of  politics, 
that  that  person  could  be  prosecuted  for 
intimidation  and  sentenced  to  imprison- 
ment with  hard  labour.     Such  prosecu- 
tions as  these  are  of  common  occurrence 
in  Ireland — they  are   weekly,    at   times 
every  day — arid  in  the  majority  of  cases 
in  districts  which,  as   I   have   said,    are 
free  from  crime  and  have  always  been 
so.     But  the  police  go  into  shops  and  ask 
to    be    supplied    with   drink — rprobably 
tliey    have    had    quite    enough    drink 
already — ^thc     shopkeeper     refuses     to 
supply   them ;    he   is   at  once  arrested, 
and  marched  off  to  the  police  barracks 
and    charged    with     intimidation,  ,  bail 
being  refused.     He  is  kept  all  night  in 
barracks,  and  brought  up  in  a  fortnight 
or  so  before  two  removable  magistrates, 
and  frequently  sentenced  to  six  months' 
imprisonment    on    a    plank    bed.     The 
same  thing  occui*s  with  regard  to  the 
alleged  boycotting  at  fairs.     The  offences 
are  not  sustained  by  any  evidence.     The 
fact  that  any  accusad  person  has  stood 
near  the  cattle  of  a  boycotted  person  and 
is  alleged  by  the  police  to  have  nodded 
or  winked,  or   "smiled   a   humbugging 
kind   of   a   smile,"   is   considered   quite 
suJBBcient  to  subject  him  to  a  long  term 
of  imprisonment  as    a    common    felon. 
The   records  of  your  Summary  Jurisdic- 
tion  Courts  taem  with  such  cases,  and 
I     will    take     one     or    two    examples. 
At     Dungarvau     an     unfortunate     Mr. 


Feeley  was  bound  over  to  give    bail   to- 
keep  the  peace,  or  in  default  to  be   im- 
prisoned  for  a   month,  because  he   had 
stood  near   the  cattle  of  a  man  named 
Walsh,  who  had   taken   his   farm,    and 
"nodded    and  looked  determinedly"  at 
two  buyers.     The  boycotted  person  was 
proved  to  have  been  repeatedly  fined  for 
drunkenness  and  assault.     Let  me   take 
another  case  of  boycotting  cattle  and  pigs 
in    a    fair.     At    a    Coercion    Court    at 
Carrick-on-Suir    a    charge    was    made 
against  the  president  and  a  member  of  the 
Rathcormack  branch  of  the  Land  League 
for   conspiring    to   induce    persons    un- 
known  not   to   deal   with   one    Edward 
Davis,  who  had  exposed  for  sale  a  lamb 
and  two  pigs  at  the  fair  in  July  last.     The 
lambs  and   pigs   were,  in  fact,  sold  by 
Davis.     All  that  was  proved  or  alleged 
against   the   defendants   was    that   they 
"  looked,  peeped,  and  finally  smiled  "  at 
Davis.     In   cross-examination    the    con- 
stable defined  the  smile  as  a  hostile  smile : 
he  also   said  it  was   a   "  humbugging " 
smile,  such  as  was  apparent  in  the  face  of 
the  solicitor  for  the  defendants  at  the 
moment  of  asking   the   question.     Tho 
case  was  adjourned  several  times,  and 
finally  in  December,  three  months  after 
the  prosecution  was  initiated,  the  Crown 
agent    announced   that   the   prosecution 
would   not  be   persisted   in    "  in   conse- 
quence of  a  technical  difficulty  which  had 
arisen."     Those  are  two  examples  of  the 
system  adopted,  with  regard  to  alleged 
boycotting  of  the  sale  of  cattle  and  pigs 
at  fairs.     I  maintain,  even  if  these  things 
were  real  and  if  they  were  done  ever  so 
often,   that  it  is    perfectly  permissible 
according  to  any   law   to   point   out   to 
buyers  that  they  are  doing  an  injury-  to 
the    public    interests    and    the    future 
prospects    of    Ireland     by    encouraging 
the    taking    of    evicted  farms   and    by 
encouraging  the  stealing  of  the  tenant 
right    which    was     conferred     by    the 
Act  of  1881,  for  the  first  time,  upon  Irish 
tenants,  that  such  condnct  is  detrimental 
to  public    interests,   and   that  the}-,   as 
patriotic  Irishmen,  ought  not  to   persist 
in  it.     The  fact  that  charges  of  intimida- 
tion are  fabricated  upon  evidence  of  such 
things,    which,    as    I    have    suggested, 
might  happen  with  propriety,  upon  the 
mere  evidence  of   nods  and   smiles  and 
winks,  shows  the  demoralisation  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman   has    reduced 
the  administration  of  the  law  in  Ireland. 
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I  say  further,  that  no  English  Government 
would  liave  attempted  for  a  single 
moment  to  interfere  with  the  dockers  in 
their  recent  strike  in  the  manner  in 
which  Irish  farmers,  evicted  Irish 
tenants,  and  officials  of  the  National 
League  have  been  weekly  interfered 
with  by  the  agents  of  the  Government 
in  Ireland.  The  English  dockers  were 
allowed  to  exhort  and  advise  the  black- 
legs, in  the  hearing  and  under  the  very 
eyes  of  the  police,  that  they  were  doing 
an  unpatriotic  thing  and  injuring  the 
cause  of  their  fellow-workmen  in  going 
in  t(»  take  their  places  in  the  docks ;  and 
no  English .  newspaper,  from  the  Times 
<lown wards,  dared  to  complain  of  such 
■<;onduct.  Why  is  the  Irish  tenant  farmer 
to  be  prohibited  from  doing  these  things 
which  are  perfectly  permissible  and  are 
•done  every  day  in  trade  disputes  in 
FJngland  ? .  We  will  look  now  at  another 
■class  of  prosecutions,  not forexclusive  deal- 
ing, but  for  petty  offences  which  were  of  no 
account  whatever,  and  to  support  which 
no  evidence  was  brouglit  forward.  A 
number  of  cases  were  sit  down  at 
Youghal  Petty  Sessions  in  connection 
witli  the  celt^bration  of  the  release  of 
William  O'Brien  from  Galway  Gaol  on 
December.  20  last.  The  town  was 
brilliantly  illuminated  on  that  occasion 
jind  tar-barrels  blazed  in  every  street. 
It  was  in  connection  with  the  tar-barrels 
that  the  prosecutions  were  instituted. 
The  charge  in  everj'  case  was  that  the 
defendant  "  did  make  or  assist  in  making 
a  fire  commonly  called  a  bonfire."  The 
District  Inspector  asked  the  Bench  to 
deal,  very  severely  with  the  cases  before 
them.  The  first  case  was  against  a 
widow  named  Mary  Smith,  who  was 
seen  by  the  police  to  throw  oil  into  a 
tar-liarrel.  She  did  not  deny  it,  and  the 
Bench  inflicted  the  maximum  penalty  of 
I  Os.,  or  imprisonment  in  default  of  paying 
the  fine.  Michael  licahy,  who  was  de- 
scribed as  "  the  leading  figure  of  the 
night,"  and  John  Power,  who  was  seen 
by, the  police  to  stoqp  over  a  lighted  tar- 
barrel  as  if  to  make  it  burn  better,  were 
filso  fined  lOs.;  Patrick  Bowland,  who 
called  a  constable  "bloodhound"  and 
**  Balfour,"  was  for  this  ciime  ordered  to 
find  bail  for  his  future  good  beliaviour 
or  go  to.  gaol,  and  he  chose  the.  latter 
alternative,  being  thereupon  promptly 
ushered  into  the  dock.  .  The  other  de- 
fendants refused  to  pay  the  penalties, 
Mr.  Parnell 


and  were  escorted  to  gaol  by  a  larg^ 
crowd.  The  Inspector  said  several  of 
the ,  defendants  were  members  of  .the 
Royal  Naval  Reserve,  and  he  thought 
the  matter  should  be  repoi'ted  .  to 
the  authorities  with  a  view  to  Imving 
their  pay  stopped,  and  the  magis- 
trate said  he  would  report  the  matter. 
At  Tipperary  a  Mr.  Carew  was  summoned 
for  kicking  a  bucket  belonging  to  a  lx)y- 
cotted  person  in  the  public  streeis.  Tlie 
case  was  dismissed  on  the  ground  that 
the  occurrence  was  accidental,  but  ou  a 
second  hearing  the  defend<ant  was  fined 
10s.  and  costs.  In  the  same  town  Mis.s 
Mary  Quain  was  summoned  for  groaning 
at  the  police.  Mr.  Quain,  her  father,  an 
auctioneer,  who  was  present  in  Court, 
said  he  would  not  allow  his  daughtei*  to 
attend.  I  think  that  in  this  conduct  he 
showed  not  only  his  self-respect,  but  his 
courage  and  manhood.  The  Chairman 
said  this  was  a  most  serious  thing,  and 
ordered  the  clerk  to  take  a  note  of  what 
Mr.  Quain  said.  Mr.  Quain  said  it  was 
no  use  telling  a  lie  ;  he  was  prepared  ti> 
take  the  consequences,  and  the  Chairman 
then  ordered  a  warrant  to  issue  for  Miss 
Quain's  arrest.  Here  is  another  pefctj- 
prosecution  for  intimidation.  Michael 
Grifl&n,  secretary  of  a  branch  of  the 
National  League,  was  tried  for  intimi- 
dating Richard  Hay  nes.  It  appeared  that 
Grifl&n  displayed  in  his  shop  window  a 
cartoon  published  in  United  Irdaivd  in 
which  there  was  a  pictorial  repi*esentatio]i 
of  land-grabbers.  The  police-sergeant 
ordered  him  to  take  it  down,  which  ho 
refused  to  do,  and  a  constable,  on  a 
favourable  opportunity,  went  into  the 
shop  and  stole  the  picture.  [Mr.  E. 
Harrington':  Law  and  order.]  Haynea 
deposed  that  he  was  intimidated  on 
several  occasions  bj'  Griffin,  who  .  called 
him  *'  a  low,  mean,  land  -  grabber." 
Griffin  8  defence  wa«»  that  he  was  talk- 
ing about  the  picture.  Mr.  Irwin  sen- 
tenced him  to  two  months'  imprison- 
ment with  hanl  labour,  and  at  the 
expiration  of  that  sentence  to  find  1)ail 
or  in  default  to  go  to  prison  for  a  further 
period  of  two  months..  An  appeal  was 
lodged.  This  is  one  of  the  cases  in 
which  a  system  of  cumulative  punish- 
ments for  the  same  offence  has  been 
adopted  by  those  magistrates  \y\. 
Ireland.  ^  By  a  recent  decision  of  the 
English  Court  for  Crown  Cases  Reserved, 
it  has  been  held  that  it  is  illegal  for  any 
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Court  tx)  punish  a  person  twice  for  the 
same  ofFence  ;  yet  it  is  the  uommoii  and 
constant  practice  of  tlios«'  Irish  magis- 
trates to  sentence  a  person  to  a  term 
of  imprisonment,  and  for  the  uame 
offence  and  on  the  same  evidence  to 
order  him  to  find  bail  for  his  g(x>d 
beliaviour  on  the  termination  of  his  im- 
prisonment, or  to  go  to  gaol  for  a  further 
{Kjriod.  We  claim  that  under  the  de- 
cision which  lias  just  been  given  these 
second  sentences  are  absolutely  illegal, 
but  we  have  not  been  able  to  get  the 
Irish  Courts  up  to  the  present  to  hold 
them  to  be  illegal.  We  believe,  however, 
now,  thatthe  higluiuthorityof  the  decision 
in  the  English  case  will  bind,  •  not  only 
the  Irish  removables,  bub  the  higher 
tribunals,  such  as  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas  and  the  Court  of  Exchequer,  and 
that  this  abominable  scandal  and  this 
illegal  practice  of  inflicting  a  succession 
of  punishments  for  the  same  ofEence 
will  be  put  a  stop  to  in  Ireland. 
Now  I  come  to  a  matter  which  is, 
perhaps,  one  of  the  most  contemptible 
and  cowardly  things  which  lias  happened 
in  Ireland  in  the  sliape  of  intimidation — 
oT  attempted  intimidation,  for  it  did  not 
have  its  effect  —  by  a  Government 
official.  It  was  a  case  where  a  number 
of  persons  were  brought  up  before  the 
magistrates  for  blowing  horns.  At  the 
Petty  Sessions  charges  were  brought 
under  the.  old  Statute  of  Edward  III. 
against  two  men  to  the  effect  that  they 
were  not  of  good  &,me ;  and  tliat 
complaint  had  been  made  against  them, 
that  they  were  justly  suspected  of  an 
intention  to  break  the  public  peace  and 
to  cause  annoyance  to  certain  persons, 
that  inasmuch  as   they   did 

**  Take  part  with  certain  persons  unknown 
in  diBturbinic  the  public  peace  by  blowinfqf  a 
horn,  and  did  on  the  2 let  November,  at  TuUa- 
more.  unlawfully  disturb  the  public  peace  by 
blowing  a  horn,  with  the  Intention  ot  causing 
an  annoyance." 

They  were  commanded  to  appear 
on  December  6th,  1889,  and  state 
why  they  should  not  be  required 
to  enter  into  bail  to  be  of  good 
behaviour  for  such  a  period  as  the 
Justices  shall  seem  fit,  or  in  de&nlt  to  be 
imprisoned  for  such  period  as  the 
presiding  Justices  shall  judge.  At  the 
conclusion  of  the  first  case,  whep:  the 
magistrates  retired,  Mr.  BraddcUdceUDcd 
to  adjudicate.     After  the  decision   was 
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announced  a   scene  of  great    excitjuieut 
ensued,    whereu[K)n    District    InsjK'ctoi- 
Ball  ordered  .  the    Court   to   bo    cleared. 
One    of    the      defendants    cried     "  God 
Save      Ireland  ;      blow       the      horn." 
The    horn    was     blown     in    Court   as   a 
response;.    The  District  Inspector  stated 
that  it  was  the  habit  to  set  the  children  to 
blow  horns  ;   and   I  ask   the   particular 
attention  of   the  House  to  this  circum- 
stance.     Colonel    Turner,    one    of   the 
Divisional   Commissioners  for  tliat  part 
of    Ireland,   directed   the    Inspector   to 
announce  that    there  was  power  in   the 
Act   which   would    be    put    into   force 
whereby  the  children  for  blowing  thos? 
horns  could  be  sent  to  a  reformatory  for 
terms      of     two     to    five     years,     the 
parents  4iaving  to  bear  the  cost  of  their 
maintenance.        A  voice    cried,   "  Have 
coui-age  lx)ys  ;  "  one  of  the  prisoners  said, 
"  God   Save   Ireland  ;    blow   the    horn.'^ 
Outside  the  Court   the  magistrates  and 
police  were  treated  to  a  serenade  by  the 
horn-blowers,  and  they  were  aecomjxinied 
a   considei-able   distance   on    their    wav 
home.    The  prisoners  accused  of  blowing 
horns  were   sentenced  to  four   months* 
imprisonment,  and   in   addition   to   this 
Colonel   Turner    had   the   manliness   to- 
direct    that   the    parents    of    the    little 
children  who  had  blown  the  horns  should 
be  threatened  with  the  terrible  fate  of 
the    imprisonment  of    their  children  in 
a  reformatory  for  five  years — a  terrible 
fate    both   to  the   children   and   to   the^ 
parents,  and  a  use  of  the    Reformatory 
Act    which    was     never    contemplated. 
Those  little  children  thought  that  they 
were  doing  what  was  for  the    good   of 
their  country.     It  will  not  be  pretended 
that  they  blew  those  horns  on  account  of 
the    natural    depravity    of    dis[)Osition, 
or  because  they  were  fit  inmates  for  a 
reformatory.      They  were  the  children 
of  honest,  respectable  poor  pcfople  in  the 
neighbourhood ;    and   yet   those    people 
were  threat sned  with  the   most  terrible 
deprivation  which  any  parent  can  endure 
— the  loss    of   their   children   and    the 
burial  of  them  in  a  reformatory.     They 
were  thus  threatened  by  an  officer  who 
bore  Her  Majesty's  Commission  in   tht^ 
British  Army.       I  stigmatise   that  con- 
duct on  the  part  of  Colonel  Turner  at* 
a   cowardly   and    infamous    act,   as   an 
action  which  threw  discredit  on  the  pro- 
fession  to    which   he    belongs,   on    the- 
cloth   which   he    wears.     It   shows   the 
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(1  amoral  is  liion  which  falls  even  on 
l)r*av3  m:m  when  they  are  sent  ov3V  to 
Ireland  ti  carry  out  an  infemous  policy. 
Colonel  Turner  probably  thought  of  the 
<i:)nduct  of  Gessler  when  he  made  Tell 
fihoot  an  arrow  at  an  apple  placid  on  his 
Hon's  head.  He  imitatad  as  well  as  he 
ct>uld  in  a  feeble  and  halting  way,  and  as 
far  as  is  permissible  in  these  days,  the 
ctmdnct  of  that  historic  character;  he 
hoped  under  the  form  of  law  to  imitate 
at  a  long  distance  the  conduct  of  the 
tyrant  Gessler.  I  could  go  on  for  hours 
f^iving  Vie  House  examples  of  this  kind. 
I  have  saarched  the  records  of  coercion. 
I  have  failed  to  find,  either  in  the  Parlia- 
mentary Returns  or  anywhere  else,  that 
crime  exists  or  that  intimidation  exists. 
This  action  on  the  part  of  the  Gctvern- 
ment  is  gratuitous.  It  will  defeat  its 
own  ends.  You  have  been  favoured,  as 
I  have  already  shown,  with  considerable 
prosperity  and  with  the  return  of  better 
times  in  Ireland.  But  the  risrht  hon. 
Gentleman  has  foolishly  thrown  away  his 
jid vantage.  He  has  deliberately  adopted 
the  policy  of  petty  and  systematic  exas- 
peration which  in  itself  is  all  sufficient  to 
avert  the  heart  of  the  Irish  people  from 
any  respect  for  the  law  or  its  adminis- 
trators. I  am  glaxl  that  he  has  not 
succeeded  in  turning  back  the  current  of 
Irish  freedom,  that  the  Irish  people  have 
resolutely  turned  away  from  the  com- 
mission of  crime  and  actions  which  could 
not  be  defended,  and  tliat  they  have  held 
fast  by  the  rights  of  combination, 
that  they  have  st^od  by  freedom  of 
fipoech,  the  liberty  of  the  Press.  I  say 
to  them,  *'  Go  on  and  prosper  in  that 
<iours3  ;  by  persistence  in  bearing  un- 
merited suffering  you  will  gain  foryour- 
.selves  and  for  your  country  the  great 
benefits  upon  which  all  our  hearts  are 
sot."  To  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  in  his  noble 
conduct  in  laying  aside  office,  power,  and 
emoluments,  tj  others  who  have  given 
up  their  political  life  and  political  career 
while  helping  to  secure  this  great  justice 
to  the  Irish  people — I  say  to  them  also, 
let  them  not  lose  courage.  They  have 
ibeen  richly  rewarded  in  the  changed 
attitude  of  Ireland  ;  let  them  continue 
to  the  end  in  the  confident  belief  that 
their  reward  will  be  permanent,  that  it 
will  be  one  not  only  of  changed  attitude 
on  the  part  of  the  Irish  people,  but  that 
the  reconciliation  between  the  two 
Jfr.  Parnell 


nations  will  bo  perfected  and  completed, 
and  that  the  strife  of  so  many  centuries 
will  sortn  have  been  ended  for  ever.  I 
beg  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stands  in  my  name. 

,   Amendment  proposed. 

At  end  of  paragraph  I0«  afUur  the  word 
**  iifl.'*  to  insert  the  words  :  *'  And  we  hnmbly 
represent  to  Yonr  Majesty  that  the  happy 
i^rowth  of  peaceful  and  unDicable  relations  be- 
tween the  peoples  of  Ireland  and  of  Great 
Briiain  has  been  Krievonsly  impeded  by  the  un- 
junt,  exasperatinsTt  and  futile  administration  not 
only  of  the  exceptional  repressive  lei^slation  of 
the  year  1887,  bat  of  the  ordinary  Criminal 
Code  by  Her  Msjesty't  Oovernment ;  that  not- 
withstandinj^  the  long-contiaued  tranquillity  of 
the  Country,  considerable  sections  of  the  [risfa 
people. are  still  harassed  with  invasions  of  their 
liberties  and  alienated  from  the  T^aw  by  the  con- 
duct and  character  of  manv  of  irs  administra- 
tors, and  large  bodies  ot .  Irish  tenants,  whqae 
sufferings  brought  about  the  Land  Act  of  1887» 
are  debarred  from  the  .benefits  of  that  Act,  de- 
prived of  the  right  of  combination  and  of  .pub- 
lic meeting,  and  subieotod  to  wholesale  eviction 
in  the  interest  of  landlord  combinations,  de- 
spite their  repeated^ -expressed  readiness  to 
submit  the  justice  of  their  claims  to  the  judg- 
ment of  any  Court  of  Arbitration. 

**  And  we  humbly  regret  that  Your  Mi^eaty's 
Gracious  Speecb  from  the  Throne  contams  no 
proposals  to  reiqedy  the  legitimate  discontent 
of  the  Irish  people  in  those  respects.*' — ^Mr. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  these  words 
ba  there  inserted." 

•The  attorney  GENERAL  vm 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity)  :  I  think  any  one  who  compares 
the  terms  of  the  Amendment  with  the 
speech  of  thtj  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
must  feel  that  there  is  a  certain  degree 
of  disproportion  between  the  two.  The 
Amendment  in  its  terms  is  as  grave  and 
serious  an  indictment,  not  only  of  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Criminal  Law,  but  of 
the  entire  system  of  government  in  Ire- 
land as  could  well  be  imagined.  I  would 
ask  the  House  what  portion  of  the. 
Amendment  has  been  even  approached  by 
the  speech  of  the  hqn.  Member  ?  He  has 
amused  the  House  by  reading  extract  of 
cases.  [Dissent.^  Has  he  not  amused  the 
House  1  I  mean  that  he  has  intentionally 
amused  the  House  by  giving  instanoea 
of  cas3s  which  he  describes  as  trivial, 
such  as  lighting  tar  barrels,  and  sounding 
horns.  But  I  do  not  find  in  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member,  or  of  any  Member 
who  has  yet  addre&sed  the  House,  any 
material  on  which  he  could  found  a 
serious  indictment  against  the  adminis- 
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tration  of  the  law  in  Ireland.  Tlie  hon. 
MembiT  Las,  no  doubt,  i-ofprred  to  the 
iidministratioii  of  the  Criminal  Codo  in 
Ireland,  but  liae  lie  &^\A  a  ytotA  whk'h 
has  any  bearing  upon  Buuh  iin  important 
portion  (if  his  Amendment  as  tliisi' — 

■'That,  notwithBlnodiDg  the  long -cnntio nod 
traoqoiltity  ol  tho  country,  coaaiitoiuble  Mec- 
tioDi  of  the  Irish  people  ara  still  harasaud  with 
inviuions  of  thair  liberties  and  alionuted  from 
the  law  by  the  conduct  and  character  of  many 
of  its  adminititrators,  and  large  bodies  of  Iritdi 
tenants,  whose  siitferings  brought  about  tliit 
Lund  Act  ot  1£n:,  are  dsliurred  from  the 
benoliti  of  that  Act,  deprived  of  the  right  of 
combination  and  of  pulilic  muoting,  itnd  sub- 
jooted  to  wholesale  eviution  in  the  int<:Teats  of 
landlord  oomhlnations,  despite  their  repeHtadty 
e^cpresaed  rendineas  to  sabmit  the  jiuljoe  uf 
thsir  ulaims  to  the  J  udf^ment  of  aoy  Court  of 
Arbitration." 

Has  thi:  hon.  Membur  even  attempted 
to  pivivc  tliat  allegation  P  Hau  lie  not 
left  out  evi'rytbing  having  any  rcCcr- 
oncc  to  this  portion  of  his  indictment  { 
With  rtfgard  to  what  in  Ireland  ia  r 
niattei'  «f  the  gravest  intarest — -the 
relatione  iMstween  landlord  and  tenant 
— there  ia  not  one  single  Bnggefititm  on 
■the  part  of  the  lion.  Member  ttat  tliosc 
i-elations  are  not  now  tomparaively  satia- 
fuct'iry, 

Mr.  PARNELL;  The  lum.  and 
learned  Gentleman  will  hear  i>f  that 
liefon:  the  debate  ulosex. 

•Mb.  madden  :  Well,  having  regard 
to  the  position  of  the  hon.  tientleman, 
•one  would  have  expected  that  this 
portion  of  his  indictmeut  against  the 
Government  would  have  been,  iit  all 
•events,  opened  U)  the  House.  The  hon, 
Qeutlemao  eommenced  his  speech  by  ii 
«oiu{>arison  between  tlie  adminieti'abion 
of  tiie  Orimes  Act  of  1882  and  the 
•Crimes  Act  of  1887  in  Ireland;  and  he 
used  btie  expression  that  "  times  were 
ivory  different  then,''  Well,  timcH  wei-e 
•difierent  then  in  some  respecte.  The 
ailuiinistratiun  of  the  law  iti  the  hands 
of  my  right  hou,  Friend  (Mr.  Balfour). 
has  not  now  what  the  administration  of 
•the  law  in  those  days  had — the  support : 
not  only  of  the  (rovernnient.  but  of  the 
OppoBition.  Tliat  i.s  one  serious  respect , 
in  which  times  differ.  But  so  far  as 
regards  tlie  attitude  of  the  hon. 
Member  and  bin  friends  towards  the 
aid  ministration    of     tlie    law,    there    is 
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imemory    by    reference    to    tlie    debit 
■iwhich     oocuired     on     hVbruttry    20th, 


'  1883,  when  the  hon.  Momlier  for 
Cork  moved  an  Aroondnient  to  the 
Address,  and  in  his  spoech  [  Hnd 
adjectives  as  strong  applied  to  tho  lulniin- 
iatration  of  the  Act  of  1882  us  li<-  ap)>!ied 
to  the  odminiBtration  of  the  Ai't.  of  J  SS7 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend.  'I'he  hmi. 
Gentleman  called  it  not  only  '■malignant," 
but  "  iniquitona "  and  "  unjust."  1 
find  that  the  hon,  Menilifr  also  in  his 
s  peech  referred  t*i  t  wi  i  pirt  iculars  i  n 
whidi  the  admin  isti-aliou  of  l!ic  old  Act 
WHS  open  t<)  hi«  atbu-k.  and  \n  which  ho 
draws  a  fafounihle  i-omiiarison  liptween 
the  adniiuistratiou  of  I  he  Act  of  IHH2  and 
of  the  Act  of  I8K7.  1  ti>ok- down  tho 
words  of  the  hon.  Memlier,  and  two  of  tho 
jiarticulars  were  freedom  of  the  Press 
and  tho  right  of  public  irieeling. 
I  find  in  the  hon,  ilcmbpr'R  s|ieoch 
then  a  Mmplaint  almost  in  iJio 
same  termjs  of  interference  with  freedom 
iif  tho  Press  mid  the  right  of  |niblic 
meeting  a^  he  niskcs  now. 

Mr,  W.  E,  (iUADSTONE;  And  mm- 
bination. 

•Mb.  MADDEN  ;  But  the  |).wers  of 
the  Act  of  1887  bear  no  comparison  with 
the  Act  of  1882  in  respect  of  interfei-once 
with  the  liberty  of  the  Press  or  thu  right 
of  public  meeting,  Tho  Act  uf  1882 
contained  very  great  powers  pi-nhibit- 
ing  public  meetings  and  iif  seizing  on 
newspapers.  With  regard  to  the  right 
o£  public  meeting,  the  bon.  Member  said, 
in  1883,  that  the  Act  of  1S82  was  so 
oppressive  that  public  meetings  ttad 
ceased  to  be  hold  ..tall.  Yet  now  the 
hon.  Member  says  that  one  of  tho 
[larticulars  in  which  the  administration  of 
the  Act  ot  1887  compares  favourably 
with  that  of  the  Act  of  1882  is  with  rak- 
jiect  to  public  meetings.  Is  it  the  fact 
that  public  meetings  cannot  be  lield  in 
Ireland  1  T  chink  what  we  see  in  the 
Press  proves  that  thej-  hiu.  There  is  a 
remarkable  omission  in  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member.  He  undertook  to  prove 
that  the  administi-ation  nf  tho  law  in 
Ireland  had  been  futile,  by  whirh  I 
nndcrstand  that  it  had  not  attained  tho 
result  which  the  administiTition  of  the 
law  must  aim  at,  namely,  tho  tliminn- 
tion  and  repression  of  crime.  Hns  ho 
attempted  to  prove  that  statement.  ? 
Has  crime  in  Ireland  diminished  under 
the  administration  of  mv  right,  hon. 
Friend  t  That  happens  to  be  n  mntter 
ivhich  «in  be  proved  hy  stalistic'i  and  by 
0  1 
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the  evidence  o(  ftietfi.  Now,  I  would  call 
Attention  in  rcgHrd  to  tlic  nlle^d  futili^ 
of  the  udminist  ration  of  the  law  by  my 
right  Lon.  Friend  to  ii  very  tew  figures. 
On  June  30,  18S7,  before  the  passing  of 
the  Crimea  Act,  the  numbcT  of  ptrsons 
boycotted  in  Ireland  was  +,901.  On  De- 
cember31,1889,thenTimberw»slya.  Is 
that  evidence  of  fntility'l  l^ike  again  flgr»- 
i-ian  crime,  excluding  and  including 
threatening  notices.  On  June  30,  1887, 
the  number  of  agrarian  crimes  in  Ireland, 
exclusive  of  threatening  notices,  was  14i) ; 
the  tutj*!,  including  threatening  notiees, 
was  221.  The  number  on  December  31, 
1889,  exclusive  of  threatening  notices, 
was  63  ;  including  them  it  was  93.  Is 
thiit  evidence  of  futility  1 

Db.  tanner  :  Police  statistics. 
•Mr.  M  ADDKN  :  Tlie  right  bon.  Gentle 
man  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  sug- 
gested in  his  speech  the  other  night  that 
the  improvement  in  the  state  of  Ireland  in 
regard  to  crime  might  be  Htlributed  to  the 
indiience  of  hope  and  expectation  ratlicr 
than  to  what  he  calls  coercive  legislation. 
That,  again,  is  a  statement  which  can  bo 
brought  to  the  test  of  facts.      I  presume 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  means  by 
"  hope  and  expectation  ''  tliat  the  Irish 
people  believe  that  his  policy  will  be  ulti- 
mately accepted  bj-  the  natiim.  There  wiim 
ft  time  in   1886,  shortly  after  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman    intrcduced    wliat   was 
then,  at  all  events,  his  Irish  [xilicy,  nheu 
the  influence  of  hope  might  have  been  ex- 
pected to  have  been  felt.    I  lind,  however, 
for  the   quarter    ending    March    31,   the 
number  of  agrarian  ofCchccs  iu  Ireland 
was  256 :  but  at  the  end  of  the  next  quar- 
ter, after  the  introduction  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  Irish  policy,  under  the 
influence   of    "  hope    and    expectation " 
they  increased  to  297.     1  find  a  further 
remarkable    fact   when   I    cora|>are 
infiuencc  of  hope  and  expectation  with 
the  efforts  which  followed  the  adminii 
tration     by    his     Government     of     th 
Crimes  Act  of    1882.     Tlie    right   hoi 
Gentleman  went  through  a  number  ( 
considerations,  in  which  I  deem  it  m 
duty  to  follow  him,  and  I  must  ask  fi 
the  kind  indulgence  of  the  Houw  if  I 
have   to  go  necessarily   Mimewhat    into 
matters  <3  detail      It  is  easy  t 
the  House  by  referring  to  highly -coloured 
accounts  of  what  occured  in  police  courts 
in  Ireland.    IE  you  take  accounts  of  what 
happens  in  police  courts  in  tbis  country 
Mr.  .\faddev 


■II  aUi  find  some  that  arc  liighly 
coloured  and  highly  spiced,  and  it  is  easy 
»  understand  that  reports  may  be 
itill  farther  dressed  up  in  journals  hos- 
tile to  the  administration  of  the  Uw. 
Modern  boycotting,  accorduig  to  the  lion. 
Member  opposite,  is  a  degenui-atc  form  nl" 
boycotting-  not  timt  boycotting  of  whicli 

[,■  heiird  such  odmiralje  dt'ficriptioiiB  iii 

ines  [last  from  the  right  lion.  Memlx-r 
for  Mid  Lothian. 

TANNER :  We  l«.k  win..  ti|« 
froni  the  Primrose  League. 

•Mk.  madden  :  Modern  Iv^cotting. 
II  fact.  '\n  represented  by  lion.  Members 

K  exclusive  dealing  only,  but  impartial 

spectators  in  Irehind  do  not  lake  ^uiti- 

.•  view  of  the  ease,  and  it  doi-s 

me  that  starvation,  the  deprivM- 

tinn  of  tlie  necessaries  uf  life,  must  he  w- 

disagreeable  for  the  victim  now  as  it  wb.s 

the  oariy  days  of  the  agitation,     Frmu 

'  {■'rrKnum'm  Jntiiiial  I  will  read  part 

a  charge   delivered    by  one   of    thi- 

ablest    Judges     im     the    Irish    Bench- 

ornament  of  this  House.  Ilaroo 

Dowse,   afldreBsiiig   the  Grand  Jurj-    of 

Kerry,    at   Tralee,   ou    March   11.  18H9, 

said  : 

"  I  am  informed  by  the  priiper  aiilli'jritifia, 
who  c»n  npeak  with  uonGdenco  in  these  miittars. 
Ihiit  the  crime  of  feoycoltiog  hii5  dccreasod  of 
Ulf,  and  that  whereas  there  were  mme  years 
tgo  several  hundreds  nf  persona  in  the  county 
lioyeotted,  the  number  ii  very  coofidenlily 
decre.ised,  and  in  the  month  of  January  if  ttirv 
present  year,  Uie  agrarian  outragea  in  Kerri' 
only  iimoiinted  to  lire  in  number,  oa  compared 
with  a  very  coBsidetsble  number  in  former 
years.  Well,  now,  I  am  verj-  glad  to  be  «hi» 
to  say  that  there  is  a  decrease  in  the  number  iiS 
boycotting  offences.  The  number  of  persona 
boycotted  in  February,  188S,  woo  1 31,  and  now 
the  number  in  only  ^3.  A  dislinfpiiiihed 
statesman,  a  grentroasterof  Innguoge^ namely, 
Mr.  OUditoDO — «aii  that  boycotting  wan 
'organised  intimidatian,'  nod  he  slated  in  18S'.! 
that  *the  creed  of  boycottiug,  like  every  olher 
creed,  Mfinires  a  annction,  .ind  the  nanction  of 
boycotLing,  that  wbich  stands  in  the  rear  of 
boycotting,  and  by  which  alone  boycattin);  tiin 
in  the  long  run  be  maJa  thoroughly  eSecLivii, 
is  the  murder  which  is  not  to  be  denounced.' 
Now,  these  words  are  us  trim  to-day  t|*<  they 
were  on  the  day  they  wore  spoken  It  nay  be 
said  that  pulitical  exigencies  should  Ignore  the 
meaning  of  these  words.  But  nothing  fan 
make  an;  difference,  not  even  in  the  lapiie  of 
year?,  ia  the  deftnilion  nf  :i  crime  of  this  do>- 
cription.  The  niniims  of  motaJity.  fortunately. 
do  not  depend  upon  tho  nccesHitie!'  of  etatet- 

Tlicse  are  not  the  words  of  an  irrcBjion- 
hible  person,  Irat  of  an  able  and  ex- 
perienced Judge,  holding  a  [Hjsilion   ot 
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absoluts  independence,  and  having  equal 
knowledge  of  what  boycotting  was  in 
1882  and  of  what  it  is  now.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  does  not  seem  to 
appreciate  the  fact  that  conspiracies, 
even  to  the  point  of  starvation,  if  unac- 
companied by  the  elements  of  intimi- 
dation and  undue  influence,  cannot  be 
punished  under  the  Crimes  Act.  Such 
a  (conspiracy  can  of  course  be  made  the 
subject  of  indictment  at  Common  Law, 
but  a  prosecution  cannot  be  undertaken 
in  respect  of  it  under  the  Statute.  If 
Magistrates  confuse  the  two  kinds  of 
<!onspiracy  and  deal  under  the  Crimes 
Act  with  a  conspiracy  punishable  at 
Common  Law,  their  decision  can  be  re- 
viewed and  set  right,  as  in  the  Killeagh 
case.  If,  then,  there  has  been  any  con- 
viction under  the  Act  for  conspiracy  un- 
accompanied by  intimidation  or  undue 
influence,  the  remedy  is  perfectly  plain. 
Tlie  hon.  Member  has  discussed  the  sub- 
ject of  Press  prosecutions,  beginning  his 
review  of  the  cases  at  a  very  early  period 
of  the  administration  of  the  Crimes  Act. 
He  will  forgive  me,  I  hope,  if  I  only  deal 
with  the  cases  that  occurred  last  year, 
for  the  others  have  been  discussed  over 
and  over  again.  The  hon.  Member  says 
tliat  Press  prosecutions  have  been  in- 
stituted in  peaceful  districts,  where  there 
could  be  no  excuse  for  their  institution. 
I  quite  agree  that  regard  must  be  had 
to  the  circumstances  under  which  words 
are  spoken.  There  is  a  wide  difference 
between  throwing  a  lighted  match  on  the 
high  road  and  throwing  one  into  a  powder 
magazine,  and  I  wish  that  the  followers  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  have  addressed 
my  countrymen 'in  various  parts  of  Ire- 
land had  more  frequently  borne  that  con- 
sideration in  mind.  But  when  Press 
prosecutions  are  iustituted  in  compai'a- 
ti vely  peaceful  counties,  it  is  done  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  the  introduction 
into  those  counties  of  illegal  combinations 
and  the  system  of  intimidation  which  have 
proved  so  disastrous  elsewhere.  That  was 
the  reason  of  the  prosecution  in  Kiklare 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  has  referred. 
The  prosecutions  during  the  jjast  year 
were  all  in  respect  of  articles  or  notices 
calculated  to  intimidate.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber, I  know,  draws  a  distinction  between 
articles  and  notices — a  distinction  which 
may  afEect  the  editorial  mind ;  but  what 
about  the  effect  on  the  mind  of  the  reader, 
wliat  about   the    results   to   the   victim 


of  intimidation?  Whether  the  editor  of 
a  paper  has  the  manliness  to  express  in  a 
leading  article  his  view  about  a  man  who 
has  taken  an  evicted  farm,  or  whether 
he  publishes  his  views  in  the  form  of  a 
Report  of  a  meeting  of  a  suppressed 
League,  is  not  the  result  the  same 
in  the  reader's  mind  ?  Let  any  hon. 
Member  produce  an  instance  of  a  prosecu- 
tion following  upon  the  publication  of  a 
Report  of  an  innocent  character,  and  we 
shall  then  have  something  to  discuss. 

Me.  E.  HARRINGTON  :  Mine.  There 
are  heaps. 

*Mr.  madden  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
will  have  an  opportunity  of  producing  one 
out  of  the  heaps.  The  question  is  whether 
these  intimidatory  notices  are  calculated 
to  pi-oduce  an  effect  in  the  country.  Now 
with  reference  to  cases:  I  shall  refer  to 
one.  M'Hugh,  the  editor  of  the  Sligo 
CImmpion,  was  tried  and  sentenced  to  a 
term  of  imprisonment.  His  case  came  on 
appeal  before  a  gentleman  whom  hon. 
Membei-s  opposite  have  described  as  a 
learned  and  merciful  Judge — and  rightly 
so  described — and  the  sentence  of  four 
months'  imprisonment  passed  by  the  Court 
below  was  affirmed,  and  the  Judge,  in 
delivering  sentence,  commented  iij  the 
strongest  terms  upon  the  character  of  the 
publication  and  the  intimidatory  ten- 
dency of  what  appeared  in  it.  1  make 
this  broad  general  statement.  Wliat  are 
called  Press  prosecutions  are  not  so  at 
all ;  to  call  them  so  is  a  gross  misnomer. 
They  are  prosecutions  for  doing  by  means 
of  the  Press  what  would  be  equally  crimi- 
nal if  done  by  any  other  means.  Tliesc 
prosecutions  in  no  sense  interfere  with 
the  libei*ty  of  the  Press.  If  you  commit 
a  crime  by  means  of  the  Press  you  can- 
not shelter  yourself  behind  the  doctrine 
of  the  liberty  of  the  Press.  Tlie  liberty 
of  the  Press  is  not  assailed  because  your 
criminal  action  is  assailed.  It  is  not  for 
me  to  criticise  the  Act  of  1882,  or  its 
administration,  and  I  will  not  do  so. 
But  this  I  will  say,  that  what  are  called 
Press  prosecutions  under  the  Act  of  1 887 
should  not  be  so  called,  and  that  there 
were  clauses  in  the  Act  of  1882  directed 
against  the  Press,  while  there  are  none  in 
the  Act  of  1887.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  brought  forward  a  number  of  cases 
which  he  described — and  I  think  the 
House  will  entirely  agree  with  him — as 
trivial  cases.  Of  course  the  gravamen  of 
his    accusation    was    that    the    persons 
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prosocutod  were  old  women,  children, 
and  newsboys.  It  is  ea^y  to  make  general 
statements  about  prosecutions  of  this 
kind,  but  I  should  like  some  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  the  course  of  this  debate  to  bring 
forward  some  case  of  the  prosecution  of 
newsboys.  No  such  case  has  yet  been 
adduced.  The  hon.  Member  called  atten- 
tion to  the  lighting  of  some  tar-barrels 
in  the  streets,  as  to  which  he  said  that 
the  maximum  penalty  of  a  10s.  fine  was 
inflicted.  Well,  that  was  not  a  prosecu- 
tion under  the  Crimes  Act  at  all.  I  am 
almost  certiiin  it  was  a  prosecution  under 
the  Towns  Improvement  Act,  because 
somehow  or  other  the  maximum  penalty 
of  10s.  is  familiar  to  me  in  connection 
with  that  Act.  I  am  not  sure  whether 
those  who  live  in  England  enjoy  legisla- 
tion similar  to  that  which  is  in  force  in 
Ireland,  but  there  are  provisions  in  that 
Act  under  which  certain  specified 
trivial  offences  in  the  public  streets  can 
be  summarily  prosecuted,  and  I  have 
not  the  smallest  doubt  if  any  per- 
son were  to  light  a  tar-barrel  in  the 
Strand  —  -  \^Latighter^  —  well,  say  in 
some  nice  quiet  street  in  a  cathe- 
dral town,  he  would  be  prosecuted 
under  an  Act  of  this  kind  in  England, 
and  that  the  maximum  penalty  would 
probably  be  inflicted.  Does  the  hon. 
Member  recognise  that  we  are  here 
for  the  purpose  of  encountering  a  serious 
indictment  against  the  administration  of 
the  law  in  Ireland  by  the  Government  ? 
Yet  in  this — one  of  the  main  cases 
in  support  of  that  indictment  the 
Government  have  no  concern  what- 
ever, except  that  the  police  are  the  usual 
prosecutors.  The  administration  of  such 
Acts  as  I  have  referred  to  forms  no  part 
of  the  work  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment which  is  now  on  its  trial.  There 
was  a  case  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber as  to  which*  I  have  some  information. 
He  mentioned  as  a  gross  instance  of 
the  maladministration  of  the  law  the 
prosecution  of  Mr.  T.  Queley  at  Dun- 
garvan.  County  Waterford.  Mr.  Queley 
was  ordered  to  find  sureties  for  his 
good  beha^'^our  for  doing  that  which 
the  Member  for  Cork  said,  in  his 
opinion,  was  a  perfect  legal  ^t.  The 
hon.  Member  said  that  for  a  man  to  tell 
persons  that  if  they  buy  from  or  sell  to 
A  B  they  are  doing  an  unpatriotic  act, 
and  that  the  goods  of  A  B  are  boycotted, 
is  perfectly  legal.  Unfortunately,  on 
^fr.  Madden 


this  ix)int  the  hon.  Member  is  in 
direct  conflict  with  the  Court  of 
Exchequer  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber may  be  quite  right  and  the  Court  of 
Exchequer  may  be  quite  wrong.  ["Hear, 
hear ! "]  I  gather  from  the  hon.  Member's 
attitude  that  he  •  considers  himself  to  be 
in  the  right,  but  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  House  generally  will  be  content  to 
accept  his  view  and  to  receive  their  idea 
of  the  law,  either  of  England  or  Ireland, 
not  from  a  Court  of  dw,  but  from  an 
hon.  Member  in  this  House.  At  all 
events,  whether  the  Court  of  Exchequer 
is  right  or  wrong  we  are  bound  to  accept 
its  decisions.  Proceedings  had  been 
taken  against  Queley  in  consequence  of 
the  boycotting  of  Matthew  Walsh. 
Queley,  it  seems,  made  a  regular  practice 
of  following  Walsh  about  to  different 
markets  inducing  people  to  refrain  from 
buying  his  pigs,  Walsh's  offence  having 
been  the  taking  of  an  evicted  farm. 
Queley  acted  towards  Walsh  in  a  most 
exasperating  manner,  and  for  this  he  was 
ordered  to  find  Sureties  for  his  good 
behaviour,  it  being  held  that  his 
conduct  amounted  to  intimidation.  In 
this  case  there  were  all  the  elements 
that  would  have  warranted  a  conviction 
at  Common  Law  wholly  irrespective  of  any 
Crimes  Act,  just  as  in  the  case  at  Man- 
chester the  other  day.  Are  people  not  ta 
draw  inferences  from  facts  ?  Why  was  not 
this  man  allowed  to  sell  his  cattle?  [Laugh- 
ter from  the  Honie  Rule  Me-nxbera.^  Why 
was  he  compelled  to  take  them  home  un- 
sold ?  Hon.  Members  may  laugh  and 
treat  this  and  similar  cases  lightly,  but 
do  they  realise  what  it  means  when 
a  man  in  this  position  of  life  cannot 
sell  his  cattle?  It  means  ruin  and 
starvation,  and  it  is  intended  to  mean 
ruin  and  starvation.  I  am  happy 
to  say  that  this  system  of  boycotting 
cattle  at  sales  is  being  successfully 
dealt  with,  for  it  is  a  most  serious  matter. 
I  presume  that  the  cases  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  brought  forward  are  the 
strongest  in  his  favour  which  he  can 
find. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  No  ;  I  took  them  at 
random. 

*Mk.  madden  :  Of  course  I  accept  the 

hon.   Member's  statement,   but  I  should 

have  thought  tliat  when  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  going  to  directly  impeach  the 
action  of  the  Government  he  would  have 
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Hclcctcd  the  stmngest  oases  ho  could  ftnd 
in   support  of  his  contentions. 

Mr.  PARNELL:  I  think  it  highly 
probable  that  I  did  unwifcfcingiy  pick  out 
tlie  best  cases  for  the  Government. 

•Mr.  MADBEN  :  Well,  if  the  hon:  Mem- 
ber took  the  cases  at  random,!  think  I  may 
assume  that  they  are  a  iair  sample.  *  Her 
ilajesty's  Government  ave^ quite  prepared 
to  stand  by  the  action  they  have  taken  in 
grappling*  with  this  system 'of  boycotting 
cattle  at  fairs,  a  practice  the  illegality  of 
which  has  been  pronounced  by*  the  Court 
of  Exchequer  in  Ireland,  arid  which  has 
constituted  an  evil  of  the  greatest  magni- 
tude. The  hon.  member  lias  also  referred 
to  wliat  he  terms  the  system  of  punishing 
persona  twice  for  the  same  offence  by  hold- 
ing them  to  bail  to  bo  of  good  behaviour. 
But  in  this  view  the  hon.  Member  is  again 
in  conflict  with  the  highest  Courts  of  law, 
which  both  in  England  and  Ireland  liave 
laid  it  down  that  the  precautionary 
nieasurj  of  taking  securities  that  a  man 
will  keep  the  peace  is  not  a. punitive 
sentence  or  one  which  can  be  regarded  as 
in  the  nature  of  punishment.  It  has  been 
laid  down  by  Judge  after  Judge  in  England 
and  Ireland,  that  there  is  nothing  puni- 
tive in  the  sentence,  but  that  it  is  merely 
precautionary  and  intended  to  secure 
proper  obedience  to  the  laws  of  the  coun- 
try. The  hon.  Memb3r  describes  the 
administration  of  the  law  in  Ireland  as 
**  exasperating."  Whom  does  it  exasper- 
ate ?  Does  it  exasperate  the  4,900  boy- 
cotted persons  who  have  been  saved  from 
a  living  death,  or  does  it  exasperate  the 
boycotters  ?  If  it  is  a  terror  to  evil- 
doers, I  can  only  say  that  in  so  doing  it 
fulfils  one  of  the  legitimate  functions  of 
the  law.  There  is  one  portion  of  the 
population,  however,  that  it  does  not  ox- 
asperate.  I  allude  to  that  portion,  which, 
I  believe,  is  composed  of  the  majority  of 
the  people  of  Ireland,  without  distinction 
of  class  or  creed,  whoso  desire  it  is  to 
pursue  their  business  in  peace,  without 
molestation  and  intimidation.  This  portion 
of  the  population  regards  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law  with  feelings  not  of  exas- 
peration but  of  gratitude,  as  securing  to 
them  that  protection  and  security  with- 
out which  prosperity  and  progress  are 
alike  impossible. 

*SiR  G.  TREVELYAN  (Glasgow, 
Bridge  ton) :  The  Opposition  in  this 
House  are  not  responsible  for  the 
present  method  of    govjrning   Ireland, 


nor  are  they  amenable  to  ifc.  They  are 
not'  the  authors  of  that  method,  nor  are 
they  in  any  sense  the  instruments  Of 
the  Government,  nor,  again,  are  they 
its  vidtims.  They  are  able,  I  hope, 
to  apply  a 'tolerably  impartial  mind  to 
the  question  raised  by  the  Amend - 
txaesi  ^  the  hon.  Member  for  .Cork 
(Mr.  Paj'aell) — an  Amendment  which 
contains  ^oihe  very  important  proposi- 
tions. I  have  listened  to  the  hon. 
Member's  speech,  and  to  that  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, and  having,  in  addition,  thought 
out  two  or  three  points  which  the  hon. 
Member  himself  left  untouched,  Un- 
willing, as  I  presume  he  was,  to  trespass 
on  the  time  of  the  House,  I  hope  I  shall 
be  able  to  make  out  a  case  for  the  Vote, 
which  I  believe  many  Members,  if  lioi 
all  those  on  this  side  of  the  House  who 
owe  allegiance  to  the  leaders  of  the 
Opi-MDsition,  will  give.  Both  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  and  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  have  referred  to  the 
fact  that  times  are  changed.  No  doubt 
they  are.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Crcntlenian  lays  stress  upon  the  fact  that 
in  the  old  days,  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  was  in  oflice  and  the 
lion.  Member  for  Cork  actacked  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Law  in  Ireland,  tlie 
Government  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
received  the  support  of  the  Conservative 
Party.  On  one  occasion  in  the  past  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  brousfht  forward 
an  Amendment,  to  the  Address,  asserting 
that  the  recent  policy  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  in  Ireland  had  not  tended  to 
the  interests  of  tranquillity  or  content- 
ment of  the  Irish  people,  prot?stin<r 
against  the  wanton  prohibition  of  consti- 
tutional meetings,  whereby  the  exercise 
of  the  right  of  free  speech  was  practically 
extinguished  in  Ireland,  and  condemning 
the  Irish  Executive  for  having  permitted 
bodies  of  magistrates  to  make  public  de- 
clarations applauding  the  conduct  of  Lord 
Rossmore.  No  wonder  that,  in  resist- 
ing that  Amendment,  our  Government 
was  supp)rted  by  the  Conservatives  ! 
That  was  an  unjust  Amendment. 
ITie  Government  of  Ireland  in  those 
xlays  laboured  under  great  difficulties, 
because  free  speech  was  attacked  from 
two  quarters.  We  laid  Aovrti  for  ourselvi  u 
the   rule   that  meetings  should  be  pro- 
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hibitjd  ouly  where  outrages  would  follow 
th'j  excitjmeut,  and  that  rule  we  lielieve 
we  kept,     lint  hon.  Gentlemen  in  Ulster 
thought   that   that    was    not    sufl&cient. 
Tliey  thought  that  in  the  heart  of  Ulster, 
where  there  were  no  outrages  and  no 
ft?ar  of  outrages,  meetings  of  the  League 
should  not  be  allowed,  because  tkey  were 
disliked.     Being  attacked  on  both  sides 
the    Government   found    it   difficult    to 
steer  a  clear  course,   but  I  believe   we 
were  in  this  matter  patriotic,  and  J  am 
sure  we  were  impartial.     Then,  says  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cork, 
times  have  changed   in   Ireland,  and  he 
lifives   the*  reasons.     I   will  acknowledge 
those  reasons  by  saying  that  before    >ve 
loft    Ireland  the   National   League    was 
such  a  body  that  we  absolutely  refused, 
notwithstanding  the  great  criticism,  and 
<iven  the  obloquy  of  many  of  the    Irish 
Cons^^rvatives,   to  take  steps  against  it. 
Sincj     then     there    are     reasons    why 
still   greatsr   changes    have    come    over 
the    spirit   of    the    leading   organisation 
of  Nationalist  Ireland  for  the  time  being. 
That  is,  that  a  Conservative  Government 
came  in,  the  Viceroy  of  which  spoke  of 
ruling  Ireland  by  what  he  called  amity 
and  concord :    and    since    then   again    a 
great  measure  has  been  brought  forward 
for  the  purpose  of  satisfying  Irish  aspir- 
ations,  a    measure    about   which   I    sav 
nothing  now,  except  that  the  people  in 
Great  Britain  take  such  a  deep  interest 
in  it  that  tliey  turned  out  a  Government 
<m  it.     Now  the    hon.    Gentleman   (Mr. 
Parnell)    brought  forward  a  number  of 
oases  which  reflect,  in  his  opinion,  on  the 
jidministration    of   justice    in    Ireland.  T 
shall  not  go  through  those  cases  except 
so   far   as   they    are    impugned    by    the 
Attorney  General,    who    objects    to   the 
epithets  unjust,  exasperating,  and  futile. 
It    is  not    difficult    to     understand     the 
abuses   of   the    administration    of    what 
is    called     law    in     Ireland,    when    the 
Attjrney     General     for    Ireland    treats 
Press    ])rosecutions    lightly.     [Mr.  Mad- 
pen  :     No.  ]      I  gatliered    that   was    the 
case ;     but     I      am     willing     to     with- 
draw    the     word     '*  lightly,'     and     say 
the    lion,    and    learned      Gentleman  re- 
gai'ds  Press  prosecutions  as  proceedings 
which    can    be    defended    with    an    ex- 
tremely   small    amount    of     argument. 
Conceive   what  would  be   the   effect  in 
this  country  if   an    editor   was   thrown 
into    prison,    and,    alx)Vi?    all,    on    hard 
Sir  a .  Trf' rely  Hit 


labour,  for  an  offence  which  would  pro* 
bably  be  called  libel,  but  which  partook 
of  a  political  charac*tcr ;  and  then  ima- 
gine what  would  be  the  state  of  things 
in  the  country  if  in  the    course   of    18 
months   or   two    years    18   or   20   very 
seve]*e  penalties  were  imposed    on  the 
Press.      The    Attorney    General      says 
that  these  are  not  Press  prosecutions  at 
all,    that   they   only    punish   the    crime 
which   is   committed   by   means   of  the 
Press.  That  is  mere  juggling  with  words. 
Everybody  knows  that  one  of  the  clearest 
principles  of  jurisprudence,  and  certainly 
of   ])olitics,    is   that  you  cannot  without 
the    very   greatest   tlanger    and   wrong 
punish     what     is     called     the      incite- 
ment to  crime  by  the  Press  instead  of 
punishing  the  crime  itself.     The  longer 
I  live  the  more  I  am  persuaded  tliat  the 
rule  in  this  matter  may   be   made,  as  it 
were,  absolute.     It  certainly  was  made, 
if  not  absolute,  very  nearly  so  for  many 
months,  I    should  think  we  might  oonnt 
the  ptiriod  by  years,  towards  the  end  of 
the    Government    of    the     right     hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 
If  you  once  infringe   tliat  rule  and  begin 
to  punish  for  what  is   called   incitement 
you    very    soon    l>egin    to    ])unisb    for 
incitement  which  leads  to  no  crime,  and 
that  in  this  case   has  been  strangely  so. 
( lordon,  in  Jamaica,  was  hanged  because 
he  incited  the  negroes  to  outrage.     [An 
hon.     Member  :    Quite    right  t<x>.]     An 
hon.   Gentleman  opposite    says    '*  Quite* 
right   too."     I    remember  at    that   time 
arguing  with  a  friend  of  mine,  who  like- 
wise   sat    on    the   opposite  benches    to 
myself,  against  the   hanging  of  Gordon. 
I  said,  **  Here  you  have  the  J?'enian  agita- 
tion.   John  Bright  spoke  the    other  day 
about  the  wrongs    of  Ireland.      Wouhl 
you  hang  John  Bright  ?  "  and  he  replied, 
"  Certainly     I  would."      The    Attorney 
General  says  that  in   no  case  do  these 
pi*osecutions  interfere  with  the  liberty  of 
the  Press:     Let  me  show  the  House  how 
these    prosecutions    interfere    with    the 
lil)erty  of  the  Press  in  the  most  subtk* 
and    trenchant     manner.       The     great 
objection  brought  by   the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  against  these    prosecutions  is 
that  they  are  not  for  bitter  and  brutal 
leading  articles,   but  for  the   reports  of 
meetings   and   proceedings   written    by 
people  other   than  the  editor.      I  do  not 
think  that  in  any  case  can  it  be   proved 
that    serious   outrage    has   followed  the 
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printing  of  the  reports.  But  mark 
the  manner  in  which  this  method 
of  dealing  with  the  Press  lays  the 
whole  Press  of  Ireland  at  the  absolute 
disposal  of  the  Government.  I  sup- 
pose I  am  not  exaggerating  when  I 
nay  that  these  proceedings  have  no 
or  only  a  very  partial,  deterrent  effect. 
Men  have  been  punished  by  publishing 
the  repoHs  of  suppressed  branches  of  the 
National  League,  but  directly  they  had 
been  released  they  liad  proceeded  to 
publish  similar  reports.  The  Govern- 
ment really  choose  who  they  shall  pro- 
secute, and  they,  of  course,  choose  who 
they  shall  punish,  because  this  is  an 
offence  for  which  there  is  no  defence. 
iSo  the  Government  has  at  its  mercy  the 
whole  of  the  Irish  Press,  loyal  or  dis- 
loyal, to  use  their  own  words,  which 
publish  reports  of  suppi-essed  branches 
of  the  League.  Then  the  Attorney 
General  spoke  on  the  question  of  boy- 
cotting, and  I  must  say  he  generalised 
far  too  much  upon  the  horrors  of 
boycotting,  which  is  at  present  being 
punished  in  Ireland.  It  is  idle  to  tell  us 
that  murder  is  stalking  about  in  Ireland 
now.  It  is  not  so.  In  1882  murder 
and  mnrderoiLS  crimes  were  enormously 
prevalent  in  Ireland,  but  two  years  after 
they  ceased,  and  they  have  never  lieen 
revived.  The  Attorney  Goneml  tells  us 
that  boycotting  consists  in  the  denial  of 
the  necessaries  of  life,  in  starvation,  and 
so  forth.  I  should  like  to  refer  to  one 
case  in  particular.  In  ^liltown  Malbay 
there  was  some  serious  boycotting.  Two 
persons  were  tried,  and  there  was  a  great 
•deal  of  discontent  and  disorder  in  the  town. 
The  next  time  that  one  of  these  cases 
came  on  for  trial  the  parish  priest,  in 
his  anxiety  to  prevent  disorder,  advised 
the  publicans  to  close  their  shops  ;  but 
the  |>olice,  who  it  was'  proved  had  suffi- 
cient whisky  in  their  barracks  to  satisfy 
their  requirements,  went  round  to  '24 
public  houses,  and  in  each  case  asked  for 
a  glass  of  whisky,  which  was  refused. 
The  24  publicans  were  thereupon  brought 
up  for  refusing  to  supply  the  police  with 
nec3ssaries.  Twelve  of  them  consented 
to  express  their  regret  for  their  action, 
but  the  others,  who  refused  to'  do  so, 
received  a  month's  imprisonment  each. 
This  is  the  w^ay  in  which  the  statistics 
of  boycotting  are  made  up,  and  the  police 
are  thus  converted  into  the  most  odious 
characters  in  the   world—  namely,  com- 


mon informers.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  said  that  a  good 
•  many  of  the  cases  that  have  been  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  ate 
risible  cases,  but  I  can  assure  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  that  where  respect- 
able honest  tradesmen  are  sentenced  to 
prison  for  a  month  it  is  no  laughing 
matter.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  speaks  of  the  extreme  danger 
of  lighting  bonfires.  In  Scotland  £300,000 
is  spent  on  the  police  annually,  in  Ireland 
not  very  far  short  of  £1,800,000.  Surely 
the  enormous  force  of  police  which  the 
latter  sum  represents  ought  to  be  able  to 
preserve  order  in  the  time  of  a  little  popu- 
lar excitement  by  the  process  by  which 
it  is  kept  elsewhei*e — by  being  present  and 
pleasant.  It  is  not  long  since  - 1 
was  in  a  country  town  in  England 
when  a  crowd  lighted  a  bonfire  and  burnt 
a  celebrated  character  in  effigy,  still  no 
man  was  sjnt  for  10  days.  Now,  I  want 
to  bring  forward  one  or  two  cases  that 
arc  not  risible,  and  these  are  the  dascs 
which,  above  all  others,  give  me  thc^ 
opportunity,  which  I  am  very  glad  to 
have,  of  declaring  e.arly  in  the  Session 
what  I  think  are  the  mistakes  which  the 
Government  are  committing  in  Ireland. 
We  have  been  told  that  there  is  nothing 
that  is  a  crime  in  Ireland  that  is  not 
equally  a  crime  in  England.  I,  however, 
can  give  an  instance  of  an  absolutely  new- 
crime  that  has  been  created  in  Ireland  by 
the  Crimes  Act  of  1887.  To  belong  to 
the  National  League  would  have  Ix'en  no 
offence  under  the  Crimes  Act  of  18xS2, 
whereas  it  is  a  crime  under  the  Crimfcs 
Act  of  1887.  My  contention  is  that 
under  the  latter  Act  the  Government 
have  the  power,  if  they  desire  to  do  so, 
to  use  the  law  for  political  purposes.  In 
one  Irish  county  as  many  as  38  people 
have  received  an  average  of  over  two 
months'  imprisonment  with  hard  lahlur 
for  the  new  crime  of  attending  meetings 
of  suppressed  branches  of  the  National 
lieaguc.  The  r^ht  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  referred  to  the  legality  of 
a  particular  class  of  punishment  whereby 
a  man  is  sentenced  to  a  lengthened  term 
of  imprisonment  for  refusing  to  be  bound 
over  to  keep  the  peace.  In  one  case  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner) 
had  been  condemned  to  one  months  im- 
prisonment for  an  alleged  offence,  and  in 
the  course  of  the  proceedings  the  hon. 
Memlx?r  had  used  some   hot  words,  the 


:h\ 


Addresif  in 


{COMMONS} 


Av^ivcr  to  11  cr 


348- 


hottiL^st  t»f  which  were  to  the  effect  that  the 
magistrates  had  come  down  to  the  Court 
with  their  si^ntence  in  their  pockets.  For 
Baying  this  the  hon.  Member  was  ordered 
to  be  lx)und  over  to  keep  the  peace  or  to 
be  sent  to  ]»rison  in  default.  An  appeal 
was  nirtde  t  >  the  Court  of  Exchequer, 
^vith  the  result  that  the  original  and 
governing  sentence  was  revised  for  a 
technical  reason.  The  binding  over, 
however,  was  confirmed ;  but  Baron 
Dowse  said  that  if  he  had  been 
the  judge  he  should  not  have 
thought  it  worth  while  to  take  notice  of 
the  language  used.  That  was  at  first, 
but  Baron  Dowse,  at  a  later  period,  said 
with  regaixi  to  the  form  of  warrant  that 

**  No  doubt  the  magistrates  had  come  down 
with  their  ammunition  ready,*' 

thereby  repeating  the  very  offence  of  the 
hon.  Member.  The  first  was  a  very 
serious  statement,  but  he  took  no  notice 
of  the  words  ;  the  second  was  more 
serious  still.     The  Chief  Baron  said  : — 

'*  I  think  if  I  were  held  to  good  behaviour 
there  is  nothing  in  the  world  would  induce  me 
to  give  security." 

Now  whatever  it  may  be  in  -England, 
and  1  have  not  dealt  much  in  this  matter, 
it  is  in  Ireland  considered  a  point  of 
honour  among  high  and  low  not  to  give 
security  when  it  is  called  for  in  this 
way.  1  do  not  praise  or  blame  it.  I 
take  the  feeling  as  it  is,  and  I  say 
tliat  to  call  upon  a  man  to  give  security 
as  an  alternative  toaterm  of  imprisonment 
is  in  Ireland  equivalent  to  passing  a 
sentence  of  imprisonment,  and  the  Lord 
C'liief  Baron  used  words  to  this  effect. 
Here  you  Lave  a  state  of  things  in  which 
one  judge  says  no  notice  ought  to  have 
Ix'eii  taken  of  the  words  used,  and  the 
other  says  that  notice  being  taken  of  the 
language  is  equivalent  to  the  magistrates 
passing  a  sentence  of  three  months  im- 
prisonment. That  is  a  specimen  case  of 
th"  administration  of  justice  in  Ireland. 
This  case  was  brought  before  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  instead  of  the  Govern- 
ment making  one  of  those  speeches  such 
as  a  wise  Government  would  make,  seek- 
ins:  out  the  best  case  they  could,  but 
allowing  that  it  was  hard  law,  and  that 
its  tiipplication  was  slightly  indiscreet,  and 
that  they  would  take  care  such  punish- 
ments were  not  carried  out :  instead  of 
that  the  Government  take  such  a  line 
tliat  all  the  removable  magisti*ates  all 
Sir  (f.  Trevelyan 


over  Ireland  know  on  the  high  authority 
of  the  rulers  of  Ireland  that  to  require 
security  is  the  right  course  to  take,  and 
that  a  majority  in  Parliament  agree  that 
this  is  the  right  course  to  take.  There 
is  one  part  of  his  Resolution  as  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  has  said 
nothing,  but  •  it  is  a  point  that  I  feel  ex- 
tremely strong  about,  and  tliat  is  tlie 
position  of  the  Irish  tenants  whose- 
sufferings  have  been  brought  about  by 
the  Land  Act  of  1887,  who  are  deprived 
of  the  benefit  of  that  Act  and  deprived 
of  the  right  of  combination.  It  will  l>e 
liardly  believed  that  that  eminent  noble- 
man, who  was  lately  Viceroy  of  Ireland,  and 
after  holding  that  high  office  for  two  years 
came  back  to  his  own  neighbourhood^ 
where  he  was  cntei*taincd  by  his  friends 
with  great  honour  and  compliments  at  a 
dinner,  made  a  long  and  powerful  speech 
chiefly  upon  the  Land  Question,  and  theiv 
was  not  one  single  wonl  in  that  speecli 
from  first  to  last  tnat  informed  his 
hearers  that  owing  to  the  fall  in  prices 
rents  had  come  to  be  unjust,  and  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  had  urged  the 
Government  to  revise  rents  ;  that  the 
Government  had  refused  ;  but  the  next 
year  on  revising  the  rents  acknowledged 
that  the  rents  were  unjust,  and  that  in 
the  interval  large  arreai's  of  thcsj  unjust 
rents  had  grown  u}>,  and  for  being 
unable  to  pay  these  arreai's  of  unjust 
rents — I  do  not  say  all,  1  do  not  say  most 
— but  many  of  these  Irish  tenants  were 
being  evicted.  How  many  are  there 
being  evicted  ?  There  is  not  an  assertion 
made  more  frequently  by  those  wha 
undertake  to  inform  their  fellow-country- 
man in  this  country  than  that  the  num- 
ber of  evictions  have  fallen  vers-  low  ; 
but  surely  to  a  House  of  Commons  con- 
taining a  large  number  of  Irish  Members 
this  is  not  an  assertion  to  make.  Tliey 
know  that  by  the  Act  of  1887,  a  ])ower- 
ful,  grinding,  but  all  silent  and 
unostentatious  process  was  instituted, 
which  carries  out  all  that  is  serious  in 
eviction.  The  terrible  circumstances 
of  an  eviction  scene,  the  police,  the 
soldiers,  the  Ixittering  ram,  the  old 
people  carried  out  and  laid  by  the  rojid- 
side,  are  not  there,  but  what  constitutes 
the  real  misery  of  an  eviction  ?  That  a 
man  leaves  the  home  he  or  his  fore- 
fathers created  to  at  least  one-half  of  its- 
value,  and  often  more.  1  was  I'Ciiding 
recL'utly     an     article    in     the      journal 
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of   the     English     Agricultural     Society 
— -writfcDn  by  an  eminent  Conserv'ative,Mr. 
Pell,  and  he  with  considerable  knowledge 
tells    his  readers   how  in  England  and 
Scotland — I  do  not  say  in  the  Highlands 
— an  enormous  part  of  the  value  of  land 
lias  been  put  upon  it  by  the  landlords  in 
the  shape  of  buildings,  irrigation,  drain- 
ing, and  every  sort  of  improvement,  and 
he  puts  the  natural  rent  of  the  soil  at  an 
extremely  low  figure.     But  what  he  did 
not  say,  and  had  no  occasion  to  say,  was 
that  in  Ireland  everything  is   done  by 
the  tenant  and  not  by  the  landlord,  and 
the  consequence  of  eviction  is  that  the 
tenant  loses  all  this.     Under  Section  7 
of  the  Land  Act  of  1887  a  number  of 
tenants  have  been  converted  into  carc- 
takere.      In    1888    there    were    9,752 
pei*sons    so    converted  ;     in    the     first 
(juarter    of    1889,    1,581    tenants   were 
turned  into  caretakers,  and  in  the  second 
quarter    1,975.     I   do   not   want   to   go 
beyond  my  knowledge   or   outside    the 
Government    Returns.     I   know    these 
men  have  the  opportunity,  if  they  can 
do  it,  of  redeeming  themselves  within  a 
certain  time.     I  do  not  know  how  many 
are  able  to  do  so   but  I  know  that  an 
enormous  number  do  not  do  so,  that  the 
numbers  who  suffer  under  the  operation 
of  this  section,  which  is  in  every  essential 
(me  of  eviction  though  not  in  name,  are 
very  great  and  altogether  belie  the  too 
favourable  accounts  often  given  by  sup- 
porters'  of     the    Government     in    the 
country,  though  I  do  not  say  by  Members 
of   the    Government    themselves.     And 
now  I  come  to  the  words   in    reference 
to    combination,    and    upon    this  'point 
I    feel     most     intensely.      I     am     not 
like   the  hon.   Member  for  Cork  in  one 
respect,  for  if  I  had  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment to  this  part  of  the  Address  I  should 
have  wished  to  leave  out  some  words  of 
the  Address ;  I  should  have   wished  to 
leave  out  the  words  in  commendation  of 
the  operation  of  the  Ashbourne  Act.  The 
Ashbourne  Act  has  one  evil  about  it  as 
to  which  I  am  sure  all  Members  who  act 
with  us,  whether  they  come  from  Eng- 
land,  Ireland,    or    Scotland,  will   agree 
fully,  and  that  is  that  ib  is  too  frequently 
made  an  instrument  of  the  most  serious 
oppression.     When  a  number  of  tenants 
are  in  arrears  with  their  rent  and  cannot 
pay  those  arrears,  then  comes  the  clever 
agent  of  the  landlord  and  says  :   *'  If  you  j 
will  buy  under  the  Ashbourne   Act  "— - 


it  is  called  buying  but  I  will  not  give  it 
the  word—**  if  you  will  undertake  to  give 
an  annuity  under  the  Ashbourne  Act  " — 
for  in  my  opinion  it  is  the  Government 
for  the  taxpayers  who  buy — "  if  you  will 
agree  to  terms  of  settlement  with  me  for 
my  employer  you  shall  be  saved  from 
eviction."  That  is  the  operation  that 
goes  on  and  wo  can  conceive  how  even 
an  honourable,  a  kindly  landlord  would 
use  the  pressure  his  position  over  the 
tenant  would  give  him.  But  this  being 
the  case,  the  situation  being  bo  delicate 
surely  it  behoves  the  Government  to  be 
absolutely  impartial  in  the  matter  ?  Now, 
I  do  not  think  the  Government  is  abso- 
lutely impartial.  The  Government  early 
in  its  career — I  am  referring  to  a  nuitter 
as  to  which,  when  I  was  first  informed,  I 
took  a  more  serious  view  of  the 
facts,  but  wliat  I  am  stating  now 
is  correct.  The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Monaghan  went  down  to  an  estate  where 
there  was  a  question  of  the  landlord 
selling  to  the  public  and  the  tijnauts 
taking  an  annuity,  and  in  the  most 
moderate  language,  the  most  peaceable 
language  that  could  possibly  come  from 
anyone's  lips,  told  the  tenants  that  17 
years'  purchase  was  too  high.  Well,  the 
Government  instituted  a  prosecution 
against  him.  I  was  incorrect  in  refer- 
ing  to  this  on  a  former  occasion  when  I 
said  he  was  punished  for  this  ;  the  hon. 
Member  was  punished  for  something 
else  in  the  same  Court.  He  was  not 
punished  for  that,  but  the  Government 
prosecuted  him,  and  thereby  proclaimed, 
let  us  say,  in  the  most  unmistakeable 
manner  they  could,  that  to  advise  tenants 
not  to  give  the  price  asked  by  the  land- 
lord was  a  punishable  crime ;  and  I 
should  imagine  that  there  never  was 
any  legal  opinion  that  had  a  more 
practical  effect,  an  effect  that  for  my 
part  I  believe  most  disastrous,  because 
the  men  who  were  willing  to  go  about 
the  country  among  the  tenants,  go  into 
all  the  cii-cuni stances  of  each  case,  and 
give  pi'actieal  advice — were  peaceable, 
quiet-going  men,  who  did  not  care  to 
run  the  risk  of  being  sent  to  prison. 
But  there  is  a  much  more  serious  matter 
than  this.  The  tenants  are  not  to  get- 
adviee  from  those  who  agi*ee  with  them,. , 
but  the  landlords  can  get  the  most  practi- 
cal advice  and  assistance  from  those  who 
agree  with  them.  I  touch  only  the 
superficies  of    the    question    in    relation 


•351 


Address  in 


{COMMONS} 


Answer  to  Her 


352 


to   the   PoTiBonby   estate,   but    all    will 
agree    there    was    a    price     at     which 
what   is   called   the   sale   of  the   estate 
might  have  taken  place.     That  price  was 
considered  too  low  by  the  brother   land- 
lords of  Mr.Pon8onby,and  they  interfered. 
The     Government    should    have    been 
absolutely  impartial,  at  least,  and  I  think 
they  should  have  been  something  better 
than    impartial  ;  they  should   have    en- 
deavoured   to   act  as  mediator,    as   Mr. 
Drummond  would    have    done    in    old 
days.     But  instead  of  tliat   they   backed 
up  the  Landloixis'  Syndicate,   who   I  do 
not  say    were   not   acting   within    their 
perfectly    legal    right,    but  with     what 
consequence  ?      1   am   informed,   and   I 
believe  rightly,  that   on    all    that   large 
estate  all  but  four  of  the   tenants   have 
been  served  with  notices  of  eviction,  and 
much  disorder  haa  been  created,  a  public 
body  has  been  suspended,  and  two  other 
public  bodies  who  have  taken   the    same 
action  as  the  Cork   Board   of   Guardians 
must  either  be  suspended  also  or  allowed 
to  defy  the   Government?      What   will 
be  the    end    of  this?       1  do    not    wish 
to   go  into    the    circumstances  that  are 
almost  more  painful   than  those    of    the 
Ponsonby    estate,  upon    the     Tip[)ei*ary 
estate,  but  when  we  consider  what  have 
l)een  tlie  direct  consequences  I  can    only 
>jay    in  regard  to    the    Ashbourne    Act, 
which  was  honestly  intended  by  a   great 
nnmlier  of  the  people  who   supported   it, 
and  I  Ixilieve  by  those    who   brought   it 
forward,  to  be  of  the  greatest  advantage 
to    Ireland,    has    produced  great  miser}- 
by  the  manner  in    which    it    has   Ixjcn 
<*arried  out.     One  of   the    most   terrible 
curses      in      the    Scriptures      is     that 
where    the     prophet    says,    "  He    shall 
curs.^   your  blessings.''    The    Ashlxiurne 
Act  was  intended  to  be  a  blessing,  but 
can  anyone  say  that  the  action   of   the 
landloi'ds     to     prevent     Mr.     Ponsonby 
getting  what  they  considered  too  low  a 
price  has  been  a  blessing — at  any  rate, 
to  that  |)art  of  Ireland  ']     How  different 
are     arrangements     of      another     sort. 
Imagine;    liow    many   arrangements    he- 
tween  landlords  and  tanants  might  have 
taken  placa  liad  the  Government  brought 
their   powerful    influence   in   the   same 
spirit  towanls  a  settlement  as  that  which 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hackney 
brought  to  the  settlement  of  the  dispute 
on  the  Vandeleur  estate.     T  have   been 
looking  at  extracts  from  newspapers,  and 
Sir  (i\  Trevelyan 


for  the  circumstances  I  do  not  vouch, 
but  they  describe  how  the  long-standing 
struggle    between    Mr.  Synnot  and  his 
tenants   has  been   brought  to  a  happy 
end  as  a  great  victory  for  the  Plan  of 
Campaign ;  but  if  the  Government  had 
sought  to  settle  by  an  Arrears  Bill,  or  to 
a  limited  extent  by  personal  interposition 
between   landlord    and    tenant,   as   Mr. 
Drummond  would  have  done,  I  believe 
there   would  have   been   a  great  many 
more    victories,   not    for    the    Plan    of 
Campaign,  but  victories  for   peace  and 
for  good  sense  in  the  relations  between 
landlords  and  tenants.    I  have  one  obser- 
vation   more    lx)fore    I    sit  down.     Tlio 
lion.  Member  for  Cork  has  put  the  word 
'*  exasperating "    into    his    Amendment. 
Now,  I  must  say  1  feel  extremely  the 
manner     as     well     as     the     matter    of 
the  Grovemment  of   Ireland.     The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  did  not  complain  of  it, 
and  I  think  very  likely  because  he  and 
his  friends  consider  there  is  something 
undignified  in  complaining  of  mere  words. 
But  I  am  very  much  impressed  with  the 
enormous  evils  resulting  from  the  rulers 
of  this  country  not  maintaining  the  lan- 
guage of  rulei*s.     The  President  of  the 
Board    of     Ti-ade    (Sir    Michael    Hicks 
Beach)    when    he    was    leader    of    this 
House,  laid  down  in  1885  a  very  impor- 
tant   doctrine     on     this    matter.       An 
eminent   Member    of    this    House    had 
charged  an  Irish  Member  with  being  dis- 
loyal to  the'  Crown  and  hostile  to  Great 
Britain.     Now,  in  that  there  is  nothing 
personally  insulting,  nothing  intended  to 
hurt^  the  feelings ;  it  was  a  mere  expres- 
sion of  that  eminent  Member's  undoubted 
belief.      The   leader   of  a   Conservative 
Government  here  rebuked  his  supporter 
for   using  language   that   exceeded    the 
bounds    of    moderation.     Now   I   think 
that  was  wise.     But  what  do  our  mlers 
say  now  ?  At  a  great  meeting  the  present 
Prime  Minister  is  reported  to  have  said, 
referring  to  those  who  aet  with  the  Irish 
Party,  that   they  would   hand  over  the 
executive    government   of    the    United 
Kingdom  to  **  gentlemen  whoso  exploits 
he     woiild   not    describe   because    they 
have    been    set    forth    ky    the    Special 
Commission    and   in   the   Cronin  trial." 
These    words,    the    meaning   of    which 
is    plain,  used  by    rulers    towards    the 
people  they  rule    in  the  name    of    the 
whole  community,  are  the  kind  of  words 
that  undo  almost  any  good  that  could  lx> 
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s  by  kindly  logislatioit,  iiud  ulniost  by 

Kindly  ndrainiKtnttitiii.     But  I  wus  (>ti!l 

e  struck  with  wiirdK  used  by  u  laoro 

Feticeiitr  person,  tliu  late  Lord  Lieutt^naiit 

Ireland,    nt    Belfast.     He    said    the 

lemnnd  for  ii  Parliament  in  Dubliu  ■^m- 

xled   from 

a  bod}-   of  men  whoBe  leaden  have  no  aUke 

in  thu  country,  who  contitbute  nothing  to  the 

weulth  of  the  vountry.  who  havo  noLhiogtolose 

and    everything    to    gsio,  who   tru9t    ta  fhc 

—xbtDKes  they  clamouT  for,  for  a  B^iare  in  the 

^}wnefitH  arising  from  the  enterprise  of  othsrH  in 

^hich  tbey  hace  no  part  or  lot,   and  to  dividu 

le  »poil  they  never  helped  to  gain." 

i  thing  to  find  a  man  who  lias 

ri  the  mler  of  tlie  country  for  twu 

_Tta.rs  back,  saying  this  of  men  who  liavt 

pile    confidence    of   five-six tlia   of    their 

mntrymen,  who  represent  an  unbroken 

I  area  of  eleven-twelfths  of  the  acreage  of 

1  tlie    CDuntry    the    twelfth    they   do    not 

Irepresent,  being  in  one  Rm»1l  au^lc  of  the 

Liitry  by  itself.     For  u  nobleman  to 

y  this  within  a  few  months  of  hia  being 

fliief  ruler  in  the  country,  proves  what 

[  liiLVC  said.     N'eod  I  say  the  description 

a,  true  one  ?    These  gentlemen  tlo 

tot  want  to  get  what  belongs  to  othere  ; 

virluit  they  want  is  to  have  a  share  lu  the 

responsibility  and  lionour  of   governing 

theiP    own    iiountry.     At    this    monicnt 

they       who       represent       the       great 

majority  of  the  people  are  excluded  from 

(iljiis.     It  is  far  from  them  to  wish  to  grab 

oils,  and   I   firmly   l)eiiove  they  would 

■  the  first  to  object  to  the  enormous 

I  quarter  of  a  million  sterling 

eing  paid  in  ^tensions  and  aalariea  to 

'  V  and  Bench.     They  want  to  do  tlui 

i  of  Ireland ;    then   they  should 

tove  the  opportunity  and  not  be  excluded. 

I  if    they  were   foreigners,  because  of 

ions,     Tliej'  want   to  paaa  their 

irn  laws  on  purely  Irish  snfajectN,  and  I 

"thiak  I  have  shown  in  the  coureo  of  my 

speech  that  if  in  18!<fi  and  1887  they  had 

bees  allowed  to    legishilc   according  Ui 

^JrJsh  ideas  on  Irish  land,  there  would  not 

a  tenth  of  the  Irish  discontent  there 

V  is.     Tiie  Oppftsition,  in  whose  name 

t  have  the    honour    to   speak,    wish  to 

iettle  Ireland  in   accordance  with  these 

i  in  a  manner  which  we  an' 

sfied  will   be    safe    for   the  Kmpire. 

mwhile  they  wish  that  Ireland  should 

'sely.      mercifully,       impartially 

jvemed.     The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 

A  shown  how  in  some  respects  Ireland 

I  oot  80  governed,  and  I    have  shown 


hon-  in  otiier  respects  it  is  not,  and  so  t 
shall  ixirtainlv  vote  for  the  Amendment. 
•TiiK  FINAInCIAL  secretary  kor 
WAR  (Ml'.  Bbouhick,  Surrey,  Guiidfoi-d) : 
There  is  nothing  so  interesting  (<■ 
Membeni  on  tliiti  side  as  to  witness  the 
gntdital  proffress  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentlenuin  in  the  course  he  has  set  him- 
self, namely,  that  of  disciirding  one  bj-  one 
his  previous  opinions,  and  adopting  those 
hiid  before  him  by  hon.  Gentlemen  beltw 
the  Gangway.  Kvcn  in  his  attilnde  and 
manner  we  noted  the  change,  for  nearly  tiio 
whole  of  hia  remarks  were  addressed  not 
to  the  Chair  or  to  this  side  of  the  House, 
but  I  might  almost  say  witlt  his  back 
turned  while  he  appealed  to  the  sj-mjathy 
and  cheersof  hon.  Members  below  theGangrI 
B'ay.  In  the  concluding  portion  of  his 
*ipcoch.  tlie  right  hon.  (Jentlenian  ulludtd 
ivith  condemnation  to  some  words  used  by 
the  uoble  Lord,  the  late  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  to  the  effect  that  Irish  Members 
had  no  stukc  in  the  eountiy,  nor  did  they- 
iidd  to  the  wealth  of  the  country.  Now 
I  iim  not  scdalouH  to  defend  the  words 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  (|Uot«d  as 
those  of  the  noble  I«i-d,  and  which  I 
Imve  never  hoard  before,  because  I  tliink 
they  are  such  as  any  Member  on  this  side 
might  equally  be  attacked  for  liavitig- 
used.  But  if  the  right  hon.  Gontlcmaii 
objects  t*i  their  tone,  then  I  think  it 
would  be  well  for  him  t^i  withdraw  sonie 
of  the  observations  ho  has  himself  within 
recent  times  addressed  to  the  Irish 
Partj-.  If  he  objects  to  these  wnnls. 
which  seem  to  me  words  expressing  ai> 
opinion  which  at  all  events  he  lias 
brought  no  fucts  to  controvert,  whiit 
has  he  to  say  of  words  he  himself 
used  in  1 BSC  when  speaking  of  the 
Irifih  I'arty  i     He  said  : — 

"Thry  would  set  up  u  nepirate  Executivi' 
nnd  thejr  know  that  this  Executive  would  (« 
composed  of  Membcrn  of  the  Litnd  League  who 
hiive  been  tcu.;hiog;  Ihtil  rent  ia  robbery." 

I  iim  not  wmcernod  to  decide  whether  the 
woi'ds  of  the  iKible  Ixird  or  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  reference  to  the  statiiK 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  Tk'Io»-  the  Gangway 
are  the  more  derogatory  to  them  ;  bul 
everybody  knows  this  wtis  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  opinion  then,  and  I 
doubt  if  he  can  contest  the  truth  of 
them  now.  It  cannol  k'  denied  that 
they  have  described  rent  as  robbery, 
and  that  this  doctrine  is  inconsistent 
with  proper  goi.-e rumen t  of  the  country. 
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anil  tlir  fiicl.  iif  the  riglifc  lion,  (jeatle- 
mail  having  i^hiingod  his  piilitioal  opiuioii 
now  <lueR  nut  invaliilatu  tlit-  It'iith  uf  liie 
wordB  tUi!n.  Now  the  right  hou.  flcntlp- 
nutn  halt  htkmi  np  tluit  portion  of  t\w 
ilebnte  which  was  left  nprni  to  him  by 
hia  leader  bulow  t\iQ  i  iimgwiiy  iiuil  bus 
dealt  with  that  part  iif  till'  Amuiidmi'nt 
which  refers  to  the  Irish  tijniints.  Hi;  has 
adopted  an  exhaustive  process  ot  dotkuii- 
ciation,  but  no  facts  have  been  lulduued  hj- 
the  right  hon.  Gentk-man  in  support  his 
assertion  thut  the  tuiiimtM  havi'  liefii 
d(!barredfromthcailvitnt«gesuf  the  Ai'tof 
1H87.  When  tho  right  hon.  tientloiiiMi 
ORScrtB  that  some  1U,000  evictions  wiru 
.Ihreatciied  in  the  wmrse  of  a  yujir,  why 
does  he  nut  inform  tlu^  House  that 
uut  of  those  notices  oiilj  43U  toi-ininiiteil 
in  actual  evictions  1  Wc  linvu  a 
right  to  expect  from  the  right  hun. 
Gentleman  soinolliiiig  less  wiUI  in  state- 
luonts  tlian  those  sweeping  uKsertionK 
that  sometimes  meet  us  from  below 
the  Gangway.  The  rifrht  lion,  (ientle- 
man  has  nftur  nil  n  repiitntiim  to 
sustain,  nlthongh  sometimes  we  fee! 
that  he  is  a  little  les.t  sedulous  to  sustain 
it  than  we  i-ould  desire.  When  he 
talkB  (if  10,000  e\-ictions  surely  he  ought 
to  bear  it  in  mind  i-cdnetioiis  in  the  octonl 
loss  of  housj  and  home  are  due  to  the  fact 
tliat  the  cnormons  beni-liU  gii-en  by  the 
Aut  of  1887  have  huen  shared  in  by  the 
vast  majority  of  the  Irish  tenn.nts.  When 
he  takes  up  the  question  of  tlie  I'onsonby 
■estate  he  Jii^es  it  fiTOii  an  uliwilnlely 
partisan  poiut  uf  view.  He  .says  that  at 
a  point  when  everybody  hiul  ogi-eed  as  to 
tho  price  to  lie  paid  a  lundlord.  eombiua- 
tion  came  in  and  stopped  that  price  being 
accepted,  liut  why  did  he  not  tell  the 
House  how  the  price  wiis  arrived  at? 
Why  did  he  not  tfll  the  House  that  for 
between  four  and  five  years  tUI  rents  had 
been  withheld,  that  intimidation  had  been 
largely  practised,  and  that  every  art 
which  BgitAturs  could  possibly  bring  to 
bear  upon  tenant  and  shop-keepers  in 
the  lown  of  Vouglial  had  been  vigorously 
applied  in  ui-der  to  prevent  rents  being 
paid  and  to  r.^dnoe  tlie  demands  of  the 
landlord  T  Wilt  he  get  up  and  tell  the 
House  that  in  a  ame  such  as  that  the 
Government  should  step  in  and  settle  the 
dispute  in  favor  of  Ilie  tenant  and  on  u 
basis  which  has  lieeii  established  by  that 
reiy  intimidation  f  Tiiat  is  a  proposition 
to  which  1  demur.  I  deny  that  the 
J/c.  BrodrU-k 


Ciovcrnment  should  st«p  iu  and  settlu 
these  eafies  at  all.  The  Goverument  ii 
bound  to  amend  the  law  when  nccesnaty. 
In  this  ease  they  liave  done  so ;  thoii' 
function  now  is  tx>  administer  it.  and  not 
t>  drive  liai^ins  on  behalf  of  nion  who, 
by  a  continual  violation  of  the  law.  had 
brought  very  nearly  to  a  conclusioi 
settlement  which  is  known  to 
absotutely  dotrimenfal  to  the  interests  uf 
one  party  concerned  in  it.  I  should  lika 
to  point  out  that  the  right  hon.  Oentlemitn 
in  Uie  apology  which  he  gave  tJic  House 
for  supporting  wliat  is  practically  a  Vot* 
ot  Censure  on  the  maintenance  of  law  and 
order  by  this  Government,  justifies  il  by 
n  process  tlie  ingenuity  of  which  vei'y 
few  lion.  Members  present  could  proparly 
liHve  followed.  He  is  very  fond  of  dm 
ing  distinctions,  which  often  seem  to  vm 
to  be  distinctions  without  a  diSeronce, 
between  tho  Crimes  Act  which  he  and 
LordSpencer  administered  and  tho  Crime* 
Act  of  1887.  He  began  by  saying  tliat 
his  own  Crimes  Act  was  necessary,  and 
then  weiit  on  lo  suggest  tlint  tlie  word* 
used  by  I»rd  Carnarvon  in  1S8.5  liad 
placed  matters  in  a  different  position,  anil' 
because  the  people  liatt,  in  consequence  of 
(he  feeling  of  hope  excited  in  them  bj-, 
the  Bill  of  the  right  lion.  GeutleniaB 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  become  ao 
much  more  loyal  and  peaceful,  ihero 
was  no  necessity  for  tliis  Goveniraeut 
to  ask  for  exceptional  [xiwera  for 
the  maintenance  of  law,  A  few  minutes 
before  that  tlie  right  hon.  Oentle- 
mnn  had  listened  to  thy  spew'h  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Attorney  Genom 
for  Ireland,  in  which  it  was  |)ointed  out 
that  not  only  had  a  great  increase  of^ 
crime  taken  place  between  the  time  of  tin? 
expiration  of  Lord  Spencer's  Crimea  Airt 
and  its  proposed  resuscitation  l^  Lonl 
Salisbury,  but  tliat  also  during  the  six 
months  in  which  the  riglitliun.GentlumaDi 
the  Member  for  Mid  TjothianwaspitipoainjiJ 
his  Bill  for  the  establishment  of  a  sefMraia 
Parliament  iu  Ireland,  there  was  also  n 
large  increase  in  the  number  of  crimes. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONK  :  When  UiC 
Bill  was  thrown  out. 

•Mr.  BRODRICK  :  If  tliat  indicate.t  i 
any  way  that  they  were  ii  ninro  peacrfiit 
and  more  loyal  population,  it.  is  cerlninly 
an  argument  wliicli  it  is  not  eiwy  for 
an  ordinary  man  to  follow.  Tlip 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  sjiokl 
in  1886  in  no  uncertain  tone  as  Iji  tho 
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necessity  for  the  administration  of  the 
law,  and  lie  said  the  minority  would 
be  a  minority  no  longer  if  there  was  a 
firm  determination  that  the  law  should 
no  lonj^er  be  trifled  with,  but  he  said 
nothing  in  1886  as  to  the  loyal  and 
jxjac'eable  spirit  which  he  now  asserts  had 
then  grown  up.  We  maintain  it  is 
impossible  t,)  show  that  there  has  been 
a  disposition  to  maintain  law  without  the 
application  of  severe  measures,  and  when 
the  lion. Member  for  (Virk  talks  of  boycott- 
ing having  undergoiH*  a  change,  we  should 
like  to  know  something  about  the  period 
when  that  change  t(X)k  place.  We  are  not 
in  th(}  counsels  of  the  Home  Rule  Party  : 
we  do  not  know  when  it  was  determined 
that  the  boycotting  was  too  severe  and 
.too  rigid,  and  possibly  likely  to  alienate 
British  cimstituencies,  and  certainly  un- 
likely to  eidist  the  sympathies  of  this 
House;  but  we  do  know  that  up  to  a 
jv»cent  dat.>  boycotting  and  intim illation 
prevailed  in  an  acute  form.  The  House 
must  r3menib:»r  the  case  of  Mr. 
Hegjii'ty,  a  man  who  occupied  a  good 
position,  but  whose  business  was  abso- 
lutely ruined,  and  whose  persecution  had 
gone  on  up  to  1887.  Mr.  Hegarty  was  the 
subject  of  strong  utterances  on  the  part 
of  Irish  Members.  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid-Cork  has  left  the  House, 
or  I  should  have  been  tempted  to  allude 
to  some  of  the  expressions  which  from  his 
exulx»rance  of  language  and  richness  of 
thought  have  often  brought  him  promi- 
nently under  the  attention  of  this  House, 
and  sometimes  of  Courts  of  Law.  That 
h(m.  Member  described  Mr.  Hegarty,  in 
1886,  as  one  of  the  worst  of  created  beings, 
fis  a  "low  creeping  reptile," and  finally  as 
"a  creeping  louse."  In  April,  1887,  two 
.shots  were  fired  at  Mr.  Hegarty  and  he  was 
wounded  in  the  head.  This  is  only  one 
•of  several  outrages  which  occurred  in 
the  same  year  after  a  prolonged  period 
of  boycotting.  Only  two  days  ago  a  man 
was,  in  the  County  of  Clare,  subjected  to 
a  murderous  outrage  after  having  been 
boycotted  for  land-grabbing  for  two  or 
three  years,  and  a  girl  in  his  cottage 
was  shot  in  the  l>ack.  From  this,  I 
'^ther  that  if  there  has  been  any 
•change  in  the  system  of  boycotting,  the 
reason  is  not  to  be  found  in  any  particu- 
lar regard  for  the  victims  on  the  part  of 
the  IJome  Rule  Party,  but  it  is  to  be 
found  in  the  fact  that  a  strong  Crimes 
Act  is  in  force  which  can  punish  promptly 


the  commission  of  these  outraoes.  Now 
I  should  like  to  say  one  word  as  to  the 
disregard  by  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
of  the  word  "  futile  "  in  the  Amendment, 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  really  means  us  to  infer  that 
he  looks  on  this  word  futile  as  one  which 
expresses  the  real  state  of  things.  I 
think  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  was  ill- 
advised  in  placing  that  word  in  the 
Amendment.  Whatever  else  the  Crimes 
Act  may  have  lieen,  it  has  not  lx?en 
futile,  and  it  requires  a  stretch  of 
partisan  imagination  to  say  that  there 
has  been  futility  in  the  policy  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretaiy. 
That  policy  may  by  some  be  (tailed  exas- 
perating and  unjust,  but  will  any  one  ven- 
ture to  get  up  and  say  it  has  been  futile  ? 
Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  :  I  will. 
♦Mr.  BRODRICK:  Well,  the  hon. 
Member  will  find  the  facis  against  him, 
and  also  the  language  of  his  own  Front 
Bench,  ^yho  always  based  the  success 
of  their  Crimes  Act  tm  tlie  dimi- 
nution of  crime.  With  regard  to  the 
prosecution  of  journalists  under  the  \cU 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  trcjiteil  tlu^ 
matter  as  if  a  man  could  Ix?  punished  and 
prosecuted  for  simply  publishing  the  fact 
that  a  meeting  has  taken  place.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will,  however, 
refer  to  the  Act,  he  will  see  that  the  meet- 
ing must  be  a  meeting  of  an  Association 
which  was  formed  for  the  ccnnmission  of 
crime, or  for  carrying  cm  operations  by  the 
commission  of  crime,  or  for  encouraging 
persons  to  commit  crime.  The  Reports 
which  have  led  up  to  the  prosecutions  are 
published  with  a  view  to  promoting  tin* 
objects  of  such  an  Association  as.  the  Act 
describes,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  know  that  the  notices  so  published 
are  as  bad  and  in  some  cases  woi*se  than 
speeches.  Everybody  knows  it  is  just  as 
easy  by  writing  as  by  speaking  to  secure* 
a  given  effect  against  individuals.  ^\y 
right  hon.  Friend  was  bound  to  institute 
prosecutions  in  ^uch  cases,  Ixjcause  it  is 
these  attacks  on  individuals  which  usuallv 
lead  to  crimes  being  committed.  W(» 
have  had  speeches  from  two  of  the  ablest 
orators  of  the  Opposition,  but  the  attack 
has  not  brought  out  a  single  big  principle : 
it  has  been  based  on  a  variety  of  small 
cases,  which,  as  the  Attorney  (iSeneral 
for  Ireland  has  pointed  out,  are  taken 
almost  entirely  from  well  seasoned  rQ|X)rt» 
in  hostile  newspaj)ers.    The  Government 
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niay  well  take  lieart  from  the  extremely 
light  charges  which  have  beeu  brought 
np  against  them.  The  point  which  must 
remain  is  this — that  a  great  deer^'ase  has 
taken  place  in  crime,  tlie  use  of  the 
police  haa  largely  decreased,  calls  on  the 
military  have  hardly  been  needed  during 
the  last  year,  but  in  every  department 
there  is  increased  quiet,  and  with  in- 
creased quiet  there  is  increased  pros- 
perity-. The  Crimes  Act  lias  not  been 
accompanied  by  the  filling  of  gaols.  TJie 
Government  have  not  put  1,000  men  into 
prison  A^nthout  trial.  The  strongest  tri- 
bute to  my  right  hon.  Friend  is  that  he 
has  so  seldom  had  to  put  the  Act  into 
force,  and  it  is,  I  tliink,  a  consciousness 
of  its  success,  and  that  that  success  is 
producing  its  natural  results  in  restoring 
confidence,  as  it  is  restoring  order,  which 
makes  it  necessary  for  the  party  below 
the  Gungway  opposite  to  indict  the 
Government  for  their  proceedings,  and 
which  has  made  it  incumbent  on  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  by  the  exercise  of 
his  ingenious  mind,  to  find  some  pretext 
for  accompanying  them  into  the  Lobby. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL:  We  have  heard 
from  the  Treasury  Bench  the  answer 
the  Government  have  to  make  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  The  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  appears  to 
appmve  of  the  opinions  expressed  by  Mr. 
13ar(jn  Dowse  ;  but  how  does  that  learned 
Judge  speak  of  the  body  of  Resident 
Magistrates  ?  Why,  lie  has  stated  it  as 
his  opinion  that  it  would  be  as  im- 
.possible  for  an  Irish  Resident  Magistrate 
to  state  a  case  as  it  would  be  for  him  to 
write  a  Greek  ode. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

MiJ.  MAC  NEILL :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  mentioned  in  his  speech 
the  casg  of  a  man  who  was  sent  to 
prison  for  two  montlis  for  insulting  a 
policeman  by  calling  him  **  Balfour;"  but 
the  learned  Baron  went  even  beyond 
that,  for  in  a  recent  speech  he  alluded  to 
one  of  the  counsel  as  "  Balfour  junior." 
Reference  lias  also  beeu  made  by  the 
learned  Attorney  General  to  what  has 
been  said  by  Chief  Baron  Palles,  and 
other  Judges  ;  but,  for  my  part,  I  do  not 
think  that  the  dicta  of  Judges  ought  to 
be  brought  before  the  House  of  Commons, 
Mr,  Brodrick 


for,  after  all,  they  are  only  men  who 
administer  the  law  as  they  find  it,  and  I 
do  not  think  their  opinions  are  of  much 
importance.  The  Amendment  now  before 
the  House  impugns,  as  I  understand  it, 
the  administration  by  the  Government 
of  the  oi"dinary  law,  and  the  exceptional 
law  of  the  country' ;  it  asserts  that  the  ad- 
ministration is  unjust  andharsh,  and  states 
that  no  efforts  are  being  made  to  relieve 
the  tenants  from  the  coercion  incident 
to  the  landlords'  combination.  It  like- 
wise impugns,  in  very  vigorous  language, 
the  character  and  conduct  of  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Coercion  Act.  One 
of  the  grounds  on  which  the  justice  of 
the  ordinary  administration  of  the 
law  is  impugned  is  this,  that  although 
it  is  within  the  knowledge  of  every 
one  that  there  has  long  been  a  fierce 
collision  between  the  landlords  on  the 
one  side  and  the  tenants  on  the  other^ 
the  Gx)vernment  have  rather  fomented 
the  difference  than  attempted  to  produce 
a  more  satisfactory-  state  of  things.  For 
my  own  part,  I  say  without  hesitation 
that  ut  the  present  moment  Dublin 
Castle  and  all  the  machinery  of  the 
Irish  Government  may  be  described  as  a 
mere  auxiliary  to  the  Rent  Office,  ever^- 
policcman,  from  the  lowest  to  the 
highest,  and  every  magistrate  being 
engaged  in  the  endeavour  to  exact  rent 
in  order  that  the  land  may  be  sold  at  ii 
fictitious  value.  I  am  able  to  prove  that 
the  Government  have  been  as  much  n 
party  as  the  landlord  has  been  to  the 
evictions  on  the  Olphert  estate.  Witln 
regard  to  the  question  of  the  celebrated 
battering  ram,  the  Chief  Secretary',  who 
is  not,  as  a  rule,  very  careful  as  to  the 
opinions  of  his  opponents,  has  manifested 
a  strange  reticence  in  regard  to  informa- 
tion which  has  been  asked  for  on  this 
subject.  Ministers  have  been  asked 
over  and  over  again  for  a  statement  of 
the  cost  of  that  battering  ram,  and  at 
whose  cost  it  has  been  obtained,  but  the 
information  has  been  withheld.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  it  was  intended  to  be  paid 
for  by  the  Government ;  but,  after  the 
questions  put  about  it  in  this  House,  the 
Landlords'  Convention,  held  in  Dublin^ 
agreed  to  defray  the  cost.  As  to  the 
use  made  of  it,  it  was  proved  indisput- 
ably in  this  House  that  that  ram  was 
used  against  no  fewer  than  seven  huts. 
What  m  the  reason  the  Chief  Secretary 
will  not  tell  us  the  cost,  of  the  battering 
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ram  ?  I  leave  it  to  the  House  to  judge 
whether  a  Government  which  resorts 
to  such  expedients  can  be  regarded 
as  holding  a  fair  balance  between 
tiie  two  classes  of  the  Irish  people. 
This  battering  i*am  used  by  the  Govern- 
ment officers  was  paid  for  by  the  Land- 
owners* Association.  It  is  the  landlords, 
therefore,  who  are  subscribing  to  keep 
up  the  war  on  the  Olphert  estate.  The 
police  are  discharging  the  duty  of  emer- 
gency men  with  the  landlords'  instru- 
ments of  destruction.  1  shall  now  have 
to  make  some  observations  in  reference 
to  the  character  of  the  government  of 
Ireland  for  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  is  responsible. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  absent  from 
the  House  just  now,  but  that  makes  no 
matter,  seeing  that  he  was  absent  from 
Ireland  during  the  occurrence  of  the 
•great  majority  of  the  events  I  am  going 
•to  describe.  I  took  a  note  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  movements.  Parlia- 
ment rose  last  year  on  the  13th  August, 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  go  to  Dublin  until  the  22nd  of 
October,  and  then  he  spent  very  few 
days  there,  leaving  Dublin  again  on 
November  6th.  On  December  17th  he 
<»me  back  and  remained  a  month.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proved  his  bravery 
by  his  absence  from  the  scene  of  action, 
although  specific  occun*ences  which 
:attracted  a  vast  amount  of  attention 
•were  taking  place.  There  was  the 
planting  of  the  Coolgreany  estate,  the 
rise  of  the  landlords'  syndicate,  the  break- 
"ing  off  by  that  syndicate  witii  the 
Ponsonby  tenants,  and  then  the  trials 
which  ai-ose  out  of  the  transactions  at 
Gvveedore  —  trials  so  significant  that 
English  politicians  went  over  to  witness 
them.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  in  the  countr}-.  But  what  was  he 
doing?  He  was  going  from  one  land- 
lord's house  to  another  consulting  with 
the  landlords  about  the  state  of  the 
-country  and  no  doubt  in  refer- 
ence to  the  purchase  scheme.  The 
'Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  not 
left  more  that  eight  days  when  Tip- 
parary  was  proclaimed  under  the  Coer- 
'cion  Act.  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  rather  twitted  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  with  saying  nothing  about  the 
•ordinary  law  as  administered  in  Ireland, 
and  perhaps  I  may,  in  a  humble  way, 
«endeayour  to  supplement  that  omission. 

VOL,    CCCXLI.      [third  series.] 


I  would  say  that  under  the  ])resent 
administration  of  the  ordinary  law  in 
Ireland  the  life  of  a  subject  taken  by  a 
policeman  is  of  no  value,  whereas  it  is 
high  treason  to  touch  a  policeman.  I 
will  exemplify  this  by  two  cases :  There 
is  the  notorious  case  of  District  Inspector 
Martin,  and  the  case  of  the  two  boys  who, 
within  a  few  days  of  each  other,  met  their 
death  at  the  hands  of  the  police,  one  in 
Tipperary  and  the  other  in  the  streets  of 
Timoleague.  I  would  ask  the  House  t6 
contrast  what  took  plact^  at  Gweedore— 
the  severity  with  which  the  trial  was 
conducted — with  the  way  in  which  the 
police  were  shielded  from  justice  in 
reference  to  these  other  matters.  I  think 
I  am  strictly  correct  in  saying  that  in 
this  country  there  has  been  no  serious 
conflict  between  the  police  and  the  sub- 
jects of  the  Crown  since  Peterloo ;  but  in 
Ireland,  during  tlio  regime,  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  no  fewer  than  14  men 
have  been  murdered  or  have  met  their 
death  at  the  hands  of  the  police,  and  I 
say  that  for  the  blood  of  these  1 4  men — 
for  this  massacre- -justice  has  not  been 
brought  home  to  one  man,  nor  has  a 
single  individual  been  a  day  in  custody. 
The  police  have  a  free  liand  in  Ireland. 
They  are  the  agents  of  the  Government, 
and  the  Government  are  the  agents  of 
the  landlord.  Let  me  show  how  mat- 
ters led  up  to  this.  The  Chief  Secretary 
had  only  been  three  days  in  ,  office, 
but  had  never  put  a  foot  in  Ireland, 
when  he  sent  the  famous  telegram  to  the 
police,  "  Don't  hesitate  to  shoot."  That 
resulted  in  the  death  of  the  young  man 
O'Hanlon.  The  Chief  Secretary  was 
young  in  his  office  then.  Since  that  time 
he  has  had  experience,  but  it  does  not 
seem  to  ^have  improved  him.  The 
massacre^  of  Mitchelstown  occun*ed.  Did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  improve  after 
that  ?  ifo^  he  justified  the  action  of  the 
police.     H<i  said   - 

**  A  certain  policeman  would  have  been  guilty 
of  a  grave  derelictiou  of  duty  if  he  had  not  fired 
to  kill.  It  was  contrary  to  every  received 
regulation  that  an  armed  force  dealing  with  a 
crowd  should  fire  deliberately  over  their  heads. 
It  was.  well  known  to  everyone  convertant  with 
the  subject  that  a  more  cruel  kindness  could  not 
be  committed,  and  he  was  glad  to  think  that  it 
had  not  been  committed  by  the  Irish  police.'* 

Conmienting  upon  that,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Menil)ei'  for  Derby  (Sir 
W.  Harcourt)  siibsetiuently  said  that  the 
police  were  learning  lessons   in  ferocity 
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they  had  never  learut  before.  There 
was  a  man  put  on  the  reraoveable  Iwuet 
to  t«ach  tLe  police  these  lessons  of 
ferocity— namely,  Mr,  Cecil  Rochfl.  Here 
ia  a  sample  of  Lia  teaching  ;  At  the  Tralee 
Petty  SesBiona,  before  Colonel  Rowini,  R. 
M'Cowen,  and  Cecil  Roche,  R.M.,  two 
respectable  young  men  named  Timothy 
Conmane  and  Michael  Quiun  wen? 
changed  with  assaultiug  Sergeant  M. 
Cook  and  Constable  Buokley  on  the  1  Ith 
August.  On  the  eyening  in  question 
the  police  arrested  Cournane  for  drunken- 
ness. He  resisted,  nud  a  crowd  gathered, 
from  which  stones  were  thrown,  one  rtf 
which  struck  Constable  Bnckley  on  the 
head.  Quinn  was  arrested  for  throwing 
a  stone,  and  was  sentenced  to  six  months' 
and  Cournane  to  seven  months'  imprifioo- 
ment,  with  hard  labour,  and  bonnd  to  the 
peace.  Mr.  Roche,  concurring  with  the 
sentence,  said — 

"I  quite  agree  with  the  lenteace  of  th^ 
Court,  and  wiah  to  s»}-that  in  any  other  country 
in  the  ciTiliaed  world  had  those  men  nttAcked 
the  mioistets  of  the  law  in  the  wuy  they  bad 
their  lives  might  hrire  been  takeo.  aod  they 
(the  police)  vould  have  tteen  justified  hy  the 
GaTernment  in  taking  their  liree.  lliie  was 
a  most  deadly  attack  on  tooBe  policomea,  who 
liebaved  with  great  moderation  in  firing  their 
revolvers  in  the  air.  It  is  not  neee>»ary  for  me 
to  dedde,  hat  if  th?  police  took  life  on  the  occa- 
sion they  would,  in  my  opinion,  be  jiiBtified  in 
doing  so  in  the  dischsrge  of  their  duty." 
Then  came  the  two  murders  bj'  the 
police  of  the  3rd  and  the  -iJth  of  Septem- 
ber, and  contrast  what  happened  in  these 
cases  with  what  took  place  in  the  case  of 
the  murder  of  District  Inspector  Martin, 
the  only  policeman  who  has  met  his 
death  at  the  liandsof  thcpeople  during  the 
T^yime  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  whereas  1 4 
members  of  the  public  hare  been  done 
to  death  by  the  police.  In  the  case  nf 
the  murder  of  District  Inspector  Martin 
the  whole  countrj"  round,  it  will  be 
remembered,  was  in  a  state  of  terror. 
No  fewer  than  400  houses  were  entered 
without  a  warrant,  no  fewer  than  1.5-0 
people  were  committ^  to  prison,  nnd 
110  fewer  than  2'i  men  were  returned  b}- 
the  Removable  Magistratt's  as  being 
gnilty  of  the  mui'der  or  accomplice);. 
Father  M'Fadden  was  arrested  and  kept 
in  ga'l  for  montljs,  tlie  system  of  police 
passes  was  started,  prisoners  were  sent  to 
one  nf  Her  Majesty's  vessels  in  haudcufis, 
though  the  naval  captain  refused  to  take 
them  on  board  in  that  condition,  and  we 


made  to  obtain  convictions  against  the 
accused.  No  one  knew  the  hand  that 
slew  District  Inspector  Martin,  but 
everyone  knows  who  slew  the  two  boys 
to  whom  I  have  referred.  When  the 
lads  were  shot  they  were  simply  amusing 
themselves  in  the  street,  taking  no  pnrl. 
as  they  took  no  interest,  in  politic*.  In 
the  (-■asf  of  Daniel  Donoghne,  who 
was  shot  at  Timoleaguc  by  ii  [Kiliei'- 
man  named  Cullinanc,  the  inquest 
was  held  before  Dr.  Somer\'ille,  and 
Mr.  Shinkwin,  B.L.  fwho  appeared  on 
behalf  of  the  next-of-kin),  said  that  «l 
the  outset  of  the  proceedings  he  should 
emphatically  protest  against  the  vmy 
the  jury  was  constituted.  He  said  i( 
was  an  old-estabhshed  law  that  a  Coroner 
holding  an  inquisition  was  very  much 
in  the  position  of  a  Grand  Jury,  and  thiT 
full  numljer  of  jurors  which  is  allowed 
shrmld  be  enrolled  if  the  friends  or  next- 
<tf-kiu  of  the  deceased  wished  it.  Thi 
Coroner  said — 

"  That  is  a  misUke.  I  can  hold  an  iniiuiry 
with  any  numher  from  Vl  to  2'i.  and  12  onI\ 
need  agt&i  to  a  verdict." 
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"Twelve  jurors  muBt  agree;  hut  in  ordvr 
that  the  inquest  should  he  perFect  and  propei , 
the  htw  does  not  eiempt  the  Coroner  from 
having  '13  men  where  the  neJit-of-kin  wiah  it." 

The  account  from    wliich    I  am   quotiiijr 
goes  on  to  say— 

"  Couniel  then  quoted  from  Jcrvois  in  hu|i- 
port  of  his  argument.  Be,  however,  had  t'> 
protest  agninst  the  conttitation  of  the  jury. 
Seven  of  the  la  men  enrolled  differel  i» 
religion  and  polities  from  the  deceased.  It 
certainly  waa  an  extraordiniiry  thing  thut  \n 
a  community  where  over  9n  per  cent.  oE  thr- 
people  were  of  the  Catholic  persuasion,  tlio 
number  of  Protectants  on  the  jury  waii  sei-en. 
Ue  had  been  informed  that  of  the  five  Cjitholtu» 
one  WBF!  the  brother  of  a  policeman,  who  h^id 
been  sent  for  to  u  distance  of  four  niile>, 
while  tliere  were  numbera  of  respectable  rati' 
denls  in  the  villsgo  and  neighbouring  di^trirt 
who  had  never  been  summoned  to  attend  there 
at  all.  The  police  had  been  scouring  tlin 
country  for  miles  around  that  morning  in 
search  of  men  from  whom  they  knew  tboy 
would  get  a  favourable  verdict.  It  whs  '« 
hiirefnced:ind  gscandaluiis  attempt  at  packing  it 
jury.  He  had  been  furtlier  informed  thiit  three 
of  the  CathoUcB  summoned  spoke  only  Irifib, 
and  bad  confessed  that  thev  did  not  understand 
theit  ponitiou.  The  five  Catholics  there  wore, 
he  wns  bound  to  confcHi,  men  far  interior  tu 
Uisir  fratestant  fBllow.jurori  both  in  thair 
sociol  seals  and  in  point  of  intelligence.  It 
was  H  great  injustice  to  put  into  the  hands  nf 
~  '  ~~       ~  constituted  the  snalcH  of  justice  he- 
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individual  who,  he  was  prepared  to  prove,  had 
so  brutally  and  murderously  taken  away  his 
life." 

The  House  will  remember  how  an  hon. 
Member  accused  the  Irish  Constabulary 
of  being  addicted  to  drunkenness.  Well, 
listen  to  the  evidence  giv^en  at  the 
inquest  on  the  body  of  Daniel 
O'Donoghue  - 

**  Constable  Patrick  Cullinane,  sworn,  said- 
He  was  on  patrol  duty  at  Timoleague  on  the 
night  of  the  3rd  September.  Constable  Thomas 
Burns  was  with  him.  They  left  the  barracks 
at  9  o* clock  that  nip^ht  to  q^o  on  patrol  duty. 
They  did  not  attend  the  roll  call  ut  10  o'clock 
that  night  " 

— a  very  serious  dereliction  of  duty,  as 
everyone  who  understands  police  dis- 
cipline will  know.  In  cross-examination 
the  witness  said — 

<<  I  am  nine  years  in  the  force.  I  came  her^ 
from  Kerry.  I  am  here  about  three  months* 
I  went  into  only  one  public-house  before  9 
o'clock  that  evening.  I  was  standing  at  the 
door  of  another.  I  took  about  four  drinks  up 
to  that  time.  The  four  drinks  were  not  taken 
in  public-house.  I  took  two  there  and  two  in 
the  barracks.  I  took  one  about  o  o'clock  at 
Mr.  Griffin's  public-house,  and  the  other  about 
8.  I  took  no  drink  after  9  o'clock.  I 
was  in  a  public-house  after  9  o'clock.  I  was 
in  four  public-houses  about  10  o'clock  in  the 
discharge  of  my  duty,  to  see  if  anybody  was 
there.  The  doors  were  shut  at  this  time.  I 
always,  when  on  duty,  go  to  those  places  to  see 
if  anybody  is  there.  I  was  not  drinking  in 
any  public-house  after  9  that  night.  Burns 
was  on  duty  with  me.  I  had  not  a  bottle  of 
whisky  that  night  about  me.  I  don't  know 
whether  Bums  had.  I  got  into  trouble  about 
di  inking  in  Kerry." 

He  was  then  asked,  "  Tell  us  the  circum- 
stances," and  he  replied — 

"  I  won't,  sir. 

Come,  sir,  tell  us  the  circumstances.  At 
what  station  was  this? — I  can't  answer,  sir. 
It  is  confidential.  There  are  some  things  con- 
nected with  the  force  that  might  come  out. 

Do  you  consider  your  drunkenness  confi- 
dential in  connection  with  the  force?  — 
No,  sir.  I'll  put  it  to  the  Coroner  whether 
V\\  answer  that  question. 

Mr.  Wynne  :  Answer  the  question. 

Witness:  It  was  at  Banemore  Station,  in 
County  Kerry." 

Were  you  so  drunk  that  you  lost  your  uni- 
form on  the  occasion  ? — I  did  not  lose  my  uni- 
form. 

How  often  were  you  drunk  at  Banemore  ? — 
Only  once. 

Punished,  I  take  it  ? — Yes. 

What  was  the  next  station  you  got  into 
trouble  at ': — I  don't  know  ought  I  to  answer 
that. 

Besides  getting  into  this  trouble  there  did 
you  get  into  trouble  at  another  station?  — 
(After  a  long  jiause)— I  did,  sir. 


What  station  was  that? — Crotta  station' 
County  Kerry. 

What  happened  you  there  ?— Absence  after 
roll  call. 

Moans  being  drunk  ?— No,  merely  being  late 
for  roll  call.  I  did  not  get  into  trouble  any- 
where else.  I  was  fined  Ts.  6d.  for  being  late 
for  roll  call.  My  clothes  went  astray  when  I 
was  being  transferred  from  Kerry  to  this 
county.    I  did  not  lose  my  tunic  off  my  back." 

Now,  of  course,  the  jury  in  this  case  dis- 
agreed, as  a  jury  so  constituted  was  bound 
to  disagree.  From  that  case  I  come  to 
that  of  the  poor  boy  murdered  at  Tipper- 
ary.  It  was  shown  here  that  there  were 
only  50  people  in  the  street  when  the 
boy  was  shot,  that  only  a  few  stones  were 
thrown,  and  no  policeman  was  really  hurt. 
The  case  was  carefully  examined  into  by 
an  independent  coroner,  and  a  verdict  of 
wilful  murder  was  returned  against  In- 
spector Carter,  who  ordered  the  shootingr 
and  the  Constable  Louhy  who  fired  the 
shot,  the  jury  who  returned  the  ver- 
dict being  one  that  even  George  Bolton 
described  as  "enlightened."  The  Crown 
prosecuted  the  men  with  a  make-believe 
prosecution,  the  Bench  before  whom  the 
prisoners  were  brought  being  packed 
with  Removables.  As  a  result,  the  pri- 
soners were  discharged  without  a  stain  on 
their  valuable  characters.  We  have 
;  heard  so  far  no  sensational  cry  got  up 
by  the  Government  as  to  the  atroci- 
ties of  the  police.  How  different  was 
the  attitude  of  the  Government  in  the 
case  of  Father  M*Fadden.  Then,  1 
come  to  another  matter.  It  is  important 
to  view  the  police  in  the  capacity  of 
Government  note-takers.  About  15  or 
16  Members  of  Parliament  have  been 
actually  tried  and  sentenced  and  convicted 
on  the  testimony  of  police  note-takers. 
The  hon.  Memb3r  for  North-East  Fer- 
managh (Mr.  W.  Redmond)  was  convicted 
in  September  last  on  evidence  taken  by 
these  men.  The  Birminf/ham  Daily  Post, 
commenting  on  the  conviction,  said 

*^  Once  more  the  police  reporters,  under  tlio 
ingenious  system  of  cross-examination  which 
was  first  devised  in  Mr.  O'Brien's  trial  a  few 
weeks  ago,  broke  down  utterly  and  disgracefully. 
The  repoiters  this  time  professed  to  have  taken 
their  notes  in  long-hand.  Mr.  Healy,  who 
defended  Mr.  Redmond,  tested  the  first  reporter 
by  reading  to  him  587  words  ;  when  the  police- 
man*s  notes  were  read  it  was  found  that  he  had 
only  written  down  87  words.  A  second  reporter 
declared  that  he  had  written  down  his  notes  of 
Mr.  lledmond's  speech  from  memory  imqie- 
diately  after  the  meeting.  Again  the  witness 
broke  down  under  Mr.  Healy's  test.  That  in- 
genious gentleman  read  to  liim  the  short  acad. 
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exceodin^lv    clear    and    pHhy    speech    which  perly  qualified  medical  man,  on  the  ground  that 

Mr.  Chamberlain  delivered  at  Iluddersfield  on  it  would  be  cheaper  to  do  so.    The  adsurdity  is 

Wednesday  morning.      'Die  witness  was  then  not  greater  in  th^  one  case  than  in  the  other.'* 

left   alone   in  tho  magistrate's  room  to  write  nw      n  i.      •  i_    ^ 

notes  of  the  speech  from  recollection,  and  at  the  The  Government  wish  to  secure  con  vie 

endof  an  hour  and  a  half  he  had  not  been  able,  tions,  and    so  they  employ    these    men. 

even  with  the  assistance  of  tobacco,  to  set  down  There  is  another  case  of  police  swearing 

a  single  word.     A  third  reporter  had  some  ^  ^^i^^-^h  I  should  like   to  call  attantion. 

distmcth'  incnminatmg  words  written  down  on  t       m*  j      « 

his  notes,    below  xvhere  he   had  written  the  ^'"^    Tipperary    a    crowd   of    men    were 

word  *  End.'     Now.  we  do  not  wish  to  hastily  charged  with  not.     Tlie  police  sergeant 

condemn    the     action    of     the    magistrates,  produced  his    note  of  what   took  place. 

There  may  have  been  other   evidence   m>on  ^^  fi^st  he  said  it  was  the  original  note, 

which  thev  could  properly  convict,  but  which  .i        i  .j  ..  ,  ,,  •    •      i       . 

is  omitt^from  the  s^nty  reports  if  the  trial,  ^^^^n  he  said  it  was  not  the  original  note. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  in  Mr.  O'Brien's  and  produced  another  noto-book,  and  m 

case  the  police  reporter  cut  a  still  more  ridicu-  the  end  he  confessed  that  the  second  was 

lous  figure,  though  the  prosecution  was  able  to  j^o^  the  original  note  at  all.     It  is  upon 
prove  the  speech  bv  the  report  in  the  news-  • ,  "^    i  xi  •     xi.  i.    i  i.i 

paper  whichW  O'Brien  himself  edited.    But  evidence    such  as  this  that   honourable 

it  must  be  said  very  strongly  that,  so  far  as  the  men  are  sentenced  to  imprisonment  in 

reports  go,  not  only  was  Mr.  Redmond   con-  Ireland.     This  battalion  of  swearers  ai"0 

victed  upon  insufficient  evidence,  but  that  the  ^^j  ^en  after  all  :  and  when  they  have 

breakdown  of  the  witnesses  upon  the  question  ^     "^    . •      j  u    xi     n  n. 

of  their  capacity  to  reports  speeches  had  been  so  ^^f^  ^.^^^^^  ^^  ^^^  Government  to  swear 
complete  that  the  magistrates  ought  to  have  dis-  as  desired  for  pohtical  purposes,  it  is  only 
regarded  their  evidence  upon  all  other  points  as  natural  to  suppose  they  will  do  some 
well,  and  would,  indeed,  have  been  justified  in  business- for  themselves.  We  have  seen 
regarding  the  whole  case  for  the  prosecution  i  _  xi,  v  „  i.  xi  r^  x 
with  grave  suspicion.  However,  there  is  to  be  f ^^  **^®i P?^«^  8^®^^  ^^  ^\  Government ; 
an  appeal,  and  when  the  case  is  reheard  before  let  US  see  how  they  swear  by  themselves, 
the  County  Court  Judge  a  better  opportunity  Sergeant  Murphy,  a  l)old  and  strong 
will,  no  doubt,  be  provided  to  estimate  the  suf-  man,  whose  evidence  has  sent  many  men 
ficiencj'  of  the  evidence.  Wo  have  certainly,  x  ^  '^^  „  i  xi  n  •  a  I  i_  j 
however,  had  about  enough  of  these  police  r^'  ^  P™^"  ^"/^^  the  Coercion  Act,  had 
porters.  We  had  hoped  that  tho  grave  scandal  recently  to  do  a  little  swearmg  on  his 
which  disfigured  the  O'Brien  trial  would  have  own  account.  Murphy  was  sued  before  a 
opened  the  eyes  of  the  Irish  Authorities  to  the  County  Court  Judge  and  iur\'  at  Wexfortl 
necpssitv  of  einploviug  properly-qualified  and  i  ,  ^„  ^t^^  T  •  i  u  i  t.  j 
professional  short hancl  writers  in  the  place  of  ^^  ^^^  /""^^f*''''^^';  ^'""^  ^'^"""^  ^'^  ^""^ 
tho  rough  and  clumsy  amateur  reporters  of  the  seduced.  The  girl  went  to  the  work- 
police.  Perhaps  this  second  scandal  will  com-  house  and  gave  birth  to  twins.  One  of 
plete  the  work  of  the  first.  Whatever  their  the  children  died,  and  the  ffirl  sued 
alleged  ofl^Bnces,  »nd  whatever  their  known  xir^^^u^  *^«  4.v,«  «,  •  i.  r  i.u 
character.  Irish  prisoners  must  only  be  con.  Murphy  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
victed  and  punished  when  their  guilt  has  been  other  and  obtained  a  ve.i-dict  for  £40. 
proved  beyond  question  by  evidence  un-  What  did  the  miscreant  try  to  do?  He 
^issailable,  and  legally,  and  logically  complete.*,  endeavoured  to  intimidate   the  girl.     He 

Tliis  scandal  of  [wlice  repoiting  has  even  ^^^  °^  ^^^  wished  her  to  state  he  was  not 

attracted  the  attenti(m  of  the  professional  *^®  father,  and  then  he  wrote  her  a  letter 

reporters'  organ,  the   PlionMic   Jonruai.  ^  say  he  would  put  her  in  the  dock  for 

It  says  : ^^®  murderof  the  child  which  died.  These 

are  the  words  of  the  letter — 
•'  We  have  no  desire  to  comment  upon  the 
political  bearings  of  the  matter,  but  it  must  be        "  You  put  forward  a  charge  that  you  know  to 

obvious  to  everybody  that  if  criminal  prosecu-  he  false — you  have  given  me  out  as  the  father 

tions  ore  to  be  instituted  upon  the  evidence  of  of  your  children,  and  you  have  instigated  your 

u  short-hand  note-taker  the  utmost  care  should  father  to  threaten  me.     You  have  shown  me  no 

be  taken  to  select   only   writers  of  undoubted  mercy.     One  little  life  has  been  put  out,  and  I 

competence.        The   plan  of   using  policemen  have  carefully   preserved  letters  in  which  you 

instead  of  professional  short-hand  writers  may  threatened   to  take  your  child's  life.     I   will 

be  economical,  but  it  is  palpably  unjust  to  the  hring  up  the  child  out  of  the  grave  to  prove 

accused,  who  may  be  convicted  upon  tho  tcsli-  against  you.     I  will  cause  an  inquest  to  be  held, 

mony  of  short-hand  notes,  which  are  altogether  »^n<l  I   will  be  the  chief  witness  against  you. 

untrustworthy.    That  such  a  course  must  event-  I  will  show  you  no  mercy.     Unleas  you  admit 

ually  bring  discredit  upon  the  administration  of  the  falsity  of  the  charge   in   writing   into   the 

justico  is  so  self-evident  that  we  are  surprised  <lock  you  go.    Save  your  neck  if  you  can.     I 

that  a  short-sighted  policy  of  economy  should  don't  care  a  damn  one  way  or  the  other." 

L^'r^^raWe^truir^^^^  wiih'^a^slight  5''  ^^''^  ^^^^^  ^^,^»«^?««^  ^^'^  following 

knowledge  of  drugs  to  investigate  a  case  of  document    for    the    signatui'o    of   Anne 

jsuspected  poisoning  instead  of  calling  in  a  pro-  Gladney  : — 
Mr.  Mac  NeUl 
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■'  l.AnDsGladnsT,  of  BohnDDa,  CouatyCarlow, 
do  hereby  vilhdntw  tho  charged  made  ttguinat 
^rBMOt  W.  Murphy.  I  now  admit  I  itated 
falnfaoodi  in  pattinii;  him  fcrward  aa  the  father 
of  my  children.  1  nov  beg  bia  pardon  for 
haviDj*    doae   ao.     Tho  father   ia ." 

Miiuli  niv  tlio  men  iu  whosa  hands  oar 
lives  and  property  are  placed.  Let  uk 
now  view  the  polie;;  in  the  capacity  of 
iidmiuifitmtoi's  of  justice.  During  tht- 
tlwtedoro  trials  ii  remarkable  ineideni 
iifciirred.  Very  frequently  coaaael  pnl 
n  question  which  '\a  ruled  out  of  order, 
iiud  then  an  argument  takes  place  as  tn 
tlic  adniissnbility  of  evidence.  During- 
the  Owuedoro  trials  Tho  MacDermott 
wished  Hom:.'  evidence  tu  hi  admitted.! 
.Mr.  Justice  Gibson  refused  to  receive  it, 
jiiid  asked  The  MacDormott  if  he  mi'aiit 
1 1  say  so  and  so.  The  police  officei- 
whom  The  MacDermott  was  examining  at 
the  time  inteqwsed,  "That  is  his  con- 
t^-ntion."  The  MacDermott  quietly  added. 
"  YoH  see,  my  lord,  the  witness  haK 
pi.'ttled  the  matter."  In  November  last, 
at  Clonmcl,  a  |k>1  ice -sergeant  (ICeogh) 
|irosL>t'ntedamaii  named  Neill  for  assault. 
'llu-  Mayor,  Mr.  Thomas  Condon,  M.P., 
wild  presided,  said  he  witnessed  the 
whole  thing  and  there  was  exa^eration 
iin  Iwth  sides, whereupon  Ssrgeant  Kec^h 
siiid.  "  For  the  sake  of  the  dignity  of  the 
Ujneh  you  nught  not  to  adjudicate."  Of 
fuui-sc,  the  Irish  Members  of  Parliament 
ought  not  to  interfere  with  policemen  in 
wliat  they  conceive  to  be  their  duty. 
Xow,  the  Chief  Secretary  has  challenged 
ns  to  show  that  law  and  order  in 
Ii-eland  is  futile.  I  said  at  tho  outset  of 
\ay  remarks  that  the  whole  adminiatru- 
tiou  iu  Ireland  is  simply  an  administration 
to  esact  rent  under  some  form  or  other 
Uf  course,  it  was  only  natural  to  supposi- 
tliiit  the  Tenants'  League  would  occupj 
the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  of  the  landlords  in  general. 
We  find  that  it  has  done  so.  The  policL' 
have  been  employed  in  obstructing  thf 
tii'ganisation,  just  aa  they  were  employed 
in  obstructing  the  Irish  Members  to  cleai- 
their  characters  before  the  Special  Com- 
mission. At  Boyle  Michael  M'Garth  waw 
charged  before  three  Removables, 

"That  on  tho  lolh  day  of  December,  a' 
Cootehall,  in  the  County  of  Bobcommoa,  beiDg 
II  prorlaimed  diatrict  under  the  pmvisioDi  o( 
the  (Criminal Law  and  Ptoceduro  (Ireland]  Act, 
1387,  you,  tho  Baid. defendant,  did  wrongfully 
Hod    wiihoul   legal    authority    unlawfully 
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the  aania  day  attended,  or  un  Kundava  uaually 
did  attend,  the  aervicea  of  the  Komau  Catholic 
Chnrch  at  tho  chapel  of  Cootehall  aforeiaid, 
with  a  view  to  CHuae  the  laid  p^raona  to  do  an 
aot  which  they  had  a  legat  TiRht  to  abatairi 
from  doing,  namely — to  aubicribe  to  a  certain 
Auociation  kiioiia  aa  tho  Tenants'  Deiencc 
AaaociatioD." 

The  Crown  Solicitor  tliought  better  of 
the  prosecution,  and  announced  that  it 
would  not  be  proceeded  with.  But  on 
what  ground  ?  That  the  proclamation  in 
Roscommon  had  been  revoked.  The 
excuse  was  a  shameful  one  if  true,  but 
whatif  it  was  false?  Sometimes  policemett 
come  under  the  cognisance  of  Courts  of 
Justice .  Wliat  occurred  at  the  last 
Sessions  in  Waterford  is  rather  i-cnmrk- 
ablc.  Action  was  taken  against  >i 
policeman  for  assaulting  two  boys.  The 
police  entered  a  bandroom,  one  boy  was 
knocked  down,  and  when  he  was  getting 
up  the  policeman  struck  him  on  the  leg 
with  his  baton.  Driseoll,  the  constable, 
was  called,  and  said  he  saw  a  disorderly 
crowd  in  Jenkin's  Lane.  The  case  then 
proceeded :  — 

"  Hig  Honour  ;  How  wen-  tho  crowd 
iliaorderly  ': — Witnims  ;  Ilv  aliouiioR,  —  His 
Honour  ;  Is  every  crowd  Ihnl  cheera  dis- 
ordtrly? — Witnoaa:  It  wiis  a  iniied  cheering. 
\_tmuglittr.']  Tbo  reason  1  drDW  my  batop 
«a»  that  I  aaw  a  crowd  ruahinj;  imt. — Hia 
HoDOur :  I  aupposo  Wnliih  ran  Hiciiriat  your 
baton?  [iBK^ft i.r. J— Witness  :  Uu  did.     [Lond 

The  Judge  gave  decrees  ngitiust  the 
constable  in  eacli  chsc.  We  tind  the 
police  dispersing  with  batons  a  meeting 
called  in  the  town  of  Listowel  for  the 
]iurpose  of  demonstrating  its  approval  of 
the  result  of  the  Elgin  and  Nairn 
and  the  Peterboivugh  elections.  Indeed, 
the  police  of  Ireland  cxasjwrate  and 
irritate  in  every  way  all  p.^rsons  who 
are  supposed  to  have  jiolitical  views 
different  to  the  Oovernuient.  As  the 
Government  is  so  often  called  a  brave 
Government,  and  as  the  Irish 
Minister  is,  according  to  his 
friends,  pre-eminently  a  bntvc  man, 
let  us  test  tlie  bravery.  If  ever  a 
challenge  was  given  to  a  bnive  man  a 
challenge  was  given  ti)  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary by  the  right  lion,  (tcntlemaii  the 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefovre) 
during  last  Session.  The  Chief  Secretary 
said  that  if  the  right  hon.  ti.'ntU'inan  the 
Member  for  Bi-adford  made  in  Ireland 
some  of  the  a|»ecches  he  made  in  tho 
Hou.te  he  would  receive  a  little  of  tho 
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**  plank  bed  '  discipline.  Well,  in  the 
following  autumn  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
mi,n  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)went  over  to 
Ireland  and  attended  two  meetings  of  the 
Tenants'  Convention.  These  meetings 
are  held  in  a  room  where  it  is  not  usual 
to  have  the  presence  of  police  note-takers, 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  I'equested 
that  the  Government  note-takers  might 
be  present  at  the  meeting  in .  Galway, 
where  he  expressly  advised  that  the 
tenants  should  stick  to  their  combinations. 
Then  he  went  to  Drogheda  and  attended 
a  meeting  of  the  Tenants'  League  and 
again  it  was  proposed  to  exclude  the 
police  reporters  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  "No,  let  them  be< 
present,"  and  then  with  deliberate 
plagiarism  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
repeated  the  speech  to  the  Massereene 
tenanis  for  which  my  hon.  Friend  Mr. 
Dillon  got  six  months'  imprison nuM if,  and 
challenged  the  Government  to  proceed 
against  him.  But  this  brave  Govern- 
ment showed  their  courage  by  letting 
him  alone.  Hear  what  a  Unionist  print 
has  to  say  on  this  incident — 

**  It  is  understood  that  the  Govomment  will 
not  proceed  against  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  their 
policy  being  on  all  fours  with  that  of  the 
waiter  who  declined  to  kill  the  big  blue-bottle 
on  the  ground  that  other  flies  would  swarm  to 
the  funeral  and  make  the  nuisance  worse.  Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre  is  an  ex-Minister,  an  occupant  of 
the  front  Opposition  Bench,  and  one  of  our 
Gladstonite  lieutenants,  and  is  therefore  a 
different  sort  of  subject  to  handle  from  men 
like  Mr.  Conybeare.  Between  letting  him 
pass  this  time  arid  giving  the  enemy  an  oppor- 
tunity of  raising  a  row  in  this  country  and 
sending  fresh  sympathisers  to  Ireland,  the 
Government  we  hear  have  decided  to  adopt  the 
first  course." 

Well,  I  compliment  you  on  your  bravery-. 
Now,  a  word  on  the  inequalities  of  seii- 
tjiujcs.  Around  any  man  who  is  supposed 
to  sympathis3  with  the  Nationalist  cause 
the  Government  forces  create  a  cloud  of 
distrust  and  obloquy,  and  if  he  is  guilty 
of  any  small  offence  he  is  prosecuted  to 
the  death,  whereas  an  emergency  man 
has  very  different  treatment,  and  when 
proceedings  are  taken  apologies  and  ex- 
cuses are  forthcoming,  though  he  1x3 
found  guilty  of  the  most  heinous  crime. 
Take  an  instance.  At  the  Crossmaglen 
Petty  Sessions,  a  man  and  his  wife  were 
brought  before  Dr.  Palmer,  J.P.,  and  Mr. 
James  Hunter,  J.P.,  a  local  landlord, 
charged  with  singing  a  ballad  with  the 
refrain  "  We'll  hjive  eood  times  in  Ire- 
J//-,  ^fac  Xeill 


land    when    the    landlords    go."     They 
were   sentenced   to   three    months'   im- 
prisonment each.     The  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  has 
stated  that  they  were  punished  because 
they  were  tramps,  but  that  is  not  so  ;  they 
were    sentenced     for     impugning     the 
dignity  of  the  landlords,  and  they  were 
tried  before  magistrates  of  whom  one  was 
a  landlord  and  the  other  a  Government 
official.     These  poor  creatures  were  sen- 
tenced  to   three  months*  imprisonment 
for  attempting  to  earn  a  few  halfpence  by 
singing  an  innocent  song,  and  we  find 
these  same  magistrates  inflicting  a  fine 
of  sixpence  upon  a  man  named  M'Nulty 
for  being  drunk  and  disorderly,  resisting 
arrest,  cursing  and  scandalising  a  patriotic 
priest  and  Nationalistof  the  locality.  This  is 
the  action  of  your   Government    of    an 
"  even  keel."     Last  December,  for  a  cimel 
and  unprovoked    assault  on  the    police, 
men  who  took  part  were  sentenced   to 
18   months'  imprisonment,  and    at    the 
same   Court   which   sentenced  them   an 
emergency  man  was  brought  up  on  th(^ 
chaise  of  criminally  assaulting   a  little 
girl  of  six  years  old.     The  evidence  was 
clear,  and  after  the  jury  had  l)een  in  con- 
sultation for  some  time,   they  applied  to 
his  Lordship  for  further  advice,  and  one 
of   their   number   said  that   though   the 
evidence    was   clear,    he   could    scarcely 
bring  himself  to  believe  it  was  possible 
that  human  nature  could  be  so  depraved 
as  to  produce  a  representative  capable  of 
committing  such  a  hideous  offence.     This 
elicited  from  the  Judge  the  remark  tliat, 
with  his  experience,  it  was  possible  that 
any  charge  might  be  true.     Tlie  prisoner, 
being  an  emergency  man,  was  sentenced 
to  six  months'  imprisonment — that  is  to 
say,  the  same  sentence  as  was  inflicted 
upon    my    hon.    friend  the    Member  for 
South  Armagh  (Mr.  Blane)   for  giving 
bread  to  a  starving  teiiant.     Now,  at  this 
same  winter  Assizes  at  Cork,  an   emer- 
gency man,  in  the  employment  of  Mrs. 
Maroney,  of  Miltown  Malbay,  for  forgino- 
his  employer's  name  to  a  cheque  got  two 
months'  imprisonment^  while  a  \)oot  child, 
for  stealing  a  pipe  from  a .  shop-window, 
got  six  months'  imprisonment  with  hard 
labour.     A  perfect  cordon  of  legal  pro- 
tection  is   drawn   around   every    poi*son 
who  is  in  the  pay  of  the  landlords  or  th(» 
Government,  to  save  them  from  the  con- 
sequences of  any  offentes  they  may  com- 
mit.    We  have  heard  a  great  deal  of  the 
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Statute  of  Edward  III.,  aud  requiring 
sureties  for  good  behaviour, and  under  this 
tsnactment  there  have  been  several 
f  xnmples  of  the  administration  of  Conrte 
of  Justice,  aud  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cork  has  told  uH  of  the 
offence  of  blowing  boms  being  visited 
with  four  months'  imprisonment.  In 
Sepbember,  in  Tipperaiy,  several  men 
w(;re  brought  Ijefore  the  magistrates 
cliarged  with  riot.  The  Court  could  not 
<inmmit  them  on  the  evidence  produced 
by  the  Crown,  but  made  an  Order  that 
thn  several  defendants  should  &id  sure- 
ties to  be  of  good  behaviour  for  12 
months,  themselves  in  ^20,  and  two 
sureties  of  £10  each,  with  an  alternative 
of  two  months  in  gaol.  They  were 
acquitted  of  the  ofEence  witli  which  they 
were  charged,  but  declining  to  give  bail 
■went  to  gaol  on  no  evidence  at  all ! 
Of  course,  the  great  advantage  of  this 
Act  is  that  there  is  no  appeal  under  it, 
and  the  removables  are  not  slow  in  &>n- 
.sidering  that.  I  find  that  at  the 
■Cappoquin  Petty  Sessions  in  November  a 
man  named  Thomas  Edwards  was 
(Charged  with  boycotting  the  sale  of  some 
pigs  at  the  fair.  The  buyer  denied  that 
the  defendant  bad  said  anything  to  him 
about  the  animals  being  boycotted,  and 
the  defendant  declared  the  whole  charge 
a  fabrication,  the  police  having  a  grudge 
itgainst  him  because  he  had  haid  occasion 
to  report  Sergeant  Nash  fo  the  District 
Inspector.  The  Court  ordered  defendant 
ti  ho  bound  ever  to  keep  the  peace 
for  twelve  months,  himself  in  .£20,  and 
two  sureties  in  ,£10  each,  or  in  de- 
fault to  lie  imprisoned  in  Water- 
ford  gaol  for  two  months,  the  chairman 
reminding  defendant's  counsel  that 
there  was  no  appeal  in  a  case  of  this 
kind.  The  defendant  declined  to  give 
Inil,  and  was  I'cmoved  in  custody  amid 
the  cheers  of  the  crowd.  Now,  my 
i-ecollection  is  distinct  that  the  Chief 
Secrotarj-  led  us  to  believe  that  a  sentence 
of  thiH  kind  should  hi  open  to  appeal. 
It  is  interesting  to  remembsr  that  one 
of  the  first  persons  fo  he  charged  under 
this  antiquated  jurisdiction  wan  the  hou. 
Member  for  Mid-Cork,  who  was  brongbt 
before  two  Resident  Magistrates,  one  of 
whom  came  from  Belfast,  where  he  was 
sucees.sful  in  obtaining  a  verdict  against 
an  Irish  Member,  and  the  other  was 
a  gentleman  whose  father  was  hunted 
.  from  the  polict-,  and  these  were 


to  retaliate  upon  the  man  who  had  given 
a  severe  blow  to  the  Besident  Magistrate 
system  by  unearthing  the  Segravo 
scandal,  the  embezzler  of  the  Cape.  We 
have  beard  much  on  this  question  of 
requiring  tail,  but  perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  recall  Lord  Salisbury's  view  as 
he  expressed  it  at  Hitchin  in  1882.     Ho 


"  It  appears  that  thU  Act  (that  ii,  tha 
Liberal  Coercion  Act]  U  of  no  use  for  auppreai- 
ing  leditious  apeecliea  luch  aa  those  Mr.  Davitt 
baa  made,  and  to  there  has  been  disinterred 
aStatuteof  Charles  I.,  bjr  whiclia  man  can  be 
required  to  g^ve  ■ecunty  for  good  behavioar,  or 
in  default  ho  may  be  impriionsd.  I  have  not 
made  sny  particular  reseaichea,  hat  if  I  re- 
member rightly  the  lOthand  Ilthof  Cbarles  I. 
(that  is,  u  re-enactment  of  the  older  Statute) 
waa  passed  during  the  Viceroyalty  ol  Stafford." 

The  noble  Lord's  nephew  was  not  then  a 
mature  politician. 

"  It  is  said  generally  by  historians,  and 
purticiilarly  by  those  of  Liberal  opiuious,  that 
that  Government  was  slightly  arbitrary,  but 
DOW  that  this  most  liberal  GoTernment  has 
shown  a-  marked  preference  for  this  Act,  I 
suppose  historiani  will  reverse  their  judgment. 
It  must  be  confessed  that  this  mode  of  keeping 
thepea'ie  is  likely  to  give  a  stimulus  to  very  in- 
teresting hiatorical  studiex." 

That  was  about  the  time  when  we  were 
listening  to  Cons^i-vative  overtures  for 
Home  Rule,  and  on  the  strength  of  pro- 
mises made  we  voted  for  Conservatives — 
may  God  forgive  us  ! 

"  If  they  inatitute  a  search  for  precedents  I 
dsresay  tho  Govemment  will  Sod  many  others 
that  will  be  most  useful  for  tbe  control  of  Ire- 
land. It  is  my  opinion  that  the  Star  Chamber 
juriadiclion  was  never  abolished  there,  and  it 
that  is  the  case  they  may  find  an  admirable 
eng;iDe  at  command." 

This  comes  from  the  statesman  who  says 
Ireland  cannot  be  pacified  except  by 
'20  years  of  strong  government.  I 
had  a  complaint  to  make*  at  the  outset 
of  my  remarks,  but  as  my  observation 
was  of  a  somewhat  personal  character,  I 
deferred  making  it  until  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  whom  I  referred  was  present, 
aud  he  is  here  now.  I  would  advise  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Depart- 
ment, if  he  will  take  advice  from  a 
political  antagonist,  not  to  make  himself 
a  political  phonograph  ;  I  would  recom- 
mend him  not  to  assume  the  res- 
ponsibility of  the  rdle  of  recording 
ongei.  He  was  virtuously  indignant 
ith  something  said  by  tho  right  hon. 
Glentleman  the  Member  for  the  Bridge- 
ton  Division,  and  wished  to  rake  up  old 
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memories  which  are  entirely   forgotten 
on  our  side,   and  I  believe  on  his.     In 
that     the     hou.     Gentleman    will    not 
succeed.       Of    all    Gentlemen    on    the 
Treasury  Bench  the  last   person  to  rake 
tip  charges  and  throw  them  in  -the  teeth 
of  Members  of  this  House  should  be  the 
Financial  Secri'tary  for   War.      Was   it 
not  he  who  said  on  one  occasion  out  of 
doors,  '*  I  will  not  mince  language,  I  will 
call  the  letter  Mr.  ParnelFs  letter."    But 
do  we  not  know  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
compelled     not     only    to     mince     that 
language,  but  to  eat  his  words. 
*Mk.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  :   I  do 
not    expect    to    bo    able    to    rival    the 
eloquence    or   the   agility    of    the    hon. 
Member  who  has  just  resumed  his  seat, 
but  for  a  short  time  I  will  trespass  on 
the  indulgence  of  the  House.     And  first 
I   express   my   sincere    regret    that    an 
Irish  man   has   been   found  to   vilify   so 
large  a  number  of  his  countrymen  as  are 
to  bo  found  in  the  Hoyal  Irish  Constabu- 
lary.     An  allegation  was  made  during 
the  closing  period  of   last  Session,  and 
when  I  was  not  in  the  House,  by  an  hon. 
Member  who  now  sits  opposite,  that  1  had 
spoken  of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 
as  "  Morley's  Murderers."     I  contradicted 
that  statement  in  a  letter  to  the  Times 
in  words  and  with  epithets  that  I  am 
afraid  I  should  not  be  Parliamentary  in 
repeating,  but  as  strongly  as  Parliamen- 
tary usage  will  permit  I   reiterate   my 
denial.     Such  words  were  never  uttered 
by  me  nor  did  I  entertain  at  any  time 
any  sentiment  at  all  approaching  them  in 
charaetcr.     The  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 
being   Irishmen    are   not   infallible    and 
have  their  faults.     If  any  hon.  Member 
thinks  that  to  be  an  Irishman  is  to  be 
faultless  I  cannot  agree  with  him.     For 
myself  though  proud  of  being  an  Irishman 
I  cannot  claim  to  be  infallible.     At  most 
critical  periods  the  Roj-al  Irish  Constabu- 
lary have  exercised  the  greatest  discrim- 
ination  and  judgment  in   \evy   difficult 
duties.     Allusion  has  been  made  to  the 
never-too-much  to  be  regretted  outrage 
that  resulted  in  the  death  of  the  Con- 
stabulary officer,  Mr.  Martin,  and  it  has 
been  pointed  out  as  one  of  the  instances 
in    which   a   section   of    the   people    of 
Ireland  committed  outrage  and  murder ; 
but  there  is  this  difference  dividing  the 
murder     of    District    Inspector   Martin 
from  the  deaths  caused  sometimes  by  the 
weapons  of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabalar}^ 
J/r.  Mar  I^eill 


that  wherever  these  deaths  have  occurredr 
amid  scanes  of   riot  and  disorder,  from 
the  firing  of  shots  by  the  Constabulary 
those  deaths  have  been  accidental.     The 
death   of  District  Inspector  Martin   wa« 
wilful  and   designed   murder.      It   can- 
not be  pretended  that  any  member  of 
the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  took  deli- 
berate aim  with  the  intention  of  murder, 
but    in    the    case    of    the    murder    at 
Gweedore,  unquestionably  a  body  of  men 
were  guilty  of  acts  leading  directly  to  the 
death    of    Mr.    Martin.     The    Financial 
Secretary  for  War  has  been  attacked  for 
his  able  and  eloquent  speech,  which  was 
listened  to  with  pleasure  by  all  on  this 
side   of  the  House,  and  I   congratulate 
him  upon  that  speech  most  sincerely  and 
cordially.     Much  has  been   said  by  the 
hon.     Member     who     introduced     this 
Amendment   upon    alleged    misgovem- 
ment   of   Ireland,    but   it   must   not  be 
forgotten   that    hon.    Members   opposite 
have  stated  their  intention  to  make  the 
Government  of   Ireland   impossible.     If 
the  Chief  Secretary  has  succeeded  to  an 
unprecedented  extent   in   quieting    dis- 
order and   tumult,  and  repressing  crime, 
he  deserves   the  gratitude  of  all  right- 
minded,  right-thinking  men,  and  I  thank 
him  for  the  result  of  his  administration. 
I    think    even   hon.    Members   opposite 
may     congratulate     themselves.      They 
have  adopted  a  couree  of  conduct  whereby 
they  are  enabled,  without  hindrance,   to 
take    their    seats  in   this   House,  their 
presence  not  being  required  elsewhere. 
I  think  the  very  fact  tlmt  they  are  here 
in    force     to-night,    and  joining    in  this 
discussion  is  a  proof  of  the  success  of  the 
Government  of   the   Chief  Secretary  in 
Ireland.    1    regret  that    the    right  hou. 
Gentleman,  the  Member  for  the  Bridge  ton 
Division  has  repeated  to-night  one  of  those 
speeches   in   which   he  recanted  former 
opinions,  turning  his  back  on  his  former 
policy.     If  he  were  here  now    I    would 
ask  him  does  he  not  recollect  addressing 
me,  during  the  time  he  held  the  office  of 
Chief    Secretary,    a    communication    in 
which    he   thanked    those    who    shared 
my     political     opinions     for     the    able 
support  they  had  given  him  in  his  attempt 
to  govern   Ireland  ?     But  those  days  are 
gone  by.     It  is  a  painful  thing  to  find 
him   turning    his    back    on    his    former 
supporters.      But   at   least   I   think   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  gone  so  far 
as  to  join  in  a  treasonable  conspiracy  to 
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bring  about  the  independence  of  Ireland. 
[Int^mcptions.^  I  hear  some  allusion  to 
the  Queen's  Crown,  but  I  do  not  know 
what  it  is.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  has  spoken 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  as  the 
"  uncrowned  King  of  Ireland."  Perhaps 
it  was  with  the  object  of  making  him 
II  crowned  king  that  a  certain  number 
of  the  party  opposite  joined  in  a  con- 
spinicy  which  has  been  condemned  by 
the  Parnell  Commission.  The  day  may 
come  when,  with  the  assistance  of  the 
right  hon.  Gontleman,  this  undesired 
event  may  be  nearer  accomplishment; 
but  before  that  day  comes  some  of  us  in 
the  North  of  Ireland  will  have  to  be 
r;»ckoned  with,  that  portion  of  the  country 
which  is  peaceable,  loyal  and  progressive, 
and  where  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was 
welcomed  the  other  day  to  the 
rising  town  of  Belfast  by  a  concourse  of 
loyal  people  who  desire  to  see  9. 
continuance  of  the  connection .  between 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  which,  please 
God,  shall  never  be  ended  in  our  time. 
An  attack  has  been  made  to-night  upon 
some  of  the  juries  of  Ireland,  I  think  on 
tlie  ground  that  no  Roman  Catholic  was 
allowed  to  serve  on  them,  that  they  were 
exclusively  Protestant.  But  is  it  to  be 
imagined  for  a  moment  that  a  Protestant 
on  a  jury  conscious  of  his  obligations  will 
wilfully  perjure  himself?  I  should  be 
asliamed  of  the  name  of  Protestant  if 
any  one  of  them  shou}d  violate  his  con- 
science and  break  his  solemn  obligations 
on  such  an  occasion.  Those  who  make 
these  accusations  of  perjury  against  a 
section  of  the  Irish  people  cannot  under- 
stand what  Protestantism  means.  Refer- 
ence has  been  made  to  the  rejoicings 
which  were  attempted  to  be  stopped 
when  Mr.  O'Brien  was  released  from 
prison,  but  it  cannot  be  forgotti'n  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that  certain  shop- 
keepers in  Youghal  who  refused  to  put 
up  their  shutters  were  boycotted,  de- 
prived of  their  trade  and  means  of  liveli- 
hood. [An  hon.  Member  :  It  is  not  true.] 
One  scarcely  knows  what  may  bo  called 
true  in  this  House  i;  white  is  made  to 
appear  black,  and  black  white.  But  I 
say  without  fear  of  contradiction  that  the 
statement  I  have  now  offered  has  been 
proved  time  after  time  in  this  House  and 
r>ut  of  it.  I  regret  that  in  this  debate 
resulting  from  the  Amendment  of  tlie 


hon .  Member  for  Cork,  some  more  elo- 
quent exponent  of  the  principles  I  desire 
to  advocate  has  not  risen  in  my 
stead,  but  I  feel  that  no  repre- 
sentative from  Ireland  desires  to  see 
the  material  and  moral  prosperity  of  that 
country  more  than  I  do.  It  is  with  the 
desire  to  promote  that  material  and 
moral  welfare  that  I  hope  for  a  long  con- 
tinuance of  the  regime  that  gives  us  the 
present  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  who 
has  done  so  much  to  bring  about  the 
pacification  of  that  country  by  his  skilful 
and  able  administration,  and  who  has 
done  much  and  proposes  to  do  more  for 
the  material  welfare  of  its  people.  Every 
obstruction  was  thrown  in  the  way  last 
Session  of  the  Light  Railways  and  other 
Bills,  but  I  trust  that  the  hon.  Members 
opposite  have  now  come  to  a  better 
frame  of  mind,  and  though  they  may  not 
like  the  giver  they  will  thankfully  accept 
the  gift.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
makes  no  attempt  to  bribe  the  Irish 
people  ;  his  legislation  is  proposed  in  th© 
belief  that  it  is  right,  and  anyone  who 
has  studied  his  character  will  appreciate 
his  position,  and  will  feel  that  he  is  only 
doing  those  things  his  conscience  heartily 
approves.  I  do  not  think  this  debate 
should  close  without  one  Member  for 
Belfast  declaring  that  we  in  Ulster — the 
loyal  portion  of  Ulster — will  never  join 
in  the  conspiracy  to  bring  about  the 
legislative  independence  of  Ireland.  The 
lo3ral  portion  of  Ulster  rejoices  in  the 
connection  between  Ireland  and  Great 
Britain,  and  the  rule  of  Her  Most 
Gracious  Majesty,  and  will  not  join  in  any 
sentimental  utterance  of  "  Ireland  a 
Nation,"  but  is  content  to  remain  part  of 
the  Great  British  Empire,  enjoying  all  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  that  position, 
the  I  rejoice,  as  a  Member  of  Parliament 
representing  a  portion  of  Ulster,  to  be 
able  to  add  my  voice,  however  feeble,  to 
the  utterances  of  those  who  liavc  ex- 
pressed their  determination  that  Ireland 
should  remain  an  integral  portion  of 
the  l]rapire,  and  therefore  I  resist  this 
Amendment,  which  declares  that  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  has 
been  unjust,  exasperpting,  and  futile, 
because  I  believe  it  has  been  just,  suc- 
cessful, and  satisfactory-.  If  those  who 
are  influential  in  forming  the  public 
opinion  of  Ireland  and  conti'olling  to  a 
largo  extent  the  feeling  and  sentiment 
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of  the  people  would  only  set  themselves 
'i^esolutely  to  develop  the  resources  of 
that  country  and  calm  instead  of  exaspera- 
ting the  people,  the  day  would  not  be 
far  distant  when  instead  of  disturbance, 
disunion,  and  turmoil,  we  should  see 
a  peaceful;  a  prosperous,  a  happy,  and 
a  contented  Ireland. 

Mu.  P.  J.  POWER  (Waterford,  E.) : 
I  should  like  to  remind  the  House  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  ad- 
monished his  fellow-countrymen  in  such 
lofty  tones  has  always  been  a  consistent 
ooorcionist.  The  Irish  Constabulary 
know  that  anything  they  do  will  always 
find  in  him  a  defender,  and  anybody 
who  knows  anything  about  that  body 
must  be  aware  that  since  the  present 
nyinie  their  conduct  has  become  un- 
bearably insolent,  doing  everything  to 
exasperate  the  people  and  delighting  in 
bludgeoning 'them.  I  admit  that  a  great 
improvement  has  taken  place  in  trade, 
particularly  in  the  North  of  Ireland, 
wliile  we  have  also  participated  to  some 
extent  in  the  general  revival  of  trade. 
We  are  told  that  order  is  necessary  for 
the  well  being  and  the  improvement  of 
the  condition  of  the  people.  We  are 
prepared  to  admit  that  if  Ireland  is  to 
Ixj  prosperous  and  successful  it  is  necess- 
ary  that  respect  for  law  and  order  should 
ex  ist.  But  those  who  teach  that  to  us  seem 
to  forii^et  that  if  law  is  to  be  respected, 
you  must  make  that  law  worthy  of  re- 
spect, and  any  one  who  has  any  know- 
ledge of  the  way  in  which  the  law  is 
fulmiiiistered  in  Ireland  will  come  to  the 
itonclusion  that,  as  administered  there,  it 
is  absolutely  unworthy  of  respect;  now 
I'cferring  to  the  improvement  which  right 
lion,  (jentlemen  opposite  say  has  taken 
place  in  Ireland,  I  find  that  whereas  in 
the  year  1886,  £8,296,000  was  spent  in 
Poor  Ijaw  relief,  in  1888  the  amount  was 
c£8,440,000.  Does  this  increased  ex- 
|)enditure  with  a  decreasing  population 
justify  the  Ministerial  statements  1  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Donegal  has  cited  many  cases  in  which 
we  complain  of  the  manner  in  which 
the  law  luis  been  administered,  and  I 
tihould  now  like  to  state  the  case  of  my 
own  county  of  vVaterford,  which  has 
been  harassed  and  scourged  by  coercion 
of  the  most  drastic  type.  Waterford 
is  far  from  being  4i  typical  county  ;  one 
Jfr.  Johnst07i 


can  do  in  it  almost  with  impunity  what 
would  be  visited  with  three  or  four 
months'  imprisonment  in  other  parts  of 
the  island;  but  it  possesses  a  County 
Court  Judge. who  lias  the  confidence  of 
the  people,  and  who  is  prepared  to  mete 
out  justice  even-handed  between  all 
classes.  It  is  significant  that  no 
language  we  have  ever  used  in  regard 
to  the  removables  equals  the  abuse 
heaped  upon  County  Court  Judge 
Waters,  because  he  has  had  the  courage 
to  reverse  the  decisions  in  certain  cases 
which  came  before  him.  He  is  sup- 
posed to  be  a  Liberal,  but  when  his 
own  Government  was  in  power  and 
when  the  removables  in  those  days 
imposed  unjust  sentences  he  never 
hesitated  to  reverse  them.  The  result  is 
that  he  is  a  man  who  has  the  respect  of 
the  people,  and  they  abide  by  his  deci- 
sions because  they  believe  iiim  to  be 
just,  and  before  I  quote  Judge  Waters' 
statement,  let  me  point  out  that  in 
Waterford  the  right  of  combination  does 
not  exist,  neither  is  there  the  right  of 
publii;  speech,  nor  freedom  of  the  Press. 
This  Coercion  Act  of  which  we  complain 
is  aimed  not  at  crime,  or  at  criminals  in 
the  ordinary  acceptation  of  the  phrase, 
but  at  political  organisations,  and  its 
main  object  is  to  break  down  that  very 
combination  which  has  been  rendered 
absolutely  necessary  in  Ireland  by  the 
action  of  this  House.  Now,  at  the  Water- 
fortl  Quarter  Sessions  in  January,  1888, 
Judge  Waters,  addressing  the  Grand 
Jury,  congratulated  them  on  the  state  of 
the  country  a,s  i-egarded  crime.  He 
said  : — 

**  I  have  examined  the  record  of  the  past 
year,  and  1  am  glad  to  be  able  to  tell  you,  as 
you  will  bo  glad  to  hear,  that  the  account  of 
the  crime  of  the  County  and  City  of  Water- 
ford investigated  in  this  Court  during  the  year 
1887  is  very  light— indeed,  I  may  say,  insig- 
nificant. It  consists  altogether  of  15  cases. 
These  are  made  up  of  five  larceny  cases,  six 
cases  of  assault,  two  of  embezzlement,  one  of 
arson,  and  one  of  attempted  burglary,  and, 
considering  that  the  i>opulation  of  the  county 
and  city  at  the  last  census  was  112,768,  this 
number  of  15  cases  may  be  reasonably  called 
small. 

But,  Gentlemen,  you  have  no  reason  to  pride 
yourselves  in  this  county  on  being  exceptionalls' 
good  and  free  from  crime.  You  know,  I  pre- 
sume, that  I  am  the  County  Court  Judge  of 
two  other  counties,  namely,  Cavan  and 
Leitrim,  and  I  am  sorry  to  tell  you  that  the 
record  of  crime  in  Waterford,  light  as  it  is,  is 
the  heaviest  of  the  three. 
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In  Cavao,  with  a  population  of  129,008,  I 
had  only  14  cases  in  the  year  ;  and  in  Lei  trim, 
out  of  89,795  people,  only  11  cases  were 
returned  for  trial. 

The  total  for  the  three  counties  is  40  cases. 
In  some  of  these  more  thsin  one  person  was 
involved,  so  that  the  40  cases  included  63 
individuals. 

Now,  Gentlemen,  it  may  of  course  be  truly 
obsen'ed  that  the  cases  returned  for  trial  to  the 
Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  do  not  by  themselves 
supply  a  satisfactory  index  of  the  crime  of  a 
county,  as  other  cases  are  sent  for  trial  to  the 
Assizes.  I  liave  obtained  the  number  of 
cases  sent  for  trial  to  tlie  Assizes  for 
each  county,  and  I  find  that  they  are  as 
follows : — In  Waterford  for  tho  entire  year 
1887  there  were  26  cases,  in  Cavan  13,  and 
in  Lcitrim  12— in  all  51  ;  which,  added  to 
the  63  returned  for  trial  to  the  Quarter 
Sessions,  make  a  total  of  114  persons  com- 
mitted for  trial  for  indictable  offences  in  all 
Courts  for  the  three  countieK. 

These  three  counties  rej^resent  a  largo  area, 
inhabited  by  a  population  of  332,616.  It  is 
also  a  diversified  area,  lying  in  the  three 
provinces  of  Munster,  Ulster,  and  Connaught, 
so  that  I  think  it  may  bo  considered  as  fairly 
representative  of  the  whole  country.  For  the 
purpose  of  comparing  the  crime  in  this  repre- 
sentative area  of  Ireland  with  that  of  England 
and  Scotland  I  have  procured  the  last  pub- 
lished statistics  of  those  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  they  show  that  the  number  of 
committals  in  England  and  Wales  were  13,856, 
which  gives  the  rate  of  one  committal  to  1,911 
j)eople.  The  population  of  my  three  counties 
is,  as  I  have  told  you,  332,616,  so  that  to  make 
crime  in  these  counties  equal  to  crime  in  Eng- 
land the  number  of  cooimittals  here  should  be 
174,  whereas  they  amount  only  to  114— that  is 
to  say,  our  crime  is  only  63  per  cent,  of  tho 
crime  in  England,  and  less  than  it  by  a  full 
third. 

It  may  be  said  that  a  comparison  with  Eng- 
land is  deceptive ;  that  it  is  not  right  to  com- 
pare a  rural  population,  as  ours  is,  witli  the 
vast  congeries  of  inhabitants  to  be  found  in 
the  great  English  cities  ;  and  that  u  comparison 
with  Scotland,  made  on  more  equal  elements, 
would  be  juster.  Let  us  see,  then,  how  our  case 
stands  with  that  of  Scotland.  In  Scotland  the 
committals  were  2,o35»  which  gives  iho  pro- 
portion of  one  committal  to  1,473  people.  In 
order  that  the  rate  or  proi)ortion  of  our  crime 
should  equal  that  of  Scotland,  the  number  of 
committals  should  be  225,  but  they  are  only 
114,  so  that  our  crime  is  very  nearly  only  one- 
Jialf  that  of  Scotland. 

But  it  is  often  said  that  though  criminals 
may  be  returned  for  trial  in  Ireland  the  Irish 
juries  will  not  do  their  duty,  and  will  not  con- 
vict even  on  clear  evidence,  so  that  it  will  be 
interesting  to  compare  tho  rate  of  convictions 
in  the  three  countries.  I  find  that  the  rate  of 
convictions  in  England  and  Scotland  is  nearly 
the  same,  77  per  cent,  of  the  committals  ;  and, 
Btrange  to  say,  the  rate  of  convictions  in 
Waterford  is  almost  identical,  diflfering  only 
by  an  inconsiderable  decimal.  In  Leitrim  the 
rate  of  convictions  is  82  per  cent.  ;  and  in 
Cavan,   where    I    have    mixed   juries,    where 


Catholics  and  Orangemen  meet  in  the  jury* 
box,  the  rate  of  convictions  is  lowest — only  67 
per  cent.,  and  not  a  single  case  occurred  in 
that  county  of  a  jury  not  agreeing  to  a  verdict 
one  way  or  other." 

I  drew  the  Chief  Secretary's  attention  to 
tliis  remarkable  statement  last  year,  and 
when  I' complained  of  the  way  in  which 
we  were  taxed  for  extra  police  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  it  was  rash  to  draw 
conclusions  hastily  from  statistics  of  this 
kind.  The  fact  remains  that  the 
Removables  do  not  like  their  decisions 
to  go  before  this  County  Court  Judge 
for  review,  so  they  have  adopted  the 
suggestion  of  the  Chief  Secretary  and 
imposed  sentences  which  do  not  give 
a  right  of  appeal,  while  in  other  cases 
they  remove  the  venue  of  trial  and 
charge  the  accused  before  packed  juries. 
Why,  even  an  Englishman,  and 
a  Protestant,  who  lias  lived  in 
Ireland  37  years,  recently  wrote  to  the 
newspapers  that  since  the  last  Coercion 
Act  was  passed  jury  packing  had  been 
sj'stcmatically  carried  on  in  all  cases  in 
which  the  venue  had  been  changed.  It 
is  humiliating  beyond  expression  tho 
wa}-  in  which  the  Catholics  are  treated 
by  such  creatures  of  Dublin  Castle  as 
George  Bolton.  It  is  bad  enough  to  be 
ordered  to  stand  by  by  respectable 
officials,  but  it  is  a  gross  aggravation  of 
the  affront  to  be  told  we  are  unfit  to 
discliarge  our  duties  as  citizens  by  a  man 
like  Bolton,  whoso  character  was 
described  in  the  Maamtrasna  Debate  in 
this  House  by  the  present  Solicitor 
(leneral  for  England  in  the  following 
words  - 

"  Discredited  as  Casey  had  been  and  must 
be,  and  infamous  as  he  was  as  a  witness,  if  it 
were  a  conflict  of  evidence  between  him  and 
Air.  George  Bolton  he  did  not  think  the 
balance  would  be  greatly  in  favour  of  Mr. 
Bolton.  Ho  was  sorry  to  have  to  say  it,  but 
his  view  was  that  the  very  gravest  misfortune 
that  had  befallen  tho  Government  in  Ireland 
during  the  last  two  years  had  been  the  having 
as  one  of  its  trusted  and  responsible  servants 
in  a  position  of  great  responsibility  a  man  of 
Iho  antecedents  and  character  they  knew 
George  Bolton  to  bo." 

Nev(;rtbelcss,  this  individual  is  .still  in 
tlie  service  of  the  Crown.  These  are  the 
men  whom  we  are  supposed  to  respect 
in  Ireland.  I  have  .said  that  the 
Coercion  Act  is  not  aimed  at  crime. 
Now  the  League  is  proclaimed  in 
Waterford,    and    they    say  its  power    is 
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jj^oiic.     iiut  tlie  League  was  never  more 
tiourisliing  than  now,  and  land-grabbers 
never  liud  a  worse  time  of  ittban  they  have 
now.    I  am  informed  that  the  boycotting 
of  emergency  cattle  was   never   before 
more     vigorously     carried     out.       The 
League  is  a  terror  to  land-grabbers,  and 
I  may  mention  a  case  which  came  under 
my    own    observation,   where    a    land- 
grabber  named  Michael  Walsh,  who  was 
under   the    protection   of    Mr.    Balfour, 
came    forward    and    offered    an    abject 
apology,  offered  to  make  any  private  or 
public  I'eparation,  and  to  pay  any  fine 
that  might  be  imposed  by  any  properly- 
constituted    tribunal,    if    he     were    re- 
admitted to  the  League.     I  hope — and  I 
say  it  from  my  place  in  this  House — that 
this     man     will    be     re-admitted     and 
received  with  open  arms.      He  has  had 
enough  of  the   protection  of   the    light 
hon.  Gentleman  ;  it  did  him  more  harm 
than  good  ;  and  I  may  add  that  the  fine 
he  is  prepared  to  pay  goes,   not  to  the 
brancli  of  the  League,  but  to  the  owner 
of  the  property  to  compensate  liim  for 
injuries   done    to    it     by    the    previous 
tenant.     Thus  it  would  appear  that  the 
object  of  the  Coercion  Act — to  put  down 
combimition   and  organisation — has   not 
been  achieved.      In  fact,  the  suppressed 
branches  liold   their  meetings  regularlj'. 
I  have  had  the  honour  of  beiusr  at  meet- 
iiigs  of  tlirce  suppressed  branches  :    in- 
tleed,  notliing  is  easier   than    to  attend 
the  meetings,  although  the  people  will  not 
give  information  to  the  police.     It  may 
be    said    that  this  is   a   sign    of   a    bad 
mind     on     the     part    of     tlie      people. 
But   we    say   you    have   burnt  into  the 
souls  of  the  Irish  people  the  belief  that 
the   law,   instead  of  protecting  them,  is 
used  for  their  oppression,  and  you  can- 
not expect  to  do  away  at  once  with  an 
impression     which     has    been     created 
by  centuries    of    misrule.       The    rijnrht 
hon.   Gentleman  has   never  done    boast- 
ing    of     the     progress     he     lias    ]nade 
ill     the     pacification    of     Ireland  ;     but 
if  he  looks  carefully  through  the  whole 
of  the  statistics,  and  takes  cognisance  of 
the  state  of  feeling  at  present  existing, 
he    will    find   he    is    very    much    as   he 
iK'gan,    and   that    the     organisation    he 
supposes  he  lias  crushed  has,  in  reality, 
Ix'en   the    means    of    crushing   his  own 
policy,  the  people  being  more  determined 
now    than    ever.        He    tells    us    Ik*    is 


anxious  for  a  specific  settlement  of  affairs 
in   Ireland,   and  yet  he  has  again  and 
again   refused   the   measures    we   have 
brought   forward   that    would    tend    to 
bring   about   that  result.      If  ho  really 
feels  the  anxiety  he  has  expressed,  why 
has   he  not  dealt  in  a  satisfactory  and 
judicious   manner  with  the  question  of 
ari*ears  ?     All  he  has  done   has  been   to 
give  the  County  Court  Judge  power  of 
spreading  the  instalments  over  a  greater 
number  of  years,  and  has  failed  to  give 
us  that  which  has  been  so  successful  in 
the   North  of  Ireland.      We  have   had 
some  remarkable  trials  in  reference   to 
the  utterances  of  the  Press  in  Ireland, 
and  not  long  ago  Mr.   Ryan,  Q.C.,  who 
represented  the  Crown,  when  questioned 
as   to  his   conduct  of  a  particular  case 
admitted  that  this  Coercion  Act,  which 
is   said   not   to  have   created   any    new 
crime,  has  created  new  crime.      I  would 
suggest  that  the   right  hon.   Gentleman 
should  get  one  of  his  Secretaries  to  write 
to  Mr.  Ryan,  and  question  him  on  the 
subject.    Before  many  days  are  over  there 
will    be   an    election    in    the    Western 
Division  of  the  County  of  Waterford,  at 
which  we  shall  be  able  to  test  what  the 
people  think  of  the  policy  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.     He  may  sneer  at  such 
a  test,  but  it  is  the  only  test  we  have,  and 
we  shall  apply  it  at  that  election.     The 
Duke  of  Devonshire  hiis  large  property 
in  the  district,   and  so  has  Mr.  Villiers 
Stuart,  who  was  once  a  Member  of  this 
House,  both   of  whom  will  now  be  able 
to  gauge  the  amount  of  influence  they 
can  exercise  in  the  return  of  any  nominee 
of  theirs.     None  of  us  will   go  over  to 
assist  the  National  candidate,  and  yet  I 
venture  to  say  that  while  the  candidate 
of  our  opponents  may  poll  perhaps  500,^ 
our  (Uindidate,  in  all  probability,  will  poll 
between  4,000  and  5,000.     1   wish  here 
to  give   an    instance    of   the   system   of 
espionage  which  is  carried  on  in  Ireland, 
and  of  which  English  Members  can  have 
no  possible  idea.     In  England,  I  believe,, 
you  have  one  policeman  to  every  1,252 
individuals,  but  in  my  constituency  wo 
have  one  policeman  to  every  314  pei-sons, 
and  the    police    complain    that   they  are 
overworked  and    cannot    fully    perform 
their  duties.     I  think  there  is  something 
in  that  complaint,  because    of  the  extra- 
ordinary duties   that   are   imposed  upon 
them.     1  went  to  the   December  fair  at 
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WatorfoHl,  where  I  spoke  to  a  constituent 
of  mine  named  Horan.  AVhile  doing  so 
a  policeman  stood  as  close  to  us  as  the 
hon.  Member  immediately  below  me  is 
to  me.  When  spoken  to  he  said — **I 
have  been  told  off  to  look  after 
this  gentleman  wherever  he  goes."  Well, 
we  went  into  two  or  three  shops,  into  all 
of  which  the  police  followed  us  and  re- 
;niained  there  until  we  went  out.  I  had 
•occasion  also  to  go  to  the  National  Bank, 
4ind  a  policeman  followed  mo  even  there, 
und  remained  until  I  left.  I  could  not 
do  any  business  in  the  man's  presence, 
and  reported  the  nmtter  to  the  manager 
of  the  Bank,  telling  liim  it  was  a  shame 
that  we  could  not  do  our  business  without 
being  dogged  in  that  way.  I  believe  the 
manager  communicated  what  liad  taken 
place  to  the  authorities.  Tliat  is  a 
wimple  illustration  of  how,  instead  of 
looking  after  crime,  the  police  are  em- 
ployed in  looking  after  the  political 
opponents  of  the  Government.  It  may  be 
remembered  that  in  the  case  of  ''  O'Brien 
ij.  Salisbury,"  tried  at  Tjancaster,  Captain 
Slacke,  who  is  one  of  the  satraps  of  the 
>k)uth  of  Ireland,  was  asked  what  wa,s 
the  condition  of  Waterford  during  the 
10  years  commencing  with  1868.  His 
reply  was  that  it  was  remarkably  quiet 
nnd  peaceful,  while  in  the  succeeding 
10  years  it  was  turbulent.  He  also 
«tated  that  the  condition  of  Tipperar}* 
during  the  10  years  preceding  the 
Land  League  was  remarkably  peaceful, 
but  that  after  that  it  became  very 
turbulent.  He  was  then  questioned  as 
to  the  crime  during  those  two  periods,  and 
was  obliged  to  acknowledge  that  during 
the  10  years  previous  to  the  establish- 
ment of  the  Land  League  no  less  than  28 
murders  and  attempted  murders  took 
place  in  Tipperary;  but  that  in  the  10  years 
subsequent  to  the  establishment  of  the 
League  there  was  not  a  single  murder. 
When  he  was  pressed  upon  the  subject 
tind  asked — "  Do  you  not  consider  that 
?that  was  a  remarkable  index  of  the  state 
of  the  county  ?"  his  reply  was — "  In  the 
early  days  there  was  no  combination, 
while  in  the  later  period  there  was  com- 
bination " — a  statement  evidencing  that 
in  his  mind  the  great  sin  of  the  Irish 
people  was  not  agrarian  crime,  but  the 
fact  that  they  combined.  These,  Sir, 
are  some  of  the  reasons  that  induce  me 
io  give  my  support  to  the  Amendment  of 


my  hon.  Friend  the  Membor  for  Cork. 
I  think  the  policy  of  the  (xovernment  is 
exasperating,  and  that  by  the  2>i*esent 
system  they  are  almost  endeavouring  to 
drive  the  Irish  people  into  the  commis- 
sion of  crime.  I  consider  the  policy  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whose  name 
will  never  be  forgotten  in  Ireland,  has 
been  futile  to  an  eminent  degree  ;  that  it 
has  not  subdued  the  spirit  of  our  jxjople, 
but  has  rather  had  the  effect  of  stimu- 
lating and  purifying  it.  He  may  intro- 
duce liis  County  Government  Bill.  We 
will  accept  that  measure  for  what  it  msty 
be  worth,  and  use  it  on  our  different 
platforms  in  making  our  larger  demands. 
[Jlinisterial  ironical  c/ifiern.^  I  would 
say  to  those  who  cheer  tliat  observation 
that  we  do  not  want  to  disguise  our  sen- 
timents. We  have  never  once  admitted 
that  any  measure  of  County  Government 
would  settle  the  Irish  Question,  although 
it  may  settle  the  landlords.  If  we 
accept  the  measure  we  shall  only 
accept  it  as  an  instalment ;  and  it 
will  he  used,  as  I  have  stated,  on  so 
many  platforms  as  a  lever  for  obtain inir 
the  inalienable  right  of  the  Irish  pooph* 
to  make  their  own  laws  in  the  capital  of 
their  own  country. 

Colonel    SAUNDERSON    (Armagh, 

N.) :  I  think  it  must  have  stnick  every  one 

who  has  listened  to  this  deUite  that  its 

(jharacter  represented  very  accurately  the 

present  political  situation.     Irishmen  an? 

quiet  on  the  other  side  of  the  water,  and 

Irishmen  are  quiet  in  the  House  of  Com. 

mons.     This  Motion,  which  is  made  year 

after  year,  is,  in  fact,  a  Vote  of  Want  of 

Confidence  in  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

It  is  a  hardy  annual,  which    takes    12 

months  to  grow,  it  flowers  in  Febi'uaiy  ; 

and  then  disappears,  I  am  happy  to  say 

without  leaving  any  seed  l)ehind.  It  is 
a  matter  of  great  satisfaction  to  those 
who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House  that 
there  is  one  characteristic  of  these  annual 
attacks,  namely,  that  they  become  weaker 
and  weaker  from  year  to  year.  AV(»  all 
remember  the  vigorous  attack  made  two 
years  ago,  which  I  may  descrilie  as  the 
Mitehelstown-Dopping  attack.  Mcmlx?rs 
came  down  to  this  House  full  of  fire,  not 
io  say  of  fury ;  and  I  remember  in  i)ar- 
ticular  my  friend  the  senior  Moml)er  for 
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Northampton  came  down  full  of  the 
deeds  of  valour  executed  at  Mitchelstown. 
Well,  that  agitation  vanished  away.  It 
was  succeeded  in  the  following  year  by 
the  attack  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  J.  Morley),  who  was  assisted 
by  his  leader,  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone), 
the  principal  attack  on  that  occasion 
being  the  Mary  Colliton  attack,  the 
"Mary"  turning  out  to  be  really 
"  Michael."  On  the  present  occasion  we 
have  had  a  renewed  attack.  Tlie  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  had,  as  he  thought,  a 
grand  opportunity,  and  I  expected  to 
hear  from  him  a  great  speech,  such  a 
speech  as  from  his  well-known  ability  he 
is  capable  of  making.  Of  the  character 
of  the  speech  he  has  made  I  leave  the 
House  to  judge.  They  will  be  aided  in 
forming  that  judgment  by  the  silence  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  own  compatriots 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  When 
a  Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence  in  Her 
Majesty's  Government  takes  the  form  of 
a  series  of  attacks  on  the  Irish  Adminis- 
tration in  small  Petty  Sessions  questions, 
which  can  have  no  possible  effect  on  the 
great  question  at  issue,  and  then 
culminates  in  an  onslaught  of  three- 
quarters  of  an  hour  on  prosecutions 
undertaken  by  the  Government  against 
the  Press,  I  ask  myself  whether  the  hon. 
Member  has  not  given  up  and  abandoned 
the  policy  of  which  he  was  supposed  to 
be  the  propounder,  and  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
has  alluded.  Sir,  we  have  heard  no 
mention  in  the  hon.  Member's  speech 
of  any  alternative  policy.  I  need 
hardly  point  out  that  if  this  Amendment 
is  carried  by  a  majority  of  this  House 
it  will  have  the  effect  of  displacing  those 
Gentlemen  who  now  sit  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,  and  will  place  gentlemen  opposite 
in  power.  Therefore,  I  imagine  that  in 
proposing  a  Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence 
we  should  have  had  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  at  least  some  indication 
of  the  policy  which  he  and  his  friends 
would  carry  into  effect,  if  they  were 
placed  in  the  same  position  as  those  now 
sitting  on  the  -Treasury  Bench.  This  is 
a  vote  of  a  very  serious  character.  It 
includes  the  whole  system  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  dealing  with 
Ireland,  and  attacks  it  root  and  branch. 
Colanel  Saundersoit 


If  the  Amendment  is  carried  it  carries 
with  it  an  absolute  condemnation  of  the 
policy  of  the  Government  and  the 
Unionist  policy.  Well,  Sii',  I  have  read 
this  Amendment  with  considerable 
attention,  and  it  appears  to  me  so  utterly 
unlike  anything  I  should  have  expected 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  whose 
ability  and  astuteness  I  greatly  admire 
and  acknowledge,  tliat  I  hardly  belieye 
he  can  have  drawn  it  up  himself.  I 
think  it  must  have  been  done  bv  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre),  who  has 
distinguished  himself  beyond  any  other 
Member  of  the  House,  in  present  as  well 
as  in  former  times,  as  tlie  greatest  manu- 
facturer and  discoverer  of  mare's  nests. 
Tlie  reason  why  I  decline  to  belieye  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  drew  up  thif* 
Amendment  is  that  the  first  count  in  the 
indictment  is  destroyed  by  the  other  two. 
The  first  count  in  the  indictment  is — 

'*That  the  happy  growth  of  peaceful  and 
amicable  relatioos  between  the  peoples  of  Ire- 
land and  of  Great  Britain  has  been  grievously 
impeded  by  the  unjust,  exasperating,  and  futile 
administration  not  only  of  the  exceptional  re- 
pressive legislation  of  the  year  1887  but  of  the 
ordinary  Criminal  Code  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government." 

If  this  be  true  we  might  naturally 
expect  that  Ireland  would  be  in  a  terrible 
state  of  confusion ;  that  crime  and  outragt^ 
would  be  rampant ;  that  conspiracy  in 
Ireland  would  be  rife  ;  and  that  life  and 
pi*operty  would  no  longer  Ix)  safe,  while 
the  Irish  people  generally  would  be  in  h 
state  of  seething  fomentation.  But  the 
hon.  Gentleman  goes  on  to  say  in  the 
xQvy  next  line  that — *- 

"  Notwithstanding  the  long-continued  tran- 
quillity of  the  country,  considerable  sections  of 
the  Irish  people  are  still  harassed  with  inva- 
sions of  their  liberties  and  alienated  from  the 
Law  by  the  conduct  and  character  of  many  of 
its  administrators,  and  large  bodies  of  Irish 
tenants,  whose  sufferings  brought  about  the 
Land  Act  of  1887,  are  debarred  from  the  bene- 
fits of  that  Act,  deprived  of  the  right  of  com- 
bination and  of  public  meeting,  and  subjected 
to  wholesale  eviction  in  the  interest  of  land- 
lord combinations,  despite  their  repeatedly - 
expressed  readiness  to  submit  the  justice  of 
their  claims  to  the  judgment  of  any  Court  of 
Arbitration." 

I  venture  to  say — and  in  doing  so  I  defy 
contradiction — that  there  is  no  man  in  this 
House  who  four  or  five  years  ago  was 
sanguine    enough    to   expect   wc   should 
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I  huar  from  tho  lips  of  thi'  liou.  Member 
'  for  Cork  an  udiniasion  that  under  the 
k  opprestiivc  and  tyrannical  sway  of  tlic 
j  Unionist  Govornmt'nt,  and  C8pecia,lly 
I  under  tho  administratiou  of  the  Chief 
\  Secrotary — Ireland  has  at  length  oblalued 
I  that  long  desired  position  of  tjcttied  peace 
[  and  tranqnillitj-.  Why.  Sir,  it  lias  not 
I  required  30  years  of  tinn  aiid  reBohitu 
L  Government  to  bring  about  this  tiappy 
Lresall;  it  has  only  required  thi-ee.  I 
I  think  I  know  my  countrymen  pretty 
llwell.  I  live  in  Ireland,  and  liojw  1  shall 
I'Oontinue  to  live  there,  and  I  urn  liappv  to 
»y  I  have  alivays  gnl  on  pi-etty  well 
|i with  the  Irish  people.  Unving  tJiis 
I  knoniedge  of  my  couutrymen,  T  have 
L-slwayfl  entertained  the  belief  tlmt  Ihey 
[■are  extremely  easily  govi*nied.  All  they 
I  want  is  a  settled  Government,  with  ficttled 

Einciples,    whieh    they     niean     at     nil 
earda    to  maintain.     Sf    when    I    lind 
('tiiat  Session   after    Session    the    attack 
Government      gets      weaker 
k-and  weaker,  and  when  I  aleu  find  that 
after    Sesaiim    hon.    Members 
[■  Opposite    employ    weaker    and    weaker 
[■engines   of    iia.'«ault     on    the    poliey    of 
I' tho  Covernineut,  T  think  1  nni  right  in 
lying  that  all  we  need  to  do  is  to  sit 
4II  and  give  them  iiipo  enough,  in  whieh 
ise  they  are  sure  to  liang  t;hemsclres  in 
rtho  end.     With  re^rd  to  the  two  princi- 
Ppal  counts   in    the    indictment  brought 
I  forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
m  the  House  will  remember  tliat  lis  devoted 
Vinotit  of  his  time  to  the  reading  of  very 
Blong  extracts  from  triaU  which  had  ti^en 
kplace  at  various  Petty  Scwiona  in  Ire- 
lismd,  whieh  did  not  appear  very  iiiU-wst- 
I  him,  and  which  1  do  not  think 
d  at  all  interesting  to  the   llousi<, 
'   hon.  Member   in   the  courwe   of  hiB 
Buh  aecosed  tho  Government  of  inter- 
j  with  the   right  whieh  he  elaiuis 
r  the   Irish  tenunt — tho  iTght  of  eoni- 
lation.     He  said  the  Oi>vernmcnt  dai-ed 
interfere    with     the    dockmen     in 
don    as    they  constantly    intcrfei'ed 
h  the  tenaJitrj-  in  Ireland.    Of  conrse 
You  have  no  piwer  of  Ixiyeotting 
I  England  or  in  Scotland  as  yoii  have 
a  Ireland.     You  must  liave  l)elund  you 
nilar  eumbinatinn,  and  you  ninst  ako 
s  behind  y<iii  a  sanction  of  nonie  kind 
)  boycotting.     Yow  have  nut  got  that 
muotion  in  this  eountry,  and  i(  is  absurd 
J  snppcmi.-  thill.  Her  Majesty'a  (lovern- 


ment,  or  any  sane  man.  would  at- 
tt:iupt  to  interfere  with  any  labour  com- 
bination in  this  eountiy  simply  because 
tliese  combinations  wore  carried  on  on 
absolutely  legal  grounds.  For  my  part,  1 
do  not  think  that  anything  has  ever 
redonndod  more  to  the  honour  of  tlte 
British  working  man  than  the  eonduet 
of  tho  dockmen  during  Uio  recent  strike. 
Wo  did  not  hear  of  intimidation. 
we  did  not  hear  of  outrage,  or  of  iiny 
houghing  of  cattle,  or  liurning  of  houses. 
We  did  not  hear  either  of  murder  not 
being  denounced,  and  therefore  Hor 
Majesty's  Government  very  naturally  did' 
not  interfere,  and  cannot  interfere,  in  11 
free  country  with  these  combinations. 
These  combinations  are  the  very  fiaandu- 
tion  of  the  liberties  of  the  working  olasses 
in  England,  but  that  certainly  docs  not  ap- 
ply tolroland.  The  Government  interfere  in 
Ireland  with  combinations  and  boycotting, 
whicli  is  essential  to  combination,  and  it 
interferes  with  them  beeauso  btycotting 
and  combination  in  Ireland  are  not  asjxiii- 
tancous  growth  which  emanates  from  the 
Irish  people,  but  Ihey  an'  fomenmd  and 
ereated  by  a  politieal  partj',  not  for  the 
wolfftre  of  t.ho  tenautw,  but  fm-  thu 
furtheranee  of  tlieir  own  jwlitical  ends. 
Tlie  lion.  Member  for  Cork  failed 
altogether  in  the  |iarallel  he  attempted  i 
to  draw,  and  the  same  failui-e  la  made 
by  other  hon.  Members  in  tho  speocheK 
wherein  they  attempt  to  institute  a 
parallel  between  lawful  combination  sua  it 
esiste  iu  England  and  unlawful  combinii- 
tiou  as  it  exista  with  the  sanction  of  boy- 
cotting and  crime  in  Ireland,  lamgreatlj- 
plcascil  with  the  instances  which  hon. 
Mcmbere  opposite  have  adduced  of  the 
tyranny  and  oppression  which  prevail 
iu  Ireland.  Hon.  Gentlemen  t>olow  the 
Gangway  opposite  arc  thoroughly  u*-- 
qnainted  with  Irish  afiairs  and  with 
Irishmen  themselves.  Having,  then'- 
foi-e,  the  best  nieaiiM  uf  information, 
tbeir  lynx-eyed  are  tixcd  upon  thi' 
Chief  ISei'retary,  in  order  to  see  wiicthei- 
tbey  can  detect  any  flaw,  if  any  thuv 
exists,  or  discover  any  injustice,  if  any 
injustice  exists.  They  have  been  eii- 
RBgcd  for  the  last  yeur  in  reading  up 
everything  in  which  they  might  dis 
cover,  and  bo  enabled  to  prove,  if  \nn-- 
sible,  that  Lord  Salisburj-'s  Government 
iu  Ireland  is  an  unjust  Go^emmenl. 
The  right  lion.  Gentleman  the  Member 
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for  Mid  tothiaii,  who  has  all  sorts  of 
information  at  his  disposal,  made  a 
speech  the  other  day  at  Chester,  in 
which,  as  his  chief  specimen  of  the  in- 
justice which  exists  in  Ireland,  he 
spoke  of  the  case  of  the  two  strolling 
ballad  singers  who  were  taken  up  be- 
cause the  ballads  they  sung  were  to  the 
effect  that  when  landlord  oppression 
was  got  rid  of  there  would  be  peace  in 
Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
went  on  to  make  some  remarks  about 
ihe  solitary  |X)sition  of  Lord  Hartington, 
into  wliich  I  will  not  at  present  go. 
But  I  must  say  that  the  case  he  alluded 
to  was  not  one  that  was  tried  under  the 
♦Crimes  Act ;  it  was  one  of  a  kind  that 
often  happens  in  England,  and  was  tried 
under  the  Vagrancy  Act,  not  by  what 
lias  been  termed  an  irrremovable  magis- 
trate, but  in  ordinary  Petty  Sessions. 
This,  then,  was  the  great  case  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made 
liis  chief  accusation  against  Her 
Majesty^s  Government.  It  so  happened 
that  at  Crossnaglen  in  Armagh  tramps 
had  lx5en  committing  depredations 
and  certain  petty  thefts,  and  the 
magistrates  were  forced  to  take  steps 
against  them,  and  these  two  tramps, 
vagrants  who  went  about  singing  ballads 
in  the  streets,  and  who  had  been  warned 
•over  and  over  again  to  desist  from  pur- 
.suing  the  coursa  of  life  they  were  living 
in  that  countrv,  were  summoned  before 
this  tyrannical  Court  and  sentenced  to 
fine  and  imprisonment,  that  is  to  say,  they 
did  not  pay  the  line  and  were  sent  to 
gaol.  But  this  is  what  happens  con- 
stantly in  England  and  Wales.  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  is  so  in  Scotland,  and 
yet  such  is  the  great  case  which  after  a 
year's  labour  on  the  part  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Colleagues  he  was 
able  to  rake  up  in  order  to  influence  the 
Partick  Election,  which  has  resulted  in  so 
complete  a  triumph  for  our  side.  That 
was  the  specimen  he  gave  of  what  he 
described  as  unjust  and  tyrannical  con- 
duct on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Tlie  fact  is  that  the 
Oovernment  and  the  Crimes  Act  which 
was  passed  by  this  House  have  no  more 
to  answer  for  in  relation  to  that  trans- 
action than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self. I  think  it  is  greatly  to  the  credit 
of  the  Government  that,  after  a  year's 
effort  on  the  part  of  Gentlemen  whose 
Colonel  Saiinderffon 


ingenuity  no  one  can  deny,  the  two  great 
cases  brought  against  us  as  instances  of 
injustice  are  the  vagrant  case  cited  at 
Chester  and  the  case  which  was  cited 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  which 
turns  out  to  have  been  a  case  heard 
under  the  same  Vagrancy  Act  in  Ireland. 
There  is  another  statement  in  this 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork.  He  teUs  us  that  a  section  of  the 
Irish  people  are  interfered  with  and 
harassed  by  the  law,  but  he  admits  .that 
the  people — I  suppose  he  means  the 
whole  people — are  in  a  state  of  absolute 
tranquillity.  I  do  not  think  that  anyone 
who  knows  Ireland  will  say  that  any  law- 
abiding  man  is  interfered  with  by  the 
Crimes  Act.  Any  law-abiding  man  can 
go  about  his  business  and  transact  his 
affairs  and  express  his  opinions  with  the 
same  freedom  that  he  can  in  England, 
Scotland,  or  Wales.  There  is  only  one 
liberty  that  is  taken  away  froir^  the  Irish 
people,  and  that  is,  the  liberty  of  making 
free  with  the  property  and  lives  of 
other  people.  Tlie  law  is  a  terror  to  evil- 
doers. These  are  the  only  people  who 
are  exasperated,  but  it  is  now  generally 
recognised  that  the  greatest  good  of 
the  greatest  number  ought  to  be  the 
great  object  in  view,  and  it  therefoif 
should  be  a  source  of  gratification 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  that  they  arc* 
securing  the  tranquillity  of  the  bulk  of 
the  Irish  people  by  those  periods  of 
enforced  retirement  which  many  of  them 
so  cheerfully  and  wilfully  indulge  in  at 
intervals.  Now,  I  must  say  there  was 
one  omission  from  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  which  struck  me  with 
astonishment.  The  hon.  Member  has 
been  telling  us  to-night  of  the  condition 
of  Ireland.  Now,  practically,  at  the 
present  moment  in  Ireland  there  are 
only  two  or  three  places  in  which 
a  very  vigorous  battle  is  going  on. 
Tippeiary  is  the  centre  of  action  and  is 
an  exception  to  the  rest  of  the  country, 
and  it  is  somewhat  strange  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  did  not  sfiy 
anything  with  regard  to  the  state  of 
things  at  Tipperary  at  the  present  time. 
Perhaps  the  hon.  Member  does  not 
approve  of  what  is  going  on  there.  The 
fight  now  proceeding  at  Tipperarj'  is  a 
very  severe  and  very  remarkable  one. 
How  did  it  arise  ?  I  see  no  allusion  to  its 
origin  in  speeches  made  on  this  side  of 
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the  water  recently.  If  anyone  told  the 
electors  at  Partick  about  it  they  at  any 
rate  did  not  succeed.  How  did  that 
battle  originate — how  is  it  carried  on? 
I  do  not  intend  to  go  into  any  details,  and 
I  do  not  wish  to  trouble  the  House  with 
the  full  particulars,  as  they  will  be  dealt 
witli  by  others  who  have  far  more  title 
than  I  have  to  deal  with  them.  Briefly, 
however,  the  battle  occurred  thus  :  The 
Ponsonby  estate  was  the  first  field  of 
action.  Here  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
was  started.  It  is  a  property  on  which 
the  tenants  are  most  solvent  and  well-to- 
do.  They  have  a  merciful  landlord,  and 
it  cannot  bo  said  that  he  refused  his 
tenants  fair  terms.  [An  Irish  Member  : 
"  Oh,  oh  ! "]  Hon.  Members  may  hold 
a  contraiy  view,  but  I  defy  their  ability 
to  pro  e  their  contention.  Mr.  Ponsonby 
is  a  resident  landlord.  ["  No,  no  ! "]  [An 
Irish  Member  :  He  lives  in  Hampshire]. 
At  any  rate,  he  is  a  gentleman  who  lives 
a  considerable  part  of  the  year  in  Ireland, 
and  a  large  sum  of  money  has  Ixien  spent 
by  him  iii  improving  his  estate — I 
believe  some  JSl  0,000.  [An  Irish 
Member  :  Borrowed  from  the  Board 
of  Works.]  A  very  fair  offer  was  made  by 
this  landlord  to  his  tenants — so  fair  that 
one  of  the  Judges  said  it  was  the  fairest 
offer  he  had  ever  heard  a  landlord  make 
to  his  tenants.  Well,  the  Ponsonby 
tenants  did  not  accept  the  offer,  and  why 
did  they  not  accept  it  ?  Why,  because 
they  dared  not.  We  have  an  organisa- 
tion in  Ireland  which  has  laid  down  cer- 
tain laws  which,  like  the  laws  of  the  Medes 
and  Persians,  must  not  be  disobeyed. 
This  is  the  sort  of  statement  we  have 
made  about  the  condition  of  the  estate. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  declared  in 
this  House  — "  I  can  point  to  men  who 
can  pay,  and  will  not  pay,  because  I  tell 
them  not  to  pay."  Tliere  are  men  in 
Ireland  who  avow  that  they  can  pay,  but 
refuse  to  do  so  because  there  is  a  Plan  of 
Campaign.  It  is,  therefore,  easy  to 
understand  the  effect  produced  by  the 
great  eloquence  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North-East  Cork  (Mr.  William 
O'Brien)  opposite,  when  he  goes  to  an 
estate  like  that  of  Mr.  Ponsonby  to 
remind  the  tenants  of  the  duty  they  owe 
to  their  country — that  his  advice  is  en- 
forced by  Tipperary  "  heroes,"  who  are 
manu&ctured  not  only  by  eloquence 
but      by    paving      stones    and    blaok- 
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thorn  sticks — it  is  easy,  I  say,  to 
understand  that  tenants  like  these 
of  Mr.  Ponsonby  do  not  dare  to  accept 
the  generous  offer  their  landlord  lias 
made  them.  Therefore,  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Huntingdon  (Mr. 
Smith-Barry),  who  well  deserves  all 
honour  from  every  loyal  man,  determined, 
as  far  as  in  liim  lay,  that  Mr.  Ponsonby 
should  not  be  overridden  and  trampled  on 
by  the  Member  for  North-East  Cork. 
What  has  been  the  result  of  the  policy  of 
revenge  which  has  been  adopted  by  the 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  ?  He  can- 
not allege  that  he  went  to  Tipperary 
because  the  hon.  Member  for  Huntingdon 
is  a  tyrannical  and  rack-renting  landlord, 
for  that  would  be  flying  against  the 
deputiation  of  priests  and  people  who 
admitted  last  year  that  my  hon.  Friend 
has  always  been  a  generous  and  con- 
siderate landlord.  The  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork  went  there  in  order  to 
beat  down  my  hon.  Friend — and  he 
never  attempted  a  more  hopeless  task — 
and  in  order  to  gratify  a  policy  of  revenge, 
which  I  do  not  thiuk  this  House  will 
ever  sanction.  The  hon.  Member  w^ent 
to  Tipperary  and  hounded  on  the  people, 
who  had  no  complaint  to  make  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  to  refizse  him  his  just  rents. 
The  result  is  a  depopulated  town.  Men 
who  have  been  in  affluence  and  have 
enjoyed  all  the  comforts  of  life  liavc  been 
turned  out  of  their  houses  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  in  order  to 
gratify  his  own  revenge,  so  that  he  may 
go  down  to  Tipperary  and  elsewhere  and 
say  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  "  See,  I  have 
brought  down  Mr.  Smith-Barry  to  his 
knees."  The  hon.  Member  has  not  done 
tliatyet.  He  never  undertook  to  beat  down 
a  tougher  customer  than  my  hon.  Friend. 
I  do  not  tliink  there  is  any  danger  of  my 
hon.  Friend  losing,  as  he  does  not  stand 
alone  in  the  fight.  He  is  backed,  and 
will  be  assisted,  by  every  man  who  values 
real  freedom  in  Ireland.  There  is  a  * 
delightful  simplicity  about  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  I  will  explain  in  a  few 
words  what  it  is.  It  is  beautiful  and 
satisfactory  to  some  persons.  Let  us 
imajHne  a  tenant  who  owes  his  landlord 
£100  for  a  year's  rent.  Well,  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  goes  down 
to  the  district  and  tells  the  tenant  that 
he  must  join  the  Plan  and  ask  for  a  re- 
duction of  40  per  cent.     The  landlord 
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often  offers  25,  or  even  30  per  cent 
reduction,  but  that  offer  is  not  accepted. 
Consequently,  the  tenant  keeps  £40  him- 
self, which  he  owes  to  his  landlord,  and 
the  £60,  which  he  also  owes  to  his  land 
lord,  is  turned  over  into  the  "  war  <5hest " 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  "  War  chest " 
is  not  my  own  expression.  It  is  the 
technical  phrase  which  describes  the 
receptacle  to  which  so  much  goes  in  and 
from  which  so  little  comes  out.  [An  hon. 
Member:  Tell  that  to  the  marines.] 
I  am  not  speaking:  to  the  marines,  but 
to  the  British  House  of  Commons.  The 
£60  which  goes  into  the  "  war  chest  "  is 
devoted  to  the  payment  of  law  expenses, 
and  to  fighting  the  battle  of  the  tenant 
asfainst  the  landlord.  Perhaps  it  goes  to 
pay  law  expenses,  and  I  am  not  surprised 
that  when  the  Plan  was  adopted  so  many 
hon.  Members  opposite  adopted  the  Legal 
Profession.  That  is  one  of  the  professions 
which  really  pay  in  Ireland.  Well,  that 
is  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  Anybody  can 
carry  it  in  his  head.  You  can  easily 
understand  that  the  landlord  does  not 
approve  of  it,  and  you  can  also  under- 
stand that  the  tenant  for  the  moment 
thinks  it  not  so  ba^.  Well,  Sir,  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  told 
us  something  about  the  wrongs  and  woes 
of  Ireland.  As  far  as  I  can  make  out 
now,  they  arc  centred  in  the  prosecu- 
tions which  the  Press  suffer.  That  has 
not  always  been  the  opinion  of  the  hon. 
Member.  It  is  an  interesting  thing  to 
hear  the  opinions  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork.  I  acknowledge  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's position.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  has 
reminded  us  with  a  look  of  profound 
veneration  that  the  hon.  Member  is  the 
uncrowned  King  of  Ireland.  I  have  no 
objection  to  the  hon.  Member  retaining 
that  title,  but  we  do  not  mean  him  ever 
to  be  the  crowned  King  of  Ireland.  A 
short  time  ago  the  hon.  Member  delivered 
speeches  at  Liverpool  and  Nottingham, 
and  gave  some  details  with  regard  to  the 
condition  of  the  Irish  people.  The  hon. 
Member  made  a  most  remarkable  dis- 
covery. He  said  that  the  Irish  tenants 
were  much  dependent  upon  the  landlords, 
who  confiscated  their  improvements,  leav- 
ing them  nothing  but  potatoes  to  live  on. 
The  hon.  Member  added  that  very  often 
the  tenants  had  only  potato  sldns  to  live 
on.  I  suppose  the  landlords  eat  the 
Colonel  Scmnderaon 


potatoes  and  hand  the  skins  to  the  tenants* 
Then  the  hon.  Member  went  on  to 
describe  what  really  is  the  national 
aspiration,  saying — 

**  The  best  way  in  which  we  can  promote  the 
nationality  of  Ireland  is  by  constructing  har- 
bours, cleansing  our  rivers,  and  making  canals 
and  arterial  drams,  not  at  your  expense,  as  Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour  proposes,  but  at  our  own.*' 

Well,  alllcansayis  that  I  never  in  my  life 
met  an  Irishman  who  would  do  work  at 
his  own  expense  when  he  could  find  some 
one  else  to  take  the  pecuniary  burden  off 
his  shoulders.  ^  But  the  hon.  Member 
was  not  content  with  that  remarkable 
description  of  Irish  nationality  ;  he  was 
not  content  with  describing  this  intense 
longing  and  desire  on  the  part  of  potato- 
skin  filled  natives  to  dig  canals,  to  turn 
the  bottoms  out  of  rivers,  and  to  sweep  the 
sand  out  of  harbours.  He  went  on  to  say 
how  the  degradation  of  the  Irish  people 
had  been  accomplished.  He  said  that, 
when  the  happy  days  arrived, 

**  Ireland,  instead  of  being  a  drag  on  your 
resources,  a  Lazarus  by  the  wayside,  an  ex- 
hibition provoking  the  wonder  and  the  scorn 
of  the  nations  of  the  world,  the  pauper  sister 
of  England,  could  at  last  clothe  herself  in 
decent  garments  and  look  to  her  future  with 
some  self-confidence.  These  things  must  be 
done  at  our  expense  and  with  our  exertions." 


It  appears,  therefore,  that  it  is  not  the 
Chief  Secretaiy  for  Ireland  and  his  tyran- 
nical Government  who  have  sapped  and 
destroyed  the  energies  of  Ireland,  but 
that  it  is  the  flood  of  British  capital  that 
has  checked  and  swallowed  up  and 
destroyed  that  self-confidence,  which  in 
different  circumstances  any  beggar  would 
feel.  I  do  not  deny  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  ought  to  be  a  good  judge  of 
beggars,  for  I  consider  that  persons  are 
beggars  who  go  round  the  world  hat  in 
hand.  Those,  indeed,  are  the  beggars 
who  make  Ireland  the  scorn  of  the 
nations  of  the  world.  The  only  indica- 
tion of  a  policy  which  has  come  from  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  is  that  con- 
tained in  the  Liverpool  and  Nottingham 
speeches  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
when  he  proclaimed  this  extraordinary 
desire  of  the  Irish  people  to  execute 
engineering  and  other  works,  not  at  the 
expense  of  England,  but  at  their  own 
expense.  I  do  not  think  that  the  House 
of  Commons  will  be  persuaded  to  discard 
the  present  Gbvemment  in  order  to  adopt 
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so  nebulous  a  policy.     Before   accepting 
the  Amendment  I  suppose  lion.  Members 
will  ask  themselves  whether  the  Govern- 
ment have  carried  out  what  they  under- 
took to  do.     What  did  they  undertake 
to  do?      They  undertook   to   substitute 
the  law  of  the  land  for  the  law  of  the 
League,  and  the  returns  of  crime    prove 
conclusively  that    they  have   succeeded 
in  doing  so.     If  crime  and  outrage  con- 
tinue to  diminish  in  the  same  ratio  for 
a  year  or  two  more  hon.  Members  op- 
posite will  find  themselves  compelled  to 
present  a  pair  of  white  gloves   to   the 
head  '  of    Her    Majesty's    Government. 
The   Government    never    undertook    to 
satisfy  that  section  of  the  Irish  people 
alluded  to  in  the  Amendment,  and  I  hope 
they  never  will.     What  they  undertook 
to  do  was  to  make  the  law  respected  and 
obeyed  in  Ireland,  and  they  have  done  it. 
Nobody  denies  that  Ireland  is  now  ab- 
solutely  tranquil.     The    most   sanguine 
Unionist  a   few   short   years   ago  could 
not    have    hoped   to   be   able    to    point 
in     1890   to   a   tranquil,    peaceful,   and 
prosperous  Ireland.     We  can  do  so,  and 
I  say,  Sir,  the  fact  is  a  happy  one   for 
Ireland,  and  a  triumphant  cro\^^l  to  the 
policy    of    Her    Majesty's    Government. 
We    can    point    to    an    Ireland    quiet, 
thriving,  increasing  in  wealth  and  pros- 
perity.     The  only  discontent  to  be  dis- 
covered is  among  that  section    alluded 
to  in  the  Amendment,  the  section  which 
cannot  endure  that  cold  tranquillity  which 
is  the  destruction  of  agitators.  As  an  Irish- 
man, I  hope  and  expect   that   under   a 
determined  and  just  and  generous  policy 
Ireland  will  come  to  her  senses,  know 
her  true  friends,  and  rally  round  the  men 
who  have  her  prosperity  and  not  their 
own  at  heart.     We  see  in  the  immediate 
future,  not  the  vision  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  the  letters  of 
fire   telling   of   coming   doom,    but    the 
lisrht   that   comes    from    the    dawn    of 
happier  and  bnghter  days. 

Mr.  SHEEHY  (Galway,  S.)  :  I  do  not 
attempt  to  follow  the  hon.  Member  for 
Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson)  into  his 
laboured  jokes.  I  am  here  for  serious 
work  and  not  for  jokes.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber gave  a  fanciful  description  to  the 
House  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  I  will 
give  a  description  from  my  point  of  view 


of  the  Plan  of  Campaign.     It  is  a  com- 
bination which  has  been  tried  in  Ireland 
for  three  years,  and  which  has  been  un- 
conquered  and  is  unconquerable  to  the 
present   day.     Every  day   we   have  the 
newspapers  reporting,  "  Another  victory 
for  the   Plan  of  Campaign."     The  hon. 
Member  presumed  to  speak  for  the  men 
of  Tipperary.     I  wonder  who  gave  him 
authority    to    speak     for    the    men    df 
Tipperary.     The  hon.  Member  for  Hunt- 
ingdon (Mr.  Smith-Barry),  and  he  alonfe 
has  given  him  that  authority.     Will  tm 
hon.    Member  (Colonel   Saunderson)  go 
down  to  Tipperary  and  canvass  the  people 
there  as  to  whether  he  has  a  right  to 
speak     for    them?      If     the     men     of 
Tipperary      give      him      authority,      I 
shall     have      no     more     to     say.      As 
to    the    hon.    Member    for  Huntingdon 
and  his  bravery  in  this  battle,  the  people 
of  Tipperary  are   as  brave   as  the  hon. 
Member ;  and  they  will  fight  the  fight 
out  with  him.     This  is  not  merely  a  fight 
between  the  people  of  Tipperary  and  the 
Member  for  Huntingdon  ;   it  is  a  fight 
also  between  Ireland  and  the  Govern- 
ment.     When  this    Government    dies 
and  I  see  evidence  of  death   already,  the 
fight   will   then  be  over.      It  lias  been 

stated  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Hun 
tingdon  is  a  good  and  just  landlord,  and 
that  in  recent  times  his  relations  with  his 
tenants  have  been  of  the  most  amicable 
character.  Why,  Sir,  he  had  not  the 
courage  to  fight  the  people  of  Tipperarj-  ! 
While  the  hon.  Member  for  Huntingdon 
was  giving  reductions  to  his  own  tenants, 
he  was  begging  every  other  lahdlord  in 
Tipperary  to  refuse  reductions.  This  is 
why  the  people  of  Tipperary,  their 
patience  becoming  exliausted  by  the  way 
in  which  their  money  was  being  used 
against  other  people  in  the  South  of  Ire- 
land, determined  that  it  should  no  longer 
be  put  to  such  vile  uses.  So  they  entered 
this  issue  with  the  hon.  Member,  and  I 
think,  when  he  comes  out  of  it, 
he  will  be  a  wiser,  and  also  a  * 
sadder  man.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  challenged  the 
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hon.    Member    for    Cork    to    give    any 
instances  of  prosecutions  of  newsvendors 
and  children  in  Ireland.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seems  to  have  forgotten  the 
prosecution    of     Mr.   Roche   in    Tralee, 
of  Mr,  Broslin  in  Clare,  and  of  another 
man   in   Bnnis   for   selling   the    United 
Ireland.     He  seems  also  to  have  forgotten 
a   great  number  of   cases   about   which 
questions   were   put   to   the    right   hon. 
Gentleman  the  Irish  Secretary  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  in  this  House  by  Mr.  Flynn  in 
1888.      The   cases   about   which    these 
questions    were    asked    were    those    of 
x)enis  Desmond,  a  young  lad,  for  refusing 
to  sell  a  copy  of  United  Ireland  to   a 
policeman  ;  that    of    another    boy    for 
refusing  to  sell  a  9opy  of  United  Ireland 
to  a  police  sergeant ;  that  of  John  Reilly, 
a  young  lad,  for  the  same  thing  ;  that  of 
Cornelius  Buckley  for  the  same  thing ; 
those  of   Patrick   Bradley   and   Patrick 
Hamilton,  young  lads,  for  the  same  thing  ; 
and  that  of  Michael  Murphy,  an  old  man 
of  70,  for  the  same  thing.     An  inquiry 
was  asked  for  into  these   cases,  and  of 
course  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
order  one,  but  it  is  rather  amazing  for 
him,  in  view  of  these  facts,  to  challenge  any 
Member  to  produce  cases  of  the  kind.  But, 
curiously  enough,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man referred  to  the  case  of  Mr.  McHugh, 
of  Sligo,  and  all  he  had  to  say  about  that 
case  was  not  that  it  was   not   a  Press 
prosecution,  but  that  the  County  Court 
Judge,      Mr.      Morris,      contirmed     the 
sentence.     He  said  also  that  the  prosecu- 
tion was  in  accordance    with  the     law. 
Our    complaint   is  that  it  is   the     law. 
Great  stress  has  been   laid  on  the    fact 
that  the  accusation  against  Mr.  Feeley 
was  that  of  intimidation.     The  accusa- 
tion    is     one     thing,     however,      and 
the     evidence     is     another.     The    only 
evidence      was     that      he      was     seen 
speaking  to  an  intending  buyer.      Our 
complaint  is  that  in  this  country,  and  in 
any  other  country,  except  Ireland,  it   is 
perfectly  lawful  for  a  man  to  remonstrate 
with  another  about  any  act   that  he  is 
about  to  perform.     We  have  no  evidence 
that  Mr.  Feeley  did  offer  a  remonstrance, 
but  if  he  did,  we  say  such  a  remonstrance 
was   perfectly    legitimate  on    his    part, 
although    we    know    it    is   not   lawful 
according       to       the       Coercion      Act. 
We  had  evidence  three  weeks  ago  of  a 
young  man  going  into  a  shop  in  Tippe- 
Mr,  Sheeh/y, 


rary  and  remonstrating  with  his  own 
relative  for  supplying  the  police,  and, 
though  the  shopkeeper  declared  on  oath 
that  he  was  not  intimidated,  the  young 
man  was  sent  to  gaol  for  six  months  and 
ordered  to  find  bail  for  good  behaviour 
for  six  months  more.  The  application  of 
the  Coercion  Act  in  Ireland  has  not  led, 
and  is  not  likely  to  lead,  to  peace  and 
contentment,  but  is  likely  to  provoke 
wild  passions  among  the  people.  An 
extraordinary  scene  occurred  recently 
in  the  town  of  Tippei-ary.  A  most 
respectable  young  man  who  was  higlily 
est-eemed  and  beloved  in  the  town  and 
district  died  rather  suddenly.  At  his 
funeral  the  greatest  respect  for  him  was 
manifested,  and  what  was  the  attitude 
taken  by  the  Gt)ve rumen  t  and  its 
officials  ?  At  the  solemn  moment  when 
the  coffin  was  being  conveyed  to  the 
church  the  authorities  issued  a  procla- 
mation, posted  it  on  a  wall  opposite  the 
church,  and  placed  four  policemen  round 
it  as  a  guard.  A  large  body  of  police 
armed  with  rifles  was  drawn  up  opposite 
the  church.  Groups  of  constables  were 
also  stationed  at  various  points  in  the  town 
and  the  streets  swarmed  with  detectives. 
In  the  day  of  sorrow  and  mourning  all 
this  was  very  hard  to  bear,  and  it  became 
worse  later  on,  because  the  sacred  place 
where  the  dead  man  was  laid  to  rest  was 
not  safe  from  the  contumely  and  un- 
sympathetic conduct  01  the  police.  Four 
waggon  loads  of  policemen  actually  drove 
through  the  procession  to  reach  the 
burial  ground,  and,  as  the  remains  were 
being  lowered  into  their  last  resting 
place,  the  police  endeavoured  to  get 
nearer  the  gmve.  ^  This  is  but  a  sample  of 
the  methods  that  are  used  by  the  Govern- 
menton  every  possible  occasion  in  Ireland. 
They  want  to  provoke  riot  because  they 
want  to  have  blood.  We  have  shown 
we  have  no  fear  for  ourselves,  but  when 
we  attempt  to  address  a  public  audience 
in  Ireland  we  shudder  at  the  res- 
ponsibility of  asking  our  people  to  meet 
us,  because  by  so  doing  we  expose  them 
to  the  batons,  the  bayonets,  and  the 
buckshot  of  the  poHce.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  said  there  was  one  class  of  people 
in  Ireland  who  had  no  fear  of  the 
Coercion  Act.  Yes,  there  is  one  class-=- 
the  landlord  class,  as  represented  by  the 
hon.     Member    for    Huntingdon    (Mr, 
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Smith-Barry).     His  agents  are   allowed  easily  see  at  what  he  is  driving.     One  of 

to    walk    at    large    in    the    streets    of  the     favourite    methods     of  •  procedure 

TipperarJ^       and      to       flourish     their  ^^^^  .       ^j^^   ^^^     ^^^^^  ^^^  j^j^ 

revolvers.      They   are    brutal,    cowardly  ^  .      ^     .      ,,  .      ..     ,  .         ^i 

ruffians  gathered  from  the  slums  of  the  ^"^«^«   ^«    *^*    ^^    attackmg    I^oreign 

cities,  and  if  a  citizen    terrified  out  of  his  Merchandise  imported  into  this  country, 

life  dares  to  go  to  a  Court  for  protection,  Last  year  I   had  not  the  opportunity  of 

the  man  is  defended  and  the  revolver  is  seeing  many  of  the  measures  that  were 

restored  to  him.     Tlie  riffht  hon.  Gentle-  i  ux  v  x       i.t-    tt  u 

^,       ...  rt        ^1      •  1  ^i_      i.1  brouffht  before  the  House,  because,  ownisf 

man  the  Attorney  General  said  the  other         \^        ,    ,    .  ,  i         i  •    t 

day  that  Mr.  John  Slattery,  who  is  now  to  the  method  of  procedure  adopted  m  Ire- 

Ixnng    prosecuted  '  by    the    Government,  land,  I,  like  many  a  Ix^tter  man,  had  to 

was  the  organiser  of  boycotting  in  the  do     my   six    months.       At    all    events, 

South  of  Ireland.     What  right  has  the  j  g^^  ^.^^^t  this  Bill  proj)ose8.     It  pro 

riffht  hon.  Gentleman  to  use  such  Ian-      •i.ii  j       i-ij        t.  u  ^ 

^       .     ,  r        •  1-  i  1  1         1.  £        i.1  vides  that  no  goods  which  do  not  bear  a 

^uage  ?     He  might  have  learnt  from  the  ,     ., ,  ^      ^     .  ,      i.      •   . 

case  of  PeggyDillon  that  it  is  not  quite  safe  '^g^^^e  and  conspicuous   mark  of  origm 

t<)sp-akoffusrespi;ctable  people  as  himself  shall  be  imported.     The  measure  seems 

in  insulting  and  offensive  language.     He  to  be    loosely  and  imperfectly   drafted, 

spoke  of  Peggy  Dillon  in  the  same  way,  rpj^^     ^^^     Member     who    moved     the 

and  we  have  it  on  record  how  the  right  ^^^^^^    ^^.        ^^^    ^^^   ^^^^    ^^^  ^^^ 

hon    Gentleman  ran  away  from  Peggy  ^lihtest  explanation,  and  I  should  like  to 
Dillon.     I  have  only  to  say  m  conclusion       P  rA    u       ii;r      u         i, 

7  V    .     .         ^   .      •'xi    .L  •  •       i.  asksomeof  the  hon.  Members  whose  namts 

that  It  IS  not  fear  tha    is  causing  tran-  ^^  ^,^^  ^^  ^^  ^,^^  gj„_j  ^^^ 

qu.lhty  in  Ireland,  but  liope,  and  notlimg  ^^^^^  ^^^  ,,^,  ,^^  ^^^^^  ^,^^^^  ^^  ^,^^^^_ 

you  can  do  will  destroy  that  hope.     We  ^^   ^^,.^  j^   proposals  to  the  House 

can  endure  your  treatment  and  we  have  ^  ^^J^.^^  it  to  be  I  very  insane  propos 

endured  It  up  to  the  pre,sc.nt  t.me.       We  ^.^^     ^^^^  restriction     should    be 

have  beaten  you  on  e%;ery  platft.rm  ;    we  ^^^^   ^^^  ^^^^  importation   of   goods  of 

have  beaten  you  even  m  your  gaols,  and  '^^^.        ,„^„^fe^  J^e   into  this  country, 

now  we  have  come  to  the  dawn  of  better  ^^  ^^^^^     ^^  ^^^  ^^  ^^^^^  ^  character 

days  we  have  no  fear  for   he  hope  or  the  ^  ^^^  ^^l„,|nd  a  market,  they  ought  to 

patience  of  the  Iri.sh  people.  j^   introduced.     Every   restriction   you 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That  the  place  upon  imports  must  of  necessity  be 

Debate    bj    now    adjourned," — (Mr.    IV.  disadvantageous  to  the  major  portion  of 

O'Brien,) — put,  and  agreed  to.  the  consumers.     I  believe  this  small  Bill 

covers  a  deep  and  insidious  design  to  in- 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next.  troduce  the  thin  edge  of  Protection.  Why 

should  you  have  a   mark   of  origin  on 

FOUKKIN   GOODS   (MARK  OF    ORIGIN)  the  cheap  tobacco  that  comes  from  Ham- 

BILL.— (No    72).  burg,  and  the  butterine   sent  here  fnmi 

Holland    and   elsewhere  ?    The  effect   of 

SECOND     BEADING.  restricting   the    introduction    of   foreign 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read.  goods   would  be   to  increase   the   cost  of 

^,  ,.  ,  -,    .X       ..  -I  similar  goods  to  the  purchaser. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  Bill   be   now  read  a  second        It   lx?ing   midnight   the  debate   stood 

time." — (Mr.  Howard  Vincent.)  adjourned. 

Db.    tanner     (Cork   Co.,    Mid)  :  I        Del)at'e  to  be  resumed  upon   Mondav 

really   must   object   to   this    Bill    being  next. 
•  brought  on  at  this  time  of  night.     The 
measui*e     must     be    received     by     the  PUBLIC  PETITIONS. 

House    >vnth  grave   suspicion.     The  hon.        Ordered,  That  a  Select   Committee    be  ap- 

......  .  ,  ,.  pointed,  to  whom  shall  be  referred  all  Petitioos 

Member  has  been  for  a  very   long  time  ♦   i  4.     4i,     u  •♦u  au  *• 

■^        ^  piesented   to  the  House,  with  the  exception 

identified    with    the    opposition    to   Free  ^f    g^eh    as   relate    to    Private    Bills;    and 

Trade,   and   any  ordinary   observer   can  that  such  Committee  do  classify  and  prepare 
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abBtracts  of  the  same,  in  such  form  and 
manner  as  shall  appear  to  them  bent  suited  to 
convey  to  the  House  nil  requisite  information 
respecting  their  contents,  and  do  report  the 
same  from  time  to  time  to  the  House  :  and  that 
the  reports  of  the  Committee  do  set  forth  the 
nnmber  of  signatures  to  each  Petition 
only  in  respect  to  those  signatures  to  which 
addresses  are  affixed:— And  that  such  Com- 
mittee have  power  to  direct  the  printing  in 
extetiso  of  such  Petitions,  or  of  such  parts  of 
Petitions,  as  shall  appear  to  require  it : — And 
that  such  Committee  have  power  to  report 
their  opinion  and  observations  thereupon  to  the 
Houee.  The  Committee  was  accordingly 
nominated  of,— Sir  Charles  Forster,  Mr. 
William  Lowther,  Mr.  Cavendish  Beniinck, 
Mr  Hugh  Elliot,  Colonel  Dridgemun,  Mr. 
Donald  Crawford,  Mr.  Mulholland,  Viscount 
Lymington,  Mr.  Wiggin,  Mr.  M'Lagan,  Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor,  Sir  Charles  Dalrymple,  Mr. 
Hanbury -Tracy,  Sir  Robert  Fowler,  and  Mr. 
Justin  Huntly  McCarthy. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quorum. — {Sir 
Charles  Forster.) 

PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS. 
Ordered,    That     the     Committee    on 
Public  Accounts  do    consist  of  Twelve 
Members. 

Ordered,  Tliat  Mr.  Donald  Crawford 
be  added  to  the  Committee.  —  (Mr. 
Jarkftan.) 

M  0  T  10  i\  S. 


pauper    lunatic    asylums    (ireland) 
(officers'    superannuation)    bill. 

On  Motion  of  3Ir.  Chance,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  Superannuation  of  Officers 
and  Servants  of  Pauper  Lunatic  Asylums  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Chance,  Mr.  Johnston,  and  Mr.  William 
Corbet. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  140.] 

FARM   servants'    WAGES   (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Haldane,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  payment  of  the  Wages 
of  Farm  Servants  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Haldane,  Mr.  Munro 
Ferguson,  and  Mr.  Marjoribanks. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  141.] 


INFANT  LIFE   PROTECnON   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Secretary  Matthews,  Bill 
to  amend  '*The  Infant  Life  Protection  Act, 
1872."  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Secretary  Matthews  and  Mr.  Stuart- Wortley 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  142.J 

AGRICULTURAL   TENANT s'    IMPROVEMENTS 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Seale-Hayne,  Bill  to  com- 
pensate Agricultural  Tenants  for  [mprovements, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Seale-Hayne, 
Mr.  Cobb,  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis,  Sir  Bernhard 
Samuelsoo,  and  Mr.  Halley  Stewart. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  143.] 

JUSTICES  OF  THE  PEACE  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Seale-Hayne,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  in  regard  to  the  appointment,  qualifi- 
cation, and  removal  of  Justices  of  the  Peace, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Seale-Hayne, 
Mr.  Bernard  Coleridge,  Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  Stuart 
Rendel,  Sir  Bernhard  Samuelsbn,  and  Mr. 
Arthur  Williams. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  144.] 

CORRUPT  PRACTICES  AT   ELECflONS  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour,  Bill  for 
the  prevention  of  Corrupt  Practices  at  Munici- 
pal, County  Council,  and  other  Elections  in 
Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour,  Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman,  and  Mr. 
Donald  Crawford. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  145.] 

RAILWAY,  &c.  BILLS. 

Copy  ordered — 

"  Of  Report  by  the  Board  of  Trade  upon  all 
the  Railway,  Canal,  Tramway,  Gas.  and  Water 
Bills  of  Session  1890."— (5/r   Mie/iael    Hieks 

Btaeh.) 

• 

Copy  preesnted  accordingly ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.       [No.  43.] 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Resolved,  That  this  House  at  its  rising 
do  adjourn  till  Monday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes  after 
Twelve  o'clock  till  Monday  next. 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Monday,  11  th  February ,  1890. 


The    Earl     of    Effingham    took    the 

Oath. 

^1  ■ 

AUSTRALIAN    FEDERATION. 

♦The  Earl  of  BELMORE,  in  rising  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  CJolonies 
whether  there  is  any  Correspondence  in 
his  Department  on  the  subject  of  Aus- 
tralian Federation,  and,  if  so,  whether  it 
can  be  laid  before  the  House  without 
public  inconvenience,  said :  My  Lords, 
before  putting  this  question,  I  would 
like  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  subject  of 
Australian  Federation.  I  have  great 
pleasure  in  expressing  my  gratification 
at  the  [progress  which  has  been  made  so 
far  at  the  Conference,  or  by  whatever 
name  it  may  be  called,  which  has  within 
the  last  week  been  sitting  upon  this 
question.  It  is  very  gratifying  to  me, 
both  in  its  results  and  in  the  lines  upon 
which  ifc  has  proceeded.  Sir  Henry 
Parkes,  the  Prime  Minister  of  New 
South  Wales,  a  gentleman  with  whom 
I  at  one  time  had  the  pleasure 
of  working  when  he  filled  a  very 
important  office,  though  not  the  first 
office  in  the  Government  there,  has  gone 
upon  the  lines  not  only  of  a  Federal 
Parliament,  but  also  of  a  Federal 
Executive,  and  1  have  long  been  strongly 
of  opinion  that  it  is  only  upon  those 
lines  that  what  is  desired  can  be  effec- 
tively carried  out.  1  recollect  as  long 
ago  as  1871,  on  the  occasion  of  opening  a 
railroad,  when  1  had,  of  course,  to  make 
a  speech,  venturing  to  dive  into  futurity 
and  prophesying  that  some  day  or  other 
something  of  this  sort  would  come  about. 
But  this  subject  had  engaged  people's 
minds  at  an  earlier  period  than  that. 
Sir  Henry  Parkes  has  told  us  that  35 
years  ago,  before  what  is  called  Respon- 
sible Government  was  conceded  to  the 
colonies,  he  had  advocated  this  measure, 
and  I  have  lately  learned  that  the  late 
Mr.  Wentworth  also  advocated  for  the 
future  something  of  the  sort.  My  noble 
Friend  near  me  (Lord  Norton)  will  re- 
member Mr.  Wentworth.  He  is  probably 
not  well-known  in  this  country  to  the 
present  generation,  but  he  was  certainly  a 

VOL.  CCCXLI.    [thibd  series.] 


foremost  statesman  in  New  South  Wales, 
and  without  disrespect  to  anybody  else,  I 
may  say  with  truth  he  is,  perhaps,  the 
foremost  statesman  they  ever  had  in 
Australia.  Mr.  Wentworth  was  in  his 
earliest  days  one  of  the  pioneers  of  the 
colony ;  he  was  one  of  the  first  to 
penetrate  the  Blue  Mountains  and  to 
find  the  plains  of  the  interior ;  he  was 
afterwards  engaged  in  public  life  ;  he 
took  a  very  active  part  in  the  abolition 
of  transportation,  and  he  may  be  called 
the  father  of  the  Constitutions  of  the 
Australian  Colonies.  I  believe  the  shape 
in  which  those  Constitutions  now  exist 
is  very  much  the  creation  of  his  own 
mind.  Mr.  Wentworth  neve^*,  I  believe, 
held  ministerial  office  ;  after  accomplish- 
ing the  great  work  of  his  life  he  very 
soon  retired  from  public  life,  and  he 
ended  his  days  in  this  country.  To 
come,  my  Lords,  to  the  more  imme- 
diate question  before  us.  In  the  sub- 
ject which  is  under  consideration,  the 
colonies  will  have  to  deal,  in  the  first 
instance,  with  three  important  questions. 
The  first  question  will  be,  supposing  that 
a  Federal  Parliament  and  Executive  is 
established,  whether  there  shall  be  a 
Federal  capital.  It  might  be  arranged 
that  the  Federal  Parliament  should  meet 
alternately  in  some  of  the  existing 
capitals,  but  I  s€e  it  has  been  suggested 
by  Sir  Henry  Parkes  that  the  town  of 
Albury  on  the  River  Murray  would  make 
a  suitable  metropolis.  I  remember  the 
town  of  Albury.  It  is  situated  in  the 
colony  of  New  South  Wales,  on  the 
banks  of  the  Murray  ;  it  ifl  within  about 
a  mile  of  the  border  of  the  colony  of 
Victoria  ;  it  is  nearer  to  Melbourne  than 
Chester  is  to  London  ;  it  is  on  the  main 
line  of  railway  which,  runs  up  through 
the  continent ;  and  it  is  a  most 
delightful  and  healthful  place  of 
residence.  Not  very  far  from  the 
mountains,  it  is- in  a  rich  country  abound- 
ing in  vineyards  and  with  every  advan- 
tage for  being  constituted  the  town 
where  a  Federal  Parliament  might 
hold  its  sittings.  My  Lords,  the  next 
queston  which  would  have  to  be  con-* 
sidered  would  be  the  question  of  contri- 
butions by  the  different  colonies  for 
defence.  That  is  a  very  important 
question.  I  well  remember  the  time 
when  Her  Majesty's  troops  were  with- 
drawn from  the  Australian  Colonies 
about  19  years  ago.     I  need  not  go  into 
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what  is  now  an  old  story,  but  personally 
I  regretted  that  that  stap  was  taken. 
Probably  it  was  inevitable,  but  I  always 
felt  that  in  case  of  a  war  breaking  out 
very  great  difficulties  would  arise  from 
the  want  of  some  directing  mind 
and  some  General  Officar  to  direct  opera- 
tions. Fortunately,  a  period  of  profound 
peace  has  existed  since  that  time.  But 
we  cannot  always  count  upon  a  profound 
p3ace,  and  if  we  were  to  go  to  war  with 
Russia  or  some  other  gi-eat  Power  we 
might  be  for  a  time  entirely  cut  off 
from  our  Australian  Colonies.  There  is 
nothing  like  taking  time  by  the  forelock, 
and  I  am  extremely  glad  to  find  thab  this 
great  and  important  question  is  now  in  a 
fair  way  of  baing  settled.  My  Lords, 
the  remaining  point  which  will  present 
itself  for  the  consideration  of  those  who 
have  to  deal  with  this  matter  will  be  the 
question  of  a  common  tariff.  It  is  not 
necessary  that  this  question  should  be 
decided  before  a  Federal  Parliament  is 
brought  into  exist 3nce  ;  indeed,  one  of 
the  first  things  that  that  Parliament 
would  have  to  do  would  be  to  revise  the 
tariffs.  It  is  very  desirable  to  have  some 
system  of  Inter-Colonial  Free  Trade, 
so  that  the  vexatious  lines  of  posts  be- 
tween the  colonies  might  be  abolished. 
At  one  time  that  object  was  effected  in  a 
way  by  the  Colony  of  Victoria,  for  in- 
stance, handing  over  a  certain  sum  to  the 
Colony  of  New  South  Wales,  and  at  the 
time  I  left  the  colony  there  was  consider- 
able popular  excitement.  All  the  great 
excitement  and  strong  Party  feeling  which 
unfortunately  existed  at  that  moment  was 
caused  by  tlie  first  arrangement  haying 
come  to  an  end,  whilst  the  efforts  which 
had  been  made  for  its  renewal  had 
failed.  I  have  always  thought  that  the 
difficulties  might  have  been  overcome 
which  led  to  tlie  re-instating  of  the 
line  of  Custom  houses.  My  Lords,  if 
they  abolish  the  collection  of  duties  be- 
tween the  different  colonies  they  must 
necessarily  sooner  or  later  have  a  uniform 
tariff,  because  where  tariffs  vary  so  much 
as  they  do  in  Australia,  of  course  it  must 
be  obvious  that  as  regards  all  foreign 
trade  everything  would  be  landed  at  the 
ports  where  the  duties  were  lowest,  and 
would  find  their  way  overland  to  the 
other  parts  of  the  group  of  colonies. 
This  would  sooner  or  later  necessitate  a 
uniform  tariff.  My  Lords,  I  will  not  at 
this  time  pursue  the  subject  further. 
The  Earl  of  Belmore 


Having  been  for  a  time  connected  with 
these  great  colonies,  although  it  is  nearly 
18  years  ago  since  I  left  them,  and 
although  it  is  quite  possible  I  may  never 
see  them  again,  I  cannot  help  taking  a 
great  interest  in  them,  and  feeling  great 
gratification  that  what  I  have  always 
looked  upon  as  so  desirable  is  likely  now 
to  come  to  pass.  I  beg  now,  with  those 
few  remarks,  to  ask  my  noble  Friend 
whether  any  correspondence  has  passed 
in  his  Department  which  can  be  laid  on 
the  Table  of  your  Lordships'  House  ? 

♦The  secretary  of  STATE  for  thb 
COLONIES  (Lord  Knutsford)  :  My 
Lords,  with  respect  to  the  special  question 
which  the  noble  Earl  has  asked  me,  I 
have  to  say  that  we  have  no  public 
despatches  or  information  which  conld 
be  laid  before  the  House.  With  respect 
to  the  general  observations  of  my  noble 
Friend,  he  has  expressed  a  feeling  which 
is  shared  by  the  great  majority,  if  not  by 
all  people  in  this  country.  Her  Gracious 
Majesty,  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
assured  us  of  the  lively  interest  with 
which  she  awaited  the  result  of  the 
Conference  which  was  being  held  to 
discuss  the  important  question  of  the 
federation  of  the  Australian  Colonies; 
and  how  warmly  and  keenly  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects  in  these  great  colonies 
appreciate  that  interest  is  well  shown  by 
the  loyal  terms  of  the  Address,  which 
was  unanimously  agreed  to  by  the 
Members  of  the  preliminary  Conference. 
With  your  Lordships'  leave,  I  will  read 
a  few  words  from  that  Address  : — 

**  We,  your  Majesty's  loyal  and  dutiful  sub- 
jects assembled  at  Melbourne  to  consider  the 
question  of  creating  for  Australasia  one  Fede- 
ral Governnient,  desire  to  approach  your  Most 
Gracious  Majesty  with  rene>ved  expression  of 
our  devoted  attachment  to  your  Majesty's 
Throne  and  person  on  behalf  of  your  Majesty's 
subjects  throughout  Australasia." 

The  results  of  the  Conference  will  be 
accepted  as  most  satisfactory  by  all  who 
believe,  as  I  do,  and  as  I  am  sure  my 
Colleagues  do,  that  the  prosperity,  the 
welfare,  the  strength  and  importance  of 
these  great  colonies  will  be  materially 
increased  and  secured  by  a  closer  union 
amongst  themselves  under  some  form  of 
Federal  Government,  which  will  be  for 
them  to  decide  upon,  leaving  full  powers 
to  the  local  Legislatures.  The  different 
colonial  Legislatures  will  now  be  asked 
to  sanction  the  holding  of  a  second 
Conference,    at    which    not    more   than 
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8  3 van  Membars  will  attend  from  each 
responsible  self-governing  colony,  and 
four  from  each  Crown  colony.  That 
diflBcult  questions  will  be  raised 
I) afore  that  Conference  I  have  no  doubt. 
Soms  of  thos3  questions  have  been 
pointed  at  by  the  noble  Earl,  who  speaks 
with  experience  on  this  subject,  but  I 
would  not  even  deal  with  them  so  far  as 
he  has  done,  because  I  think  no  good 
purposa  would  ba  gained  now  by  our 
offcjring  any  opinion  on  thosa  questions 
which  are  esS3nt«ally  for  the  Membarsof 
the  Conference  to  decide.  I  am  quite 
satisfied  that  the  difficulties  of  those 
questions  will  be  overcome  by  the  tact 
tind  the  judgment  of  the  stat3smen  who 
are  to  take  part  in  that  Conference.  I 
will  conclude  by  saying  that  we  do  in 
this  country  most  heartily  wish  success 
to  their  work. 

Earl  GRANTILLE  :  My  Lords,  I  do 
not  thinly  it  is  necessary  for  me,  after  the 
satisfactory  statement  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  of  Stat  a  for  the  Colonies, 
to  add  any  thing  to  what  I  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  saying  the  other  day  on  the 
Motion  for  the  adoption  of  the  Address ; 
that  is,  to  express  on  bahalf  of  mysalf  and 
my  friends  our  entire  sympathy  with  the 
feelings  of  the  Government  on  this 
subject.  I  think  the  noble  Lord 
has  followed  a  judicious  coursa 
in  not  going  into  the  details  of  this 
matter.  There  is  no  doubt  he  is  right 
in  saying  there  are  very  great  difficulties 
to  be  cantanded  with,  but  they  ara  diffi- 
culties which  ought  to  ba  solved,  and,  1 
balieve,  will  ba  salved.  On  bihalf  of 
those  with  whom  I  act  I  can  only  say 
that,  in  the  most  hearty  agreement  with 
him  in  what  has  been  and  is  baing  done, 
we  look  forward  to  what  is  going  to  be 
done  in  the  future,  and  I  cannot  help 
anticipating  that  there  will  ba  exactly 
the  same  success  in  regard  ta  these 
colonies  uniting  themselves  as  attended 
the  federation  of  our  North  American 
Colonies. 

REFORMATORY       AND       INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS   BILL.— QUESTION. 

♦Lord  NORTON:  My  Lords,  I  beg 
to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  whether 
the  Bill  relating  to  Reformatory  and 
Industrial  Schools  is  to  be  re-introduced 
early  this  Session  and  in  this  House  ? 

Lord     MONKSWELL  :    My     Tiords, 
i  should  be  glad  to  add  a  few  words  upon 


the  question  put  by  Lord  Norton.  In 
connection  with  one  of  the  largest 
Industrial  Schools  in  the  country  I  have 
made  it  my  business.  t<»  ascertain  the 
views  of  those  concerned  in  the  manage- 
ment of  these  schools.  I  find  there 
is  no  dissentient  voice  among  them, 
but  on  the  contrary  a  general  concourse 
of  approval  with  regard  to  what  has 
been  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. They  consider  that  the  measure 
is  not  only  necesary  but  urgent. 

♦The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cross)  :  I  beg  to 
answer  both  questions  in  the  affirmative. 

HARES  PRESERVATION  BILL  (No.  6). 

second  reading. 

♦Lord  STANLET  of  ALDERLEY  : 
My  Lords,  the  Bill  to  which  I  am  going 
to  ask  your  Lordships  to  give  a  Second 
Reading  is  the  same  Bill  as  your 
Lordships  passed  last  year.  It  i» 
probable  that  few  of  your  Lordships  have 
suffered  from  the  increased  scarcity  of 
hares.  Indeed,  one  of  the  noble  Lords  who 
took  part  in  amending  this  Bill  has  told 
me  that  since  the  passing  of  the  Ground 
Game  Act,  he  has  found  that  the  number 
of  hares  on  his  property  has  very 
much  increased :  and  my  own  ex- 
perience has  been  similar.  But  your 
Lordships  must  have  heard  from  your 
neighbours,  and  read  in  the  sporting 
paper&,  of  the  great  diminution  of 
harv.8  throughout  the  country.  They 
have  almost  disappeared  from  Devon- 
shire, and  I  hear  the  same  complaint 
from  Lincolnshire.  If  your  Lordships  give 
a  Second  Reading  to  this  Bill,  as  it  is  the 
same  Bill  that  passed  through  the 
Standing  Committee,  perhaps  it  would  be 
your  pleasure  that  it  should  not  again 
go  through  the  Standing  Committee,  but 
that  it  should  go  before  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time." — {The  Lord  Stanley  of 
Alderley.) 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH  :  I  do  not  know 
whether  my  noble  Friend  has  considered 
the  advisability  of  amending  the  Bill ;  but 
there  is  one  portion  of  it  which  I  think 
requires  amendment,  and  that  is  the  por- 
tion of  the  Bill  which  makes  it  penal  for 
any  person  to  have  a  dead  or  wounded 
hare  in  his  possession.  I  think  it  would 
R  2 
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be  very  hard  upon  any  of  my  noble 
Friends'  gamekeepers,  who  might  happen 
to  find  hares  under  such  conditions,  if 
a  policeman  should  pounce  upon  them 
and  take  them  up  under  those  clauses. 

On  Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  Read  2*  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

IRISH  LEGISLATION. 

The  Earl  op  DUNRAVEN,  in  rising 
to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  take  the  judgment  of  Parliament 
this  Session  upon  their  proposals  for 
increasing  the  number  of  occupying 
owners  in  Ireland,  and  for  extending  to 
that  country  the  principles  of  local  self- 
government  ;  to  what  extent,  in  the  view 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  those 
measures  are  connected  with  and  depend- 
ent upon  each  other ;  and  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  consider  the 
propriety  of  introducing  the  latter  mea- 
sure in  the  House  of  Lords,  said : — It 
appears  to  me  most  desirable  for  many 
reaisons,  and  especially  from  the  point 
of  view  of  the  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  there  should  be  no  misconcep- 
tion as  to  the  policy  and  intentions  of  the 
Government  in  respect  to  Ireland  as  fore- 
shadowed in  the  Gracious  Speech  from 
the  Throne.  Your  Lordships  will  recol- 
lect the  action  of  the  Unionist  Party  in 
1886,  and  you  will  also  recollect  the 
utterances  of  many  of  the  leaders  and 
prominent  men  in  that  Party  since.  It 
may  be  easy  for  you  to  put  a  proper 
interpretation  upon  the  paragraph  in  the 
Gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne  which 
relates  to  Ireland ;  but  it  may  not  be 
quite  so  easy  for  the  people  outside 
Parliament ;  and  I  think  it  is  of  great 
importance  that  some  clearer  delineation 
of  the  main  line  of  the  Government 
policy  in  this  respect  should  be  given  us, 
tlian  is  possible  to  be  given  within  the 
limits  of  the  Queen's  Speech.  There 
were  four  questions  relating  to  Ireland 
dealt  with  in  Her  Majesty's  Gracious 
Speech.  We  were  told  that,  owing  to 
the  improved  state  of  the  country,  it  was 
possible  considerably  to  limit  the  area 
over  which  exceptional  criminal  proce- 
dure had  to  be  maintained.  I  have 
nothing  to  say  about  that,  except  that  it 
must  be  a  matter  of  the  greatest  satis- 
Viscount  Sidmouth 


faction  to  every  one  who  has  the  welfare 
of  Ireland  really  at  heart  to  find  that  so 
great  progress  has  been  made  in  so  shor^ 
a  time,  in  spite  of  exceptional  difficultiesL 
Then  we  were  told  at  the  end  of  the 
paragraph  that  measures  would  be  taken 
to  ameliorate  the  condition  of  the  people 
in  the  poorer  districts.  1  do  not  knovr 
what  that  means,  but  I  hope  the  means 
adopted  will  be  successful.  However,  I 
am  not  concerned  in  that  matter  now. 
What  I  am  interested  in,  and  what  I 
venture  to  ask  some  information  about, 
is  in  regard  to  the  questions  of  land 
purchase  and  local  self-government. 
Those  are  matters  of  the  very  greatest 
importance,  and  the  Unionist  Party  is  very 
deeply  pledged  against  the  principle  of  ad- 
vancing publ  ic  money,  or  engaging  the  puV 
lie  creditjf or  the  purchase  of  the  landlords* 
interest  in  Ireland  except  under  certain 
circumstances.  What  1  am  anxious  to 
know  is  whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  take  the 
judgment  of  Parliament  upon  both  those 
subjects  ;  whether  both  are  to  be  passed 
through  Parliament ;  and  whether  they 
are  to  be  considered,  and  to  what  extent 
they  are  to  be  considered,  as  united  and  in- 
separably connected  with  each  other  ? 
I  should  like  to  know  whether  the  scheme 
of  local  self-government  is  dependent  upon 
the  creation  of  a  larger  number  of  persons 
in  Ireland  with  a  stake  in  the  country 
— with  a  financial  interest,  which  is  only 
to  be  obtained  by  ownership — whether  it 
is  dependent  upon  the  substitution  of  real 
ownership  for  what,  in  my  opinion,  is  the 
most  absurd  system  of  dual  ownership 
which  at  present  exists  ;  and  whether  it  is 
dependent  upon  Ireland's  being  relieved 
to  any  considerable  extent  from  the 
friction  between  classes  which,  for  many 
reasons  which  1  need  not  particularise  to 
a  great  degree  exists  at  the  present  time. 
I^Siither,  I  should  like  to  be  informed 
whether  the  purchase  scheme  is  con- 
sidered necessary  in  order  to  give 
the  local  self-government  scheme 
a  reasonable  chance  of  success.  Again, 
I-  am  desirous  of  hearing  whether 
the  advance  of  Imperial  money,  or  the  us© 
of  the  Imperial  credit,  is  dependent  upon 
the  creation  of  some  local  authority 
derived  from  the  scheme  of  local  self- 
government?  Your  Lordships  will  recol- 
lect that  a  good  ,  deal  of  discussion  took 
place  in  Parliament  when  the  last  advance 
was  made  under  Lord  Ashbourne's  Act, 
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the  operation  of  which  has  been  so 
beneficial.  It  was  then  clearly  laid 
down  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer that  further  advances  would 
not  be  asked.  My  Lords,  what  practical 
•difference  can  be  made  ?  It  appears  to 
me  that  the  only  important  practical 
difference  is  that  an  advance  of  money 
would  be  necessary  for  political  reasons, 
in  order  to  make  the  local  self-govern- 
ment scheme  successful,  and  also  that 
fiome  security  should  be  provided 
between  the  British  taxpayer,  who 
:finds  the  money,  and  the  occupying 
owners  in  Ireland.  Judging  by  the 
position  of  the  two  sentences  in  the 
<jraciou«  Speech  in  reference  to  those 
matters,  and  by  the  utterances  of  the 
leaders  of  the  Unionist  Party,  the 
natural  supposition  is  that  the  two 
3neasnres  of  local  self-government  and 
land  purchase  are  to  be  considered  as 
united  questions.  On  the  other  hand, 
l^otice  of  Motion  for  the  introduction  of 
one  measure  only  has  been  given  in 
another  place.  These  matters,  my 
Lords,  ara,  in  my  opinion,  so  important 
that  they  ought  to  be  lifted  out  of  the 
realm  of  supposition  and  placed  upon 
the  soiid  ground  of  actual  fact.  As  to 
the  last  part  of  my  question,  I  would 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  con- 
43ider  the  advisability  of  introducing  the 
Local  Self- Government  Bill  in  this 
Hou^e.  Of  course,  it  would  be  impossible 
to  introduce  the  other  Bill  here,  as  it  is 
practically  a  Money  Bill,  and  the  Hous3 
would  have  no  effectual  means  of  dis- 
cussing it.  But  it  is  difficult  to  see  any 
loonstitutional  reason  why  the  Local  Self- 
Govern  ment  Bill  should  not  be  introduced 
into  your  Lordships'  House.  If  that 
♦course  can  be  adopted  without  any 
•detriment  to  the  public  business,  I 
hope  it  may  be,  and  it  would 
liave  this  practical  advantage — that 
Jboth  Bills  would  be  before  the 
-country,  and  would  be  proceeded  with 
concurrently,  and  Parliament  and  the 
country  would  be  in  possession  of  the 
iuU  2>olicy  of  the  Government  on 
lx)th  these  important  p9ints.  I  hope 
the  Government  will  be  able  to 
pursue  that  course ;  but  if  that  is 
impossible,  I  hope  they  will  be  able  to 
^ive  the  House  such  details  of  the 
general  lines  of  their  policy,  as  to  remove 
all  doubt  with  regard  to  the  relationship 
existing   between  those  two  Bills,  and  as 


to  whether  the  Land  Purchase  Scheme 
can  become  law  should  Parliament  reject 
the  scheme  for  local  self-government. 

♦Earl  CADOGAN  :  .My  Lords,  I  hope 
my  noble  Friend  will  permit  mo  to 
answer  this  question  on  behalf  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  who  is  unavoidably 
absent.  I  am  afraid  it  will  not  be  in  my 
power  to  follow  my  noble  Friend  in  the' 
various  remarks  which  have  fallen  from 
him — remarks  which  I  venture  to  think 
might  perhaps  have  been  with  more 
advantage  uttered  in  the  Debate  which 
took  place  a  few  days  ago  on  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne.  I  will  content  myself, 
however,  with  replying  to  the  questions 
my  noble  Friend  has  asked.  Undoubtedly, 
my  Lords,  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  do  their  best 
to  lay  before  Parliament  and  to 
obtain  the  judgment  of  Parliament 
on  those  measures  which  were  an- 
nounced in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
and  especially  may  that  statement  be 
made  with  reference  to  the  proposals  for 
increasing  the  number  of  occupying 
owners  in  Ireland  and  for  extending  to 
that  country  the  principles  of  local  self- 
government.  I  can  hardly  think  that 
my  noble  Friend  intended  to  ask  me 
to  give  any  particulars  with  reference  to 
the  two  measures  to  which  he  has  referred. 
I  think  his  ingenuity  would  have  led 
him  to  have  spread  his  net  not  quite  so 
obviously  in  the  faee  of  his  victim  had 
he  intended  to  "  draw  "  me  to  that  extent. 
It  is  obviously  impossible  for  me  on  this 
occasion  to  make  the  statement  which  he 
has  endeavoured  to  obtain  from  me ; 
and  I  can  only  further  say  with  reference 
to  the  next  question,  namely,  "  to  what 
extent  those  measures  are  connected  with 
and  dependent  upon  each  other,"  that  if 
my  noble  Friend  will  wait  for  a  few  days 
longer  he  will,  when  he  has  heard  the 
statement  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  on  introducing  the  Bill  of  which 
he  has  given  notice,  be  able  to  judge  for 
himself  how  far  those  two  measures  are 
dependent  on  each  other,  andhowfarihe 
passing  of  the  one  is  dependent  on  the 
passing  of  the  other.  Then  my  noble 
Friend  asks  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  considered  the  ques- 
tion of  introducing  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill  for  Ireland  in  the  House  of 
Lords.  I  can  admit  that  in  the  idea  of 
simultaneous  discussion  of  the  two  Bills^ 
one  in  one  House  and  the  other   in   the 
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other  Honse,  ihere  might  perhaps  be,  in 
the  opinion   of  my   noble  Friend,  some 
fMlvantage.      It  is  no  doubt  true  that  the 
conduct  of  one  measure  would  be  in  the 
hands   of  one  Minister  in  one  House  and 
the    other    measure    in    the    hands   of 
another   Minister   in    the  other  House ; 
but    both    those    measures  relating    to 
Ireland   and  affecting  Irish  interests  are 
practically      measures      promoted     and 
guided  by  one  Public  Department,  and  I 
eannot  agree  with  my  noble  Friend  that  it 
would  be  advisable  or  even  possible  that 
Parliament  or   the   country   should  take 
into  consideration  two  measures  of  such 
magnitude   affecting    the   same   portion 
of   the    Empire    and    largely    affecting 
similar  interests  at  the  same   time  and 
during:  the  same  portion  of  the  Session. 
I  shall  be  glad  if  any  arrangaments  can 
b3  made  which  will,  by  economising  time, 
promote    and   forward    the    passing    of 
those  two  measures  ;  but  I  am  bound  to 
confess  that  I  do   not   think   the  fact  of 
the  Local  Government  Bill  being  intro- 
duced in  the    House    of    Lords  at  the 
beginning  of  the  Session  would   in   any 
way    promote    its  ultimate    success    in 
passing      through     Parliament.        Her 
Majesty's  Government  trust  that  Parlia- 
ment will  approve  the  programme  which 
they  have  announced  and  the  order  in 
which    they  have  shown  it  to  be    their 
intention      to     pass     those      measures; 
a,nd  I   hop  3    my  noble  Friend  will,  on 
consideration,  b3   satisfied   to   allow  the 
Government  to  raaVe  their  own  arrange- 
ments for  the  guidance  of  Public  Busi- 
ness. 

HOUSE   OF   LORDS   OBTICES. 

Relf-ct  CoTTiTnittefl  flppninted :  The  TiOrds 
followinjr,  with  the  Tiord  Cbflncellor,  thp  Lord 
PreBident,  the  T/ord  Privv  Seal  and  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  were  named  of  the  Com- 
mittee : 


STANDING    ORDERS    COMMIlTlli:. 

Appointed .  The  Lords  foUowiog,  with  the 
Chairman  of  Committees,  were  named  of  th» 
C«  mmittee : 


E.  Cadogan. 

(Arf.  Privy  Seal.) 
M.  Bath. 
E.  Jjathom. 

( Ld.  Chamberlain, ) 


E.  Winchil8e»«nd Not-    L.  Thurloi 


Ti.  de  Kos. 

L.  Clinton. 

L.  Balfour  of  Barleigb. 

L.  Boyle. 

( K.  'Cork  and  Orrery)^ 


D.  l^iohmond. 
P.  Saint  Albans. 
7>.  Bedford. 

M .  Salisbury. 
M-  Bath. 
M*  Ripon. 

E.  Mount  Edprnmbe. 
{Ld.  Steward.) 

E.  Lathnm. 

( Ld   Cho m berln  in .) 
E.  Jersey. 
E.  Carnarvon. 
E.  Belmorft. 
E.  HarTMwhv. 
E.  Bradford. 

Earl  Cadogan 


tinffham. 
E.  Lindsa}'. 
K.  Waldegrave. 
E.  Bathuntt. 
E.  Carnarvon. 
E.  Milltown. 
£.  Belmore. 
E.  Powis. 
E.  Harrowby. 
E.  Amherst. 
E.  Camperdown. 
E.  Whamcliffe. 
E.  de  Montalt. 
V.  Sidmouth. 
V.  Gordon. 

{K.  Aberdeen  ) 
V.  Hutchinson. 

{R.  JJonouphmore.) 
V.  Hardinge. 
V.  Ozenbridge. 


L.  Foxford. 

{B.  Limeriek.) 
L.  Colchester. 
L.  Wigan. 

( E.  Crawford  and 
Balearret.) 
L.  Poltimore. 
L.  Sudeley. 
L.  Wenlock. 
L.  Belper. 
L.  Houghton. 
L.  Hartismere. 

(/*.  HennikerJ) 
L.  Sandhurst. 
L.  Monk-Bretton. 
L.  Sudley. 

(  E.  Arran,) 
L.  Colville  of  Culro8& 
L.  Kenungton, 


House  adjourned  at  Five  o*clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock* 


HOUSE     OF      COMMONS, 
Monday,  17 th  February ,  1890. 


E.  Beauchamp. 
E.  Camperdown. 
E.  Granville 

E.  Kimberl»y. 
E.  Dp  Month  It. 
V.  Hardinirp. 
V.  Oxpnbiidcp. 
L.    Willonghby    de 

Eresbv. 
L.  l^oyle. 

( K.  Cork  and  Orrery  ) 
L.   Foxford. 

(/?.  f.imfrirk), 
Tj.  Col ch enter, 
li.  KerJM.  Lothian.) 
L.  Colville  of  Culross. 


QUESTIONS. 


THE    PARLIAMENTARY   AND    THE 
COUNTY  COUNCIL  REGISTER. 

Colonel    HUGHES     (Woolwich):    I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  he  is  aware- 
that  the  register  of  Parliamentary  and 
County   Council    electors    is    in    West- 
minster  and   the    majority   of    London 
boroughs  printed  in  one  list,  with  proper 
divisions,  so  that  the  register  is  available- 
for     either     Parliamentary    or    County 
Council   elections ;    also,    that   in   some 
London  boroughs,  es;jecially  in  Woolwich^ 
Greenwich,  Lewisham,  and  Deptford,  a 
different  practice   prevails,    so   that    the 
parishes  are  put  to  the  expense  of  paying 
for   preparation    and    printing   separate 
lists  for  County  and  Parliamentary  pur- 
poses, although  the  bulk  of  the  namea 
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in  each-list  -are  the  suae,  and  whether 
entirely  eepirats  lists  are  legal ;  and,  if 
so,  will  he  take  an  early  opportunily  tii 
amend  the  Law,  and  e»aee  the  practice 
to  be  uniform  throughout  London,  follow- 
ing the  Westminster  plan  and  saving  the 
unnecess'uy  expense  of  a  double  ov 
separate  list ! 

•The  president  or  the  LOCAL 
GOVEENMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  RrrcHiE, 
Tower  Hamlete,  St.  George's)  :  I  havi- 
been  able  to  refer  to  the  registers  of 
Parliamentary  and  County  Council  elec- 
tors of  B^me  of  the  Parliamentan.- 
boroughs  which  are  mentioned  in  thv 
question,  and  I  find  that  the  practice  has 
bsen  as  statsd.  1  am  not  prepared  t^i 
sa.y  that  entirely  S2parat3  lists  for 
Parliamentary  and  County  Council  elec- 
tions are  illegal,  but  the  arrangement 
by  which  the  regietora  of  the  two  claBsefi 
of  voters  are  in  the  metropolis  printed 
in  one  list  ia  a  convenient  one  and  hati 
the  advantage  of  the  s'^viog  of  expense  ; 
and  I  Mu  not  aware  why  the  arrange- 
ment should  not  bj  ganerally  adoptjd. 
The  list  in  the  Kent  part  of  London 
appears  to  be  printed  in  sach  a  way  ae 
to  entail  unnec.'Ssary  cost,  and  I  hops 
that,  attention  having  bjen  directed  to 
the  matter,  a  practice  similar  to  that 
followed  in  other  p^rts  of  the  metropolis 
will  in  future  ba  adopted. 


DISQUALIFICATION  OF  VOLUNTEEttS 
AS  VOTER?. 

CoLOSEtHCTGHES:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  the 
Government  is  aware  that,  following  the 
decisions  already  given  in  the  case  of 
soldiers  and  sailors,  even  Volunteers 
absent  from  home  on  duty  under 
Military  Law  by  consent  in  barracks  at 
Easter  are  thereby  sahjected  to  dis- 
qnalification  as  voters  by  the  break  in 
their  occupation  ;  and,  whether  Govern- 
ment will  sec'^  to  amend  the  Law  in  this 
respect  I 
•The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horoca-stle)  :  I  think  there  may  be  con- 
siderable doubt  as  to  the  interpretation 
placed  upon  the  recint  decisions  by  ray 
hon.  and  barned  Friend,  but  if  they  do 
^iply  to  Volunteers,  then  the  Bill  of 
which  notice  has  been  given  1^  the 
Attorney  General  will  completely  meet 
the  case. 


THK  PROPERTY  TAI. 
COLOMEL  HUGHES  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 

Chancallor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 
will  ^ain  consider  the  grievance  of 
chai^ng  Property  Tax  on  the  gross 
valne  instead  of  on  the  net,  whereby 
Income  Tax  ia  paid  on  that  which  is  spent 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GOSCHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  I  ara  afraid  I  must 
give  the  stereotyped  answer  that  it  is 
impossible  for  me  to  express  any  opinion 
about  changes  in  taxation  before  the 
Budget. 

laELAND— DERRY  GAOL. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  as'£  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  how  many  prisoners 
attending  the  ministrations  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Chaplain,  and  how  many  pri- 
soners of  other  religious  denominations, 
were  confined  in  Derry  Gaol  on  the  lOth 
September,  1889  ;  on  what  ground  was 
the  Reverend  J.  Doherty  dismissed  from 
the  post  of  Roman  Catholic  Chaplain  of 
Derry  Gaol  by  the  Prisons  Board  ;  did 
the  Prisons  Board  apply  by  letter,  dated 
the  10th  Septenber,  1889,  to  the  Very 
Reverend  J.  Kearney,  Vicar  Capitular  of 
the  Diocebe  of  Deny,  to  nominate,  for 
the  approval  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
another  clergyman  in  succession  to 
Father  Doherty,  as  Chaplain  of  Derry 
Gaol,  and  can  ho  state  what  reply  was 
received  to  this  letter ;  were  the  Koman 
Catholics  of  Derry  Gsiol  deprived  fcr  tw'o 
months  after  the  dismissal  of  Father 
Doherty  of  the  ministrations  of  a  Chap- 
lain, and  were  they  then  at  great  ex- 
pense sent  to  other  prisons  ;  has 
Father  Doherty  recently  received  a 
letter  from,  the  Prisons  Board,  who,  on 
September  lOth,  1889,  accused  him  to 
Father  Kearney,  his  clerical  superior, 
of  "gross  insnboi-dination  to  prison 
authority,"  intimating  that  if  he  again 
stated  his  position  they  would  reconsider 
their  decision,  and  what  reply  has 
Father  Doherty  returned  to  this  com- 
munication; would  he  have  any  objec- 
tion to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
the  evidence  adduced  at  the  inquiry,  and 
the  corr.'Spondenca  between  the  Prisons 
Board  and  Father  Doherty  and  Father 
Kearney,  and  to  state  what  arrangement. 
I  has  been  made  for    providing    for  th* 
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to  another  prison.  Fif^-aeven 
lirisonera  have  been  so  transferred. 
'Die  claims  for  the  expense  iocnrred 
have  not  yet  been  fnmislied. 


spiritual  wants  of  the  Boman  Catholic 
prisoners  of  Derry  Gaol ;  is  it  the  fact 
that  at  present  Roman  Catholic  prisoners 
sentenced  to  terms  of  imprisonment  ex* 
ceeding  in  duration  one  month  are 
removed  from  Derry  Giaol  to  other 
prisons ;  and  would  he  state  the  number 
of  Roman  Catholic  prisoners  transferred 
from  Derry  Gaol  to  other  prisons  from 
the  date  of  the  diamissal  of  Father 
Deherty  till  the  present  time,  by  reason 
of  his  dismissal,  and  the  amount  of  the 
ezpansa  incurred  in  consequence  of  the 
said  transfer  I 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bamodb,  Man- 
chester, E.)  :  The  General  Prisons  Board 
report  that  on  10th' September,  1889, 
there  were  in  Londonderry  Prison  121 
Roman  Catholic  prisoners  and  25 
prisoners  of  other  religious  denomina- 
tions. On  that  date  the  Chaplain 
mentioned  was  dismissed  on  the  ground 
Btated  in  tbe  question.  The  Chaplain 
did  not  oSer  any  justification  whatever 
for  his  action,  but  refused  "to  answer 
any  questions  or  sign  his  name  to  any- 
thing." The  Governor  of  the  Prison  in 
accordance  with  the  usual  practice  pro- 
ceeded as  indicated  in  the  4th  paragraph. 
The  facts  are  as  stated  in  the  5th 
paragraph.  The  letter  was  dated  19th 
September.  No  communication  has 
passed  between  the  General  Prisons 
Board  and  the  late  Chaplain  ;  bnt  onthe 
2nd  October,  18S9,  the  Board  icformed 
the  Very  Rev.  J,  Kearney  to  the  effect 
that  it  was  open  to  the  late  Chaplain,  ii 
he  considered  himself  aggrieved  in  any 
way,  to  appeal  to  the  Lords  Justices,  tt 
course  which  would  be  also  open  to  anj 
Chaplain  who  might  be  appointed  to 
succeed  hira,  as  it  is  to  every  prison 
officer.  It  is  not  usual,  or  for  the 
interests  of  the  Public  Service,  that  such 
evidence  should  be  laid  on  the  Table. 
The  Inspector  states  that  he  did  not 
inform  the  late  Chaplain  of  the  nature 
of  the  inquiry,  nor  is  such  the  practi 
all  prison  officers  being  expected  t(i 
assLst  ths  Board's  Inspector  at  any  time 
in  matters  of  discipline.  Owing  to  the 
refusal  of  the  Vicar  Capitular  to  nomi- 
nats  a  successor,  the  Roman  Catholic 
prisoners  were  for  the  period  stated 
deprived  of  the  ministrations  of  the 
Chaplain.  The  Board  then  adopted  thu 
practice  of  removing  such  prisoners, 
whose  sentences  exceeded  one  month, 
Mr.  MacA'eUl 


THE  OLPHEHT  E8TA1X. 
Mr.  MACNEILL:   I  beg  to  ask  the 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lientenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  ia  aware  that,  on 
the  evening  of  Saturday,  26th  October, 
Mr.  Ilewson,  the  agent  of  the  Olphert 
Bstate,  accompanied  with  five  emergencry 
men,  set  fire  to  four  houses  in  the  town 
land  of  Dmranatiriny,  near  Falcarragh, 
from  which  four  tenants  named  Edward 
M'Ginley,  Dan  Terry,  Edward  Barry, 
*nd  James  M'Ginley  hod  been  evicted  at 
the  suit  of  Mr.  Olphert,  and  on  the 
evening  of  Sunday,  27th  October,  the 
same  gentleman,  with  the  like  assistance, 
8et  fire  to  the  house  in  the  same  town- 
land  from  which  Daniel  Ferry  had  been 
evicted  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  when 
the  thatched  roofs  of  the  bouses  had  been 
burnt,  Mr.  Hewson  and  the  emergency 
men  proceeded  to  demolish  the  walls ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  a  force  of 
Etoyal  Irish  Constabulary  accompanied 
Ur.  Uewson  and  the  emergency  men  on 
these  expeditions  ;  and,  by  whose  orders 
were  the  forces  of  the  Crown  employed 
For  the  protection  and  assistance  qf  Mr. 
Olphert's  agent  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  nnderetand 
that  four  houses  were  destroyed  hj  the 
agent.  He  was  not  receiving  poUce 
protection,  bnt  there  were  four  policemen, 
as  usual,  accompanying  the  caretakera' 
who  were  present  on  thf  occasion. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL:  May  I  ask  whether 
after  an  eviction  has  taken  place  the 
Government  authorise  the  police  to 
join  with  emergency  men  in  the  destruc- 
tion of  property  t 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  question 
of  the  hon.  Member  relates  to  proceed- 
ings which  occurred  on  two  separate 
days.  Certain  houses  were  destroyed 
on  the  first  day,  and  the  burning  took 
place  on  the  second.  I  have  no  reason 
to  believe  that  the  police  assisted  the 
emei^ency  men  in  destroying  the 
property. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL :  Did  they  not  go 
to  protect  the  caretakers  in  the  burning 
and  destruction  of  the  property  1 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  believe  they 
did  not. 
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THE  MERCHANDISE  MARKS  ACT. 
Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  if  the  attention  of 
the  Government  has  been  directed  to  the 
recent  Report  of  the  CommiBsionera  of 
Her  Majesty's  Cnstoms,  which,  BpeakinR 
of  "TheMercbandisB  Marks  Act,  1887," 
says: — 

"As  the  re^alt  of  our  experience  we  Rre  of 
opinion  that  io  manj  tmdes  «  consi durable  im- 
provemeot  haa  t&hen  plnce  in  the  marking  of 
goods  imported  into  this  CDuntry,  Bod  generally 
the  tenileacy  ia  to  mark  the  goods  io  a  more 
truthful  mBDoer. 

"On  the  other  hand  w»  notios  that  large 
qnantities  of  guods  are  importsd  without  any 
marlcB  at  all,  and  it  is  prnbablethat  labels  hear- 
ing falie  trade  dnscriptioQa  are  placed  on  many 
goods  after  they  have  passed  from  the  hands  of 
our  officers. 

"  Indeed,  quantities  of  labels  and  tickets  im- 
jjorted  sepsmtely  have  been  detained  as  rvi- 
dentlr  intended  to  be  placed  on  goods  for  sale 
in  this  country. 

"  Trade  descriptions  tn  the  English  language, 
which  do  not  include  the  name  or  trade  mark  ot 
«  British  trader  or  a  place  in  the  United  King* 
dom.  are  not  illtgal  when  truthfully  applied  to 
goods  imported  from  an  English -speaking 
country.  In  coosequence  of  the  state  of  the 
law,  large  quantities  of  gOoda  are  imported  from 
America  (often  in  transit)  beaiiut;  English 
wording,  such  as  steel  gouds  marked 
•Warmntod  bsJ't  cutlery.'  ic,  and  there  is 
nothing  to  distinguish  them  on  the  homo  or 
foreign  market  from  Kngliah  made  goods. 
This  appeani  to  i^ve  goods  made  out  of  the 
TJnitad  Kingdom,  aod  in  most  cases  not  even  in 
sn  English  dependency,  anadvanlaga  over  other 
foreign  made  gaoda  which  may  not  hive  been 
intended  by  thuse  who  framed  the  Act." 
And,  having  regard  to  the  injury  inflicted 
apoa  the  artismis  of  the  [loited  King- 
dom by  this  defect  in  the  law,  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  move  the 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee  t« 
oonBider  how  it  may  be  moat  speedily 
and  eSectnally  remedied,  and  also  to 
examine  the  three  Bills  introduced  for 
the  amendment  of  the  Act  in  question ! 

•The  PRESIDENT  op  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.)  :  I  have  ssen  the  Report  referred 
to,  and  my  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  concluding  paragraph  of  the 
extract  quoted.  It  is  possible  that 
advantage  would  follow  if  a  Select  Com- 
mittee were  to  consider  the  objection 
pointed  ont  and  other  matters  in  tson- 
nection  with  the  administration  o£  the 
Act,  especially  the  costs  of  prosecutions 
thereunder,  which  have  been  brought 
nnder  my  notice.     If  the  hon.  Member, 


after  conferring  with  me  as  to  the  terms 
of  reference,  should  decide  to  move  the 
appointment  of  such  a  Select  Committee,  I 
should  not  be  disposed  to  object  to  the 
Motion  ;  but  I  cannot  accept  the  principle 
of  the  measure  introduced  by  him  which 
is  down  for  consideration  to-night. 

THE       SCOTCH       COUNTY       COtTKCIL 
ELECTIONS. 

Mr.  DONALD  CRAWFORD  (Laji- 
ark,  N.E.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate,  whether  information  has 
reached  him  that,  during  the  County 
Council  elections  in  Scotland,  treating  to 
intoxicating  drink  ivas  common  in  many 
places,  and  other  expenditure,  which, 
would  be  illegal  under  the  Corrupt 
Practices  Acts;  whether  there  ia  any 
reason  why  the  Corrupt  Practices  Acts 
should  not  apply  to  County  Council  and 
other  municipal  elections  in  Scotland  as 
■well  as  in  England  ;  and,  whether  he 
will,  at  an  early  date,  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
make  those  Acts  applicable  to  such 
elections  in  Si^tland  1 

•The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  RoBEETSON,  Buteshire) :  While  it 
seems  that  in  a  few  instances  there  have 
been  some  regrettable  irregularities, 
there  is  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the 
recent  County  Council  Elections  in  Scot- 
latid,  as  a  whole,  have  been  conducted 
otherwise  than  in  a  creditable  manner. 
At  the  same  time  the  institution  of  those 
elections  adds  another  reason  for  apply- 
ing the  Corrupt  Practices  Acts  to 
municipal  and  other  local  elections  in 
Scotland  (as  has  already  been  done  in 
England),  and  in  the  view  of  the  Gov- 
ernment this  ought  to  be  done.  Relying 
on  what  I  believe  to  be  a  general  con- 
currenee  of  opinion  in  the  House  I  shall 
on  an  early  day  move  for  lea\'e  to 
introduce  a  Bill  for  this  purpose. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  shall,  on  an  early  day,  move 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  on  the  subject. 

PERPETUAL   PENSIONS. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  : 
1  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer what  steps,  if  ,any,  have  been 
taken  by  the  Government  to  give  eSeot 
to  the  Treasury  Minute  of  July  20th, 
1888,  on  Perpetual  Pensions? 

Me.  GOSCHEN:  It  will  be  within 
the  recollection  of  the  hon.  Member  tliat 
the  Government  undertook  that  before 
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proposing  any  Perpetual  Pension  or  pay- 
ment for  commutation  the  Treasury 
should  take  the  opinion  of  the  law 
oflBcars  in  order  to  be  advised  whether 
eaoh  grant  is  legally  binding,  and  whether 
it  is  p3rmanently,  or  likely  to  be  perma- 
nently so  binding.  A  casa  of  every 
grant  has  now  been  submitted  to  the 
law  advisers  of  the  Crown,  and  their 
opinion  has  been  obtained  in  almost 
every  insbance.  The  preliminary  exami- 
nation as  to  the  binding  nature  of  each 
payment  having  been  practically  con- 
cluded, Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
submit  their  proposals  to  Parliament  at 
an  early  opportunity. 

NAVIGATIOX    OF    THE    UPPER 

YANGTZE. 
Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras, 
E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  AfEairs  whether  any 
proposition  has  been  made  by  the 
Chinese  authorities  to  open  the  port  of 
Chung-King,  on  the  Upper  Yangtze,  to 
Foreign  trade,  on  different  conditions  to 
those  in  theChefoo  Convention  of  1876  ? 

♦thr  under  secretary  op  state 

FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  James 
Fergusson,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  Dis- 
cuasions  have  taken  place  between 
the  Chinese  Government  and  Her 
Majesty's  Legation  at  Pekin  as  to 
the  execution  of  that  portion  of  the 
Chefoo  Convention  of  1876  which  relates 
to  the  opening  of  the  Port  of  Chung- 
King.  Proposals  have  been  made  by 
the  Chinese  Government  for  a  modifica- 
tion of  this  part  of  the  Convention  on 
terms  which  seem  not  unlikely  to  be 
acceptable,  but  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, who  have  only  received  a  tele- 
graphic summary,  are  not  as  yet 
sufficiently  acquainted  with  the  details  of 
those  proposals  to  communicate  them  to 
the  House. 

ALLOTMENTS  AT  BANBURY. 
Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby)  : 
T  b3g  to  as'c  the  President  of 
the  Local  Govarnment  Board  whether 
he  is  aware  that,  notwithstanding 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Rugby 
Division  called  attention  to  the  subject 
by  a  number  of  questions  on  the  15th 
of  August  last,  hardly  any  allotments 
have  since  been  procured  by  the 
Banbury  Rural  Sanitary  Authority, 
although  the  ^^unsatisfied  demand  for 
Mr,  Goschen 


them  in  a  number  of  villages  is  ad- 
mitted ;  whether  he  is  aware  that» 
although  the  Local  Grovemment  Boarcl 
wrote  to  the  Sanitary  Authority  in 
December  last  inquiring  as  to  the  then 
situation  of  the  allotment  question,  when 
this  letter  was  named  by  the  clerk  at  a 
meeting  of  the  Authority  on  2nd 
January,  the  chairman  told  the  clerk  to 
i^ply  to  the  Local  Government  Board 
that  it  was  just  in  the  same  position  aA 
it  was  at  the  date  of  their  last  letter, 
whereupon  another  guardian  said,  ''as 
you  were,"  which  was  followed  by 
laughter ;  whether  the  Local  Grovem- 
ment Board  will  permit  the  Banbury 
Rural  Sanitary  Authority  to  treat  their 
communications  in  this  manner  ;  whether 
the  Board  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  sending  a  special  inspector  to  confer 
with  the  Sanitary  Authority  upon  the 
cases  of,  and  to  visit,  all  villages  where 
there  still  exists  an  unsatisfied  demand 
for  allotments,  and  especially  the  cases 
of  Famborough,  Mollington,  and  Clay- 
don,  and  make  a  special  report  to  the 
Board  ;  and  whether  there  will  be  any 
objection  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Rugby  Division  accompanying  tho 
inspector  on  his  visiting  the  various 
villages  ? 

*Mr.  RITCHIE  :  I  have  no  information 
as  to  what  obserjrations  were  made  at  the 
meeting  of  the  Banbury  Rural  Sanitary 
Authority  on  the  date  referred  to.  The 
communication  received  by  the  Local 
Government  Board  on  the  3rd  January 
was  to  the  effect  that  on  the  19th 
December  the  Authority  had  resolved  to 
take  three  fields  in  Claydon  for  allots 
ments  which  had  been  offered  to  them 
by  the  owner,  but  that  upon  inquiries 
being  made  respecting  the  land  with  a 
view  to  the  preparation  of  a  lease,  the 
owner  declined  to  carry  out  his  proposal. 
In  reply  to  a  further  letter,  the  Board 
were  informed  on  the  31st  January  that> 
the  Sanitary  Authority  would  use  every 
endeavour  to  provide  land  for  allotments 
as  occasion  might  arise.  I  have  received 
a  further  communication  from  the 
Authority  in  which  it  is  stated  that 
although  no  land  has  been  taken  since 
the  15th  August  last  directly  by  the 
Authority,  the  Allotments  Act  has  been 
of  great  service  by  inducing  landed 
proprietors  to  let  land  for  allotments, 
and  that  the  Authority  \iave  not  ceased 
in  their  endeavour  to  obtain  land  ;    but 


425      Ireland — Syirveyorof     {February  17,  1890}     Income  Tax  at  Derry,       426 


they  have  experienced  great  diflBcnlty 
in  procuring  suitable  land  for  allotments 
near  to  the  dwellings  of  the  labouring 
class.  I  cannot  undertake  to  direct  an 
Inspector  of  the  Board,  accompanied  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Rugby 
Division,  to  visit  the  several  villages  in 
the  district  where  an  unsatisfied 
demand  for  allotments  is  alleged  to 
exist ;  but  as  the  hon.  Member  is  aware 
it  is  my  intention  to  introduce  this 
afternoon  a  Bill  giving  a  right  of  appeal 
to  persons  who  consider  that  the 
Sanitary  Authority  have  failed  to 
discharge  their  duty  in  respect  of  the 
provision  of  allotments. 

POLICE  EVIDENCE. 

Mr.  COBB  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  on  the  27th  of 
September  last,  Mr.  William  Churchill, 
grocsr,  of  Deddington,  was  convicted  by 
the  magistrates  of  selling  a  bottle  of 
whiskey  to  Amelia  Gilbey,  while  she 
was  in  a  state  of  intoxication,  and  fined 
10s.  and  29s.  costs  ;  that  the  principal  and 
most  important  witness  in  support  of  the 
charge  was  Folic  j  Constable  England, 
whos3  evidenc3  was  contradicted  in  many 
respects  by  63ven  respectable  witnesses 
who  were  called  for  the  defence ; 
whether  the  Chairman  of  the  Bench,  H. 
C.  Risley,  Esq.  is  correctly  reported  to 
have  stopped  the  solicitor  for  the  defence 
in  cross-examining  the  police  constable 
as  to  his  character  and  credibility,  and 
remarked  that  "  Police  Constable  Eng- 
land would  not  b3  there  if  he  had  not  a 
good  character  f  whether  ssven  months 
previously  Polic3  Constable  England  had 
been  removed  from  Tadmarton  to 
Deddington  for  drunkenness,  and  14 
months  previously  had  been  re- 
moved from  Woodstock  to  Tadmarton, 
because  he  induced  two  boys  to  impro- 
perly procure  beer  for  him  out  of  their 
father's  cellar  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
very  general  dissatisfaction  has  been 
expressed  in  the  district  by  the  action  of 
the  Bench  and  the  police ;  and  whether 
he  will  cans  3  inquiries  to  be  made  as  to 
the  cas3  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  tor 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
made  inquiries  into  this  cas3,  and  am 
informed  that  the  conviction  took  place 
as  stat3d.     The  B3nch  were  mora  satis- 


fied with  the  evidence  of  the  constable  and 
the  independent  testimony  of  a  very  reli- 
able witness,  than  with  the  evidence  for 
the  defence.  I  do  net  gather  that  the- 
Chairman  used  the  words  quoted,  but- 
stated  that  the  antecedents  of  the  con- 
stable did  not  affect  his  credibility  as  to* 
a  plain  matter  of  feet.  The  Chief  Con-- 
stable  informs  me  that  the  constable  was 
removed  fiom  Tadmarton  for  drunken- 
ness, but  he  hrs  no  record  of  his  having 
been  removed  from  Woodstock  under 
the  circumstances  stat3d.  Both  the 
Chief  Constable  and  the  Justices  inform 
me  that  they  are  not  aware  of  any  general 
dissatisfaction  in  the  district  with  the 
action  of  the  Bench  and  the  police. 

TROOPS  IN    NATAL  AND    ZULDLAND. 

Mb.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  for  "what  reason 
leave  beyond  the  limits  of  the  command 
continues  to  be  withheld  frcm  the  troops 
stationed  in  Natal  and  Zululand,  and 
when  it  will  be  reopened  ? 

*Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  am  not  able 
to  say  when  the  ordinary  conditions  as  to 
leave  can  be  reverted  to  in  Zululand.  It 
is  dependent  on  mihtary  conside ration s^ 
as  to  which  the  general  officer  command- 
ing in  South  Africa  must  be  sole  judge. 

IRELAND-THE  surveyor  of  INCOME 
TAX  AT  DEirnV. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegair 
E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  he  is  aware  that  a. 
warrant  was  lately  issued  by  the  surveyor 
of  Income  Tax  at  Londonderry  against  Mr, 
John  Tracy,  of  Newtown  Cunningham^ 
in  Donegal,  in  respect  of  Income  Tax 
upon  prop3rty,  but  was  discharged  on 
evidence  that  the  ownership  was  not  in 
Mr.  Tracy ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that? 
during  the  discussion  the  Surveyor  asked 
Mr.  Tracy,  "Why  did  you  get  your  name 
in  for  a  vote  on  another  person's  pro- 
perty ; "  and  if  he  will  explain  how  an 
electoral  franchise  concerns  the  Surveyor 
of  Taxes  as  such  ? 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Anassesment  having 
been  made  on  Mr.  Tracy  in  respect  of  a 
holding  for  which  he  was  rated  as 
owner  and  occupier,  Mr.  Tracy  explained 
that  he  was  not  the  owner.  The- 
Surveyor  of  Income  Tax  then  asked  Mr. 
Tracy  whether  he  was  rated  for  the 
purposes  of  obtaining  a  vote,  in  order  ta 
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ascertain  how  his  name  appeared  in  the 
Kate  Book  when  the  property  was  not 
kis, 

THE  CORK  JUSTICE?. 
Dr.  tanner  (Cork,  Mid.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  'Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieut  3nant  of  Ireland  whether  com- 
plaints have  reached  him  that  consider- 
able difficulty  and  trouble  has  been  ex- 
perienced in  the  Cork  Police  Office 
during  the  past  six  months,  omng  to  the 
non-attendance  of  Justices ;  whether  it 
is  true  that  the  local  resident  magistrate, 
Mr.  Gardiner,  has  been  most  frequently 
absent ;  and  whether  some  steps  will  be 
taken  to  remedy  the  grievance  com- 
plained of  ] 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :.  No  complaints 
•of  the  nature  indicated  in  the  question 
have  reached  me ;  nor  does  there  appear 
to  be  any  ground .  for  such  complaints. 
The  Court  is  held  daily  and  has  not  onee 
fallen  through  during  the  past  six  months 
hy  reason  of  the  non-attendance  of 
magistrates.  The  resident  Magistrate 
invariably  attends  except  when  prevented 
Iby  more  pressing  duties. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Am  I  to  understand 
that  the  Court  has  not  been  repaatedly 
adjourned  from  11  o'clock  owing  to  the 
non-att3ndance  of  magistrates  until  12 
^nd  evin  latar  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  What  I  stated 
was  that  the  holding  of  the  Petty  Sessions 
had  never  fallen  through.  Whether  the 
Court  was  adjourned  for  an  hour  or  two 
I  cannot  tall. 

THE  GOVERNOR   OF  THE   FALKLAND 

ISLANDS. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  :    1  beg  to  ask  the 
XTnder  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
^whether  Mr.  Ker,  the  Governor  of  the 
Falkland  Islands,  who  returned  to  this 
<x)untry  last  autumn,  has  recently  gone 
out  to  resume  the  duties  of  his  office, 
although  he   is  now  in  his  72nd  year ; 
^whether  he  will  explain  why,  although 
the  usual  term  of  a  Colonial  Governor's 
■office  is  six  years,  Mr.  Ker  has  held  the 
government  of  the  Falkland  Islands  for 
nearly   10   years,  and  whether   the  re- 
appointment of  a  Colonial  Governor  who 
is  over  60  years  of  age  is  usual ;  whether 
epecific  charges  have  bien  made  against 
Mr.  Ker,  amounting  to  wilful  contraven- 
i:ion  of  quarantine  regulations,  and  the 
Jfr,  Gosclien 


consequent    importation    of    infections 
disease,  attended  with  much  loss  of  life, 
into  the  Falkland  Islands  by  Mr.  Cobb, 
an  unofficial  member  of  the  Executive 
Council  of  the  Falkland  Islands,  and  by 
Mr.   James    Smith ;    and  whether    the 
memorials  of  these  gentlemen,  embody- 
ing these  charges,  have  been  received  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies.; 
whether    Mr.   Smith    has    also,   in    bis 
memorials  to    the   Secretary  of    State, 
accused  the  Governor  of  the  embezzle- 
ment   of    a    sum    of    £900,    and    the 
falsification  of  public  accounts,  with  the 
object  of  concealing  that  embezzlement, 
and  prayed  an  investigation  into  these 
charges,     which     have     been     openly 
made  throughout  the  Colony ;  whether 
the    attention    of    the     Governor    was 
directed  to  these  charges  during  his  siay 
in  this  country  ;  whether  Mr.  Smith  and 
Mr.    Cobb     had     any     opportunity    of 
becoming   acquainted   with  the   replies 
of    the    Grovemor    to    their    deliberate 
statements,  which  they  have  expressed 
themselves  ready  and  willing  to  prove  ; 
Why,  having  regard  to  the  gravity  of 
these  charges  against  the  Governor,  has 
there  been  no  public  investigation  into 
his  conduct ;  and  why,  having  regard  to 
his  advanced  age,  has  the  unusual  course 
been  adopted  of  permitting  him  to  hold 
his  office  for  a  period  far  in  excess  of  the 
term  for  which  such  offices  are  usually 
held? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR   THE    COLONIES     (Baron     H.    db 
Worms,       Liverpool,     East      Toxteth) : 
The    greater    portion    of     hon.    Mem- 
ber's   questions  were  answered   by   me 
on    the    12th    July    last.     As    regards 
the  remaining   portion  I  have  to  state 
that   there  is   no   rule   against   the   re- 
appointment of  Governors  of  more  than 
60  years  of  age,  and  that  Mr.  Ker,  who 
is    believed   to  be   about  70,  is  in  full 
physical  and  intellectual    vigour.     The 
Secretary    of    State    has     received    the 
memorials  of  Mr.  Smith  and  Mr.  Cobb ; 
no  accusation  of  embezzlement  is  made 
in   them,  and   for  the  reasons  which  I 
gave  to  the  hon.  Member  on  a  former 
occasion  the  Secretary  of  State  does  not 
think  any  enquiry  necessary  ;  but  if  the 
hon.  Member  will  communicate  with  me 
I  shall  be  happy  to  give  him  any  further 
particulars. 

Mr.  MAC  NEILL  :  I  will  make  a  state- 
ment on  this  subject  on  the  Estimates. 
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EMiaRATION  TO  CHILI. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  ForeigD 
AfEairs  whether  the  attention  of  Lord 
Salisbury,  in  his  capacity  of  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  AfEairs,  nas  been 
directed  to  the  following  passage  in  the 
Chilian  Times  of  the  7th  December, 
1889,  the  only  English  Paper  printed  in 
Chili,  and  reproduced  in  the  Freem^arCs 
Journal  of  the  28th  January,  1890  : 

«  We  regret  to  say  that  the  Government 
agents  are  making  things  very  unpleasant 
with  regard  to  British  immigrants.  The  old 
frauds  with  respect  to  the  value  of  money  and 
the  rates  of  wages  are  heing  perpetrated  again, 
with  the  result  that  a  considerable  number  of 
British  immig^rants  are  dependent  upon  the 
charity  of  their  countrymen  for  support.  All 
applicants  are  strongly  recommended  to  come 
out,  no  matter  what  their  trade  may  be  or 
whether  they  have  a  trade  or  not,  and  they  are 
assured  that  work  at  fabulously  high  wages 
awaits  them  on  arrival.  ...  As  an  in- 
stance of  the  sufferings  to  which  British  im- 
migrants are  exposed,  we  may  mention  that  a 
meeting,  at  which  the  British  Minister  presided, 
was  held  at  Santiago  last  Saturday  evening 
to  establish  a  fund  for  the  relief  of  distressed 
immigrants.*' 

And  whether  the  Government  will  take 
any  measures  in  the  future  to  check 
frauds  on  the  part  of  emigration  agents 
and  to  relieve  the  distress  of  the  dupes 
of  these  agents  % 

*SiR  J.  FERGUSSON :  The  particular 
statements  mentioned  in  the  question 
have  "not  l^en  reported  to  the  Foreigpi 
OflBce,  but  a  Report  on  emigration  to 
Chili  has  been  received  from  Her 
Majesty's  Minister  at  Santiago,  and  is 
being  printed  for  Parliament,  and  will  be 
communicated  to  the  Emigrant  Inquiry 
Office.  It  is  stated  in  that  Report  that 
cartain  emigrants  from  this  country  had 
found  difficulty  in  obtaining  employment, 
and  that  the  Chilian  Government  had 
assisted  them  in  doing  so.  The  attention 
which  has  been  attracted  to  the  subject 
may  serve  as  a  caution  to  intending  emi- 
grants, but  Her  Majesty's  Government 
cannot  undertake  responsibility  for  the 
acts  of  agents  who  are  not  under  their 
control. 

IRELAND-CONDITION     OF     PRISONS 

Mb.  mac  NEILL :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  a  letter  from  John  Roche, 
M.D.,   D.S.Sc.,   which    appeared  in  the 


Medical  Press  and  Circular  in  September 
last,  stating  that  the  pallor,  tremor,  loss 
of  eyesight,  and  afFections  of  the  eyes, 
which  supervene   in   many  cases   after 
admission  to  a  large  number  of  gaols  in 
Ireland,  can  be  tra-ced  to  the  insufficient 
aeration  of  the  cells  ;  is  it  a  fact  that  the 
majoriiy  of  the  prison  cells  in  Ireland  are 
under  1 1  feet  high,  and  without  a  chim- 
ney ;  and  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
fact  that  there  are  cells  in  Tullamore  and 
Derry  Graols  nine  feet  by  six  feet  by  10 
feet  high,  and  without  fireplace  or  chim- 
ney, he  will  give  directions  to  the  Prisons 
Board  to  see  that  no  prisoner  in  futura 
will  occupy  a  cell  with  defective  ventila- 
tion, and  to  make  such  alteration  in  the 
space  and  aeration  of  prison  cells  as  will 
render  them  fit  for  habitation  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  From  a  Report 
received  from  the  medical  member  of 
the  General  Prisons  Board  it  appears 
that  the  letter  in  question  was  written 
under  a  misapprehension  of  the  facts. 
Neither  does  there  appear  to  be  any  testi- 
mony as  to  the  alleged  injurious  effects 
in  many  cases  of  imprisonment  in  Ireland. 
On  the  contrary,  the  health  conditions  of 
L'ish  prisons  bear  favourable  comparison 
with  English  and  Scotch  prisons,  and  with 
public  institutions  generally.  The  facts 
are  as  stated  in  the  second  paragraph,  but 
the  conclusion  drawn  in  the  letter  that 
the  cells,  are  thereby  rendered  unfit  for 
habitation  is  groundless.  The  aeration 
of  a  cell  is  not  measured  solely  by  its 
height,  but  by  its  cubic  contents.  And 
in  no  modern  prison  in  the  United  King- 
dom, so  far  as  the  Irish  Prisons  Board 
know,  are  cells  built  with  a  fireplace  and 
chimney,  a  means  of  heating  and  ventila- 
tion being  otherwise  provided.  The 
cubic  space  in  some  of  the  cells  in  a  few 
of  the  prisons  is  less  than  is  desirable  ; 
and  their  improvement  in  this  regard  has 
been  for  some  time  engaging  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Board.  This  applies  to  the 
case  of  Londonderry  Prison,  but  not  to 
that  of  Tallamore,  the  cells  in  which 
measure  1 4  feet  long  by  six  feet  wide  by 
nine  feet  high,  and  contain  756  cubic 
feet  of  space,  which  is  over  the  standard 
required  by  the  most  modern  ideas. 

EMIGRATION    TO     THE     ARGENTINE 

REPUBLIC. 

Me.  mac  NEILL  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs   whether   the  attention  of  Lord 
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Salisbury,  in  his  capacity  of  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  has  been 
directed  to  the  detailed  accounts  pub- 
lished in  the  FreemarCs  Journal  of  25th 
January,  1890,  relative  to  the  hardships 
and  privations  of  600  men,  women,  and 
children,  who,  relying  on  the  statements 
of  emigration  agents  respecting  the 
abundance  of  work  and  high  wages,  left 
in  the  Burden  for  Buenos  Ayres,  about 
12  months  ago,  for  the  purpose  of 
settling  as  emigrants  in  the  Argentine 
Republic ;  whether  it  is  true,  as  stated 
in  the  Freeman^s  Journal,  that  the 
wretched  condition  of  these  people,  many 
of  whom  have  been  reduced  to  actual 
starvation,  has  been  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  British  Consul,  who  is 
either  powerless  or  unwilling  to  aid 
them ;  whether  any  steps  can  be  taken 
for  the  reliaf  of  thes3  d3sbitut3  p^opla  ; 
and  whether  the  Government,  having 
regard  to  the  great  amount  of  misery 
inflicted  on  labourers  and  artisans  who 
act  on  the  reports  of  foreign  emigration 
agents,  will  take  any,  and,  if  so,  what 
measures  for  checking  misrepresentations 
and  putting  the  public  in  full  possession 
of  the  facts  relating  to  the  labour  market, 
wages,  «kc.,  of  the  country  to  which 
emigration  is  invited  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON:  I  think  that 
the  name  of  the  ship  mantioned  in  the 
hon.  Member's  question  must  be  a  mis- 
print for  Dresden,  The  caso  was  dis- 
cussed in  this  Hous3  last  year,  and  is 
described  at  page  20  of  the  Parliamentary 
Paper,  Commercial  No.  32,  1889,  which 
Paper  contains  full  information  on  the 
paints  adverted  to.  It  is  hoped  that  the 
information  afforded  by  several  Depart- 
ments and  Offices  on  the  subject  of  Emi- 
gration tD  South  America  is  sufficient  for 
the  guidance  of  intending  emigrants. 

VACCINATION    PROSECUTIONS. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  he  can  state  when 
the  Return  of  Vaccination  Prosecutions, 
ordered  last  Session,  will  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  ;  and  what  is  the  cause  of  the 
delay? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  The  bulk  of  this 
return  has  been  ready  for  some  time,  but 
there  has  been  great  difficulty  in  obtain- 
ing replies  from  a  few  places.  Returns 
from  three  towns  are  still  outstanding. 
Mr,  Mac  Neill 


As  soon  as  these  are  collected  the 
return   will  at  once  be  presented. 

*Mb.    BRADLAUGH  :    As  the  Com- 
mission now  engaged  in  dealing  with  the 
Question  haa  reached  this  head,  will  the ' 
right  hon.  Gentleman  do  his  utmost  to 
expedite  the  return  7 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :   Yes,  Sir. 

FLOGGING      AUSTRALIAN      NATIVES. 

Mb.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  a  statement  which 
has  appeared  in  the  Christian  Colonist, 
an  Adelaide  newspaper,  bearing  date 
18th  October  last  year,    saying  that — 

''  The  Chief  Justice  (Aotiog)  of  Western  Aus- 
tralia has  hold  that  nativt-s  in  the  service  of 
white  men  majr  be  flogg^ed  by  their  mas  en. 
Several  persons  who  had  killed  natives  ia  this 
way  were  acquitted  ;** 

whether  he  can  state  if  the  allegation  con- 
tained in  the  last  paragraph  be  correct ; 
and,  if  S3,  whether  the  GrOTernment 
intend  to  take  any  action  in  the  matter  ? 
BAR02J  H.  DE  WORMS :  My  attention 
has  not  been  called  to  the  article,  but  if  a 
copy  oi  it  is  furnished  to  me  by  the  hon. 
Member  the  Secretary  of  Stata  will 
consider  whether  an  inquiry  should  be 
made. 

TORY    ISLAND. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Titide 
what  progress  has  been  made  in  the 
arrangements  which  proposed  to  connect 
Tory  Island  by  telegraphic  communica- 
tion with  the  mainland;  and  when 
this  projected  improvement  is  likely  to 
be  carried  out  ? 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  I  have 
made  inquiry  of  Lloyd's  about  this 
matter,  and  have  received  anything  but  a 
satisfactory  leport  of  the  progress  made. 
I  shall  communicate  with  them  further 
on  the  subject. 

NAVAL    CADETS. 

Mb.  JEFFERrS  (Hants,  Basingstoke) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  49 
Naval  Cadets  were  sent  out  from  Ports- 
mouth to  the  Mediterranean  last  January 
in  the  storeship  Humher,  which  only  had 
proper  accommodation  for  15;  and 
whether  the  boys  had  to  sleep  in 
hammocks  slung  in  the  hold  of  the  ship, 
without  any  proper  ventilation  or  sanitary 
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convenience  ;  and  whether  the  health  of 
any  of  the  boya  has  suffered  in  conee- 
quence  of  this  overcrowding  ? 

The  first  LORD  or  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  GkohoeHamiltos,  Middle- 
sex, Ealing) :  The  facts  of  the  ease 
are  simply  these.  It  was  neceasaiy  lut 
month  to  send  out  49  Naval  Cadets  to 
the  Mediterranean,  and  aa  it  was  con- 
sidered desirable  that  so  large  a  number 
of  young  Cadets  should  be  sent  out  in  one 
of  Her  Majesty's  ships,  w  here  they  wouid 
be  under  proper  supervision,  rathei  than 
in  a  packet,  pass^e  was  ordi}r>;<l  for  them 
in  the  Humber,  the  only  vessel  then 
available.  There  ar a  cabins  for  only  10 
superior  officers  on  board  the  Humber, 
but  there  was  other  accommodation 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  at  Portsmouth,  was  suitable  for 
these  young  o£Bcer8,  No  ship's  hold  was 
used,  as  suggested  in  the  question,  and 
the  main  deck,  wheri!  the  hammooks 
were  slung,  was  that  usually  appropriated 
forthe  berthing, messing, and  living  of  120 
seamen,  and  is  well  ventilated  and  roomy. 
It  is  true  that  the  messing  accnmraodatiou 
was  somewhat  deficient,  but  the  ditticulty 
was  met  by  arranging  for  the  cadets  to 
take  their  meals  in  divisions.  The  Com- 
mander-in-Chief at  Portsmouth  himself 
inspected  the  ship,  and  was  satisfied  with 
the  arrangementti  that  were  made.  No 
Report  has  been  received  aa  to  any  case  of 
sickness  among  the  cadets  who  werj  s^nt 
out  in  the  Humbtr. 

ABUSE  OF  THE  POSTAL  SERVICE. 
Mb.  FRASEB-MACKINTOSH  (In- 
verness-shire) ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether  he  is  aware 
what  advantage  is  taken  by  mischievous 
and  malevolent  persons  of  sending  letters 
through  the  Post  Office,  purposely  open, 
containing  obscene,  scandalous,  and 
incriminating  matter  ;  and  whether 
there  is  any  power  to  stop  such  open 
letters  in  transit ;  and,  if  not,  whether 
steps  will  be  taken  to  put  an  end  to  such 
an  abiiae  of  the  postal  service  ! 

•The  POSTMASTKR  GENERAL  (Mr, 
Raikes,  Cambridge  University)  :  Missives 
of  the  kind  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  have  occasionally  been  sent 
through  the  post,  but  I  think  snch  cases 
have  been  snfSciently  provided  for  by 
existing  legislation.  Under  the  present 
law  no  indecent,  obscene,  or  offensive 
matter    can    be    sent   by   post,   and  if 
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tendered  for  transmission  would  be 
refused,  or  if  detected  in  transit  would 
be  datained  and  confiscated,  and 
the  sender  would  be  liable  to  prosecution. 
If  the  hon.  Member  has  any  particular 
case  in  his  mind  and  will  furnish  me 
with  the  particulars  I  will  have  it 
properly  investigated.  I  may  state  that 
a  person  was  convicted  iu  December 
laNt  of  sending  offensive  post  cards  and 
wRs  tiaed  ,£10  for  each  offence  or  one 
muuth'a  impr:sonmentwith  hard  labour, 

ANONYMOUS  LEAFLETS. 

Jfit.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Monsghan, 
N.  1 :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
hf  is  aware  that  an  anonymous  leaflet, 
entitled  The  present  poHlum  of  the  Irish 
j'liriifr  under  the  Land  Acta,  purporting 
to  be  a  synopsis  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881 
and  of  the  Ashbourne  Act,  was  distri- 
buted by  the  Irish  Constabnlary  amongst 
thf  fiirmers  of  Iieland  generally,  but  in 
piirticular  on  estates,  during  the  Parlia- 
TiieTitoi'y  recess,  where  the  combinatiod 
kimw  I  as  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is 
iilL'g-ed  to  exist ;  whether  he  can  say  by 
whom  and  for  what  purpose  this  docu- 
ment was  published  and  distributed ; 
whetlur  it  was  with  his  knowledge  and 
authority  that  the  police  undertook  its 
diatribation ;  and  whether  the  expense 
of  publication  of  this  leaflet  was  defrayed 
by  the  public  funds;  and,  if  so,  under 
what  head  or  department  will  the 
amount  appsar  on  the  Estimates  to  be 
subniitbed  to  Parliament  1 

JlR.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  explana- 
tory mitice  referred  to  was  circulated  by 
the  Irish  Goveirnment  for  the  informa- 
tiunuf  tenants  throughout  Ireland,  many 
(if  ivhi>m  appeared  to  be  unaware  of,  or 
impji-fjctly  acquaiiitad  with, their  position 
iiiuliT  the  land  legislation  of  late  years. 
Tlif  difitribution  was  not  specially  made 
to  any  particular  estates,  hut  equally 
throughout  Ireland.  The  notice  was 
distributed  bj-  the  Royal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary. It  was  also  sent  to  post  offices. 
The  expenses  of  printing  will  be  borne 
hy  the  Stationery  Ofiice  Vote.  The 
iiiis(\>|Uneous  expenses  will  f?ll,  to  the 
c-.itent  of  about  £31,  on  the  Constabulary 
y>.jt',  iind  of  about  £12  on  the  Chief 
Si'Civtnry's  Otfice  Vote. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W,)  :  By  whom 
was  this  docnment  drawn  ap,  and  do  the 
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Grovemment  hold  themselves  responsible 
for  it  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  believe  that 
the  statements  contained  in  it  are 
perfectly  tmstworthy. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Who  prepared  them  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
Who  is  responsible  for  the  Law  Officers  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  take  npon 
myself  the  responsibility. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Were  the  services 
of  the  Law  Officers  nsed  and  delegated  in 
preparing  the  statements  contained  in  this 
document  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not  think 
it  is  usnal  for  the  Grovemment  to  state 
the  particular  advice  they  receive  from 
their  law  officers. 

DISTQftBANCES  AT   CONLAGOWN 
CHURCH. 

•  Dr.  tanner  :  A  question  appears  on 
the  paper  in  my  name  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
if  he  can  stata  what  was  the  cause  of  the 
disturbances  which  have  quite  recently 
taken  place  at  Conlagown  Church  ;  and 
whether  an  immediate  inquiry  will  be 
made  into  the  case?  As  the  question 
appears  in  a  mutilated  form  I  prefer  to 
put  it  on  a  future  occasion. 

INDIA  — SERVICES  — AGE    OF 
CANDIDATES. 

IJMr.  MARK-STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  whether  the 
despatch  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  raising  the  limit  of  the  age  of 
candidates,  was  concurred  in  by  a  ma- 
jority of  the  members  of  his  Council; 
and,  if  not,  whether  any  dissents  have 
been  recorded  ;  and  whether  there  is  any 
objection  to  lay  such  dissents,  if  any,  upon 
the  Table  1 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  op  STATE 
FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst,  Chatham)  : 
The  despatch  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
referred  to  in  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  was  not  concurred  in  by  a 
majority  of  the  members  of  the  Council 
for  India.  If  the  hon.  Member  will 
move  for  the  information  for  which  he 
asks  it  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table. 
Mr,  Sexton 


THE  INDIAN  INDEMNITY  BILL. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  under 
what  statutory  authority  the  Secretary 
of  State  claims  to  have  allowed  the 
Indian  Indemnity  Bill  of  the  14th 
October  last  so  that  disallowance  is  now 
impossible ;  whether  the  sole  statutory 
provisions  as  to  the  power  of  the  Crown 
to  disallow  laws  and  regulations  made  by 
the  Governor  General  of  India,  in  Council, 
are  those  contained  in  the  24  and  25  Vic. 
c.  67,  ss.  21  and  23  ;  whether  the  power 
of  the  Crown  to  disallow  under  Section 
21  can  be  exercised  without  limit  of 
time,  and  under  Section  23  within  six 
months  from  the  promulgation  of  the 
ordinance  ;  and  whether  the  Government 
will  give  the  House  au  early  opportunity 
of  discussing  the  Indian  Indemnity  BiU 
with  a  view  to  its  disallowance  ? 

Sir  J.  GORST  :  Section  21  of  24 
and  25  Vic,  c.  67,  is  the  only  section 
which  empowers  the  Crown  to  disallow 
an  Act  which  has  been  passed  with  the 
approval  of  the  Governor  General  of  India. 
No  limitation  of  time  is  specified,  but 
if  an  Act  is  disallowed,  the  disallowance 
is  required  to  be  signified  by  Her 
Majesty  through  the  Secretary  of  State 
in  Council.  In  the  present  case  the 
Crown,  having,  through  the  Secretary  of 
State,  in  the  usual  manner  signified  that 
the  Act  will  be  left  to  its  operation,  the 
Secretary  of  State  is  advised  that  the 
matter  is  at  an  end.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  will  therefore  see  that  the 
last  part  of  his  question  requires  no  an- 
swer. 

*Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  Am  I  to  under- 
stand that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
corrects  the  answer  which  he  gave  the 
other  day  that  the  Secretary  of  State  had 
power  to  disallow  an  Act,  although  it 
might  have  been  previously  allowed  ? 

♦Sir  J.  GORST :  If  I  said  so  I  must 
have  been  guilty  of  some  inaccuracy  of 
language.  When  the  Crown  has  signified 
its  assent  the  Act  must  remain  in  opera- 
tion. 

INDIAN  GRIEVANCES. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  hi» 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  a  petition 
signed  by  Sir  W.  Wedderburn,  Bart.,  as 
President  of  the  Indian  National  Con- 
gress, recently  held  in  Bombay,  asking 
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for  the  restoration  of  the  right  of  raising 
matter  of  grievance,  with  Mr.  Speaker  in 
the  Chair,  prior  to  the  annual  Budget 
statement ;  and  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  consent  to  a  Resolution  in  the 
terms  of  that  petition  or  in  those  of  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Kensington  ? 

♦The  first  lord  of  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smfih,  Strand,  Westminster)  : 
Mj  attention  has  been  called  to  a  petition 
signed  by  Sir  W.  Wedderburn,  as  Presi- 
dent of  the  Indian  National  Congress 
recently  held  in  Bombay,  and  also  to  the 
Resolution  founded  on  it  standing  in  the 
name  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
North  Kensington  (Sir  Roper  Leth- 
bridge),  but  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  not  prepared  to  recommend  such  an 
alteration  in  the  rules  of  the  Hous3  as  is 
suggested  in  the  question,  as  they  are  of 
opinion  that  it  is  of  greatar  advantage  to 
the  interests  of  India  that  the  time  at 
which  the  Indian  Budget  should  be  con- 
tsidered  should  be  fixed  than  that  Motions 
should  be  raised  on  the  Motion  for  going 
into  Committee.  A  Bill  will  be  intro- 
duced in  the  course  of  the  pres3nt 
S3Ssion  which  will  give  hon.  Members 
an  opportunity  for  the  discussion  of 
Indian  grievances. 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  Is  the  Bill  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  rafers 
likely  to  be  introduced  early  in  the 
Session  1  A  very  lata  introduction  of  a 
Bill  would  only  further  delay  and  irritate. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Yes,  Sir  ;  I  hope 
that  it  will  be  introduced  at  an  early 
period,  so  as  to  afford  the  opportunity  for 
discussion  which  hon.  Membsrs  desire. 

FOX-HUNTINa. 

Mr.  COBB  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Minister 
for  Agriculture  whether  his  attention 
kas  bien  called  to  the  procsedings  of 
numerous  meetings  of  Chambers  of 
Agriculture,  Farmers'  Clubs,  and  other 
bodies,  which  have  recently  been  held 
to  take  into  consideration  the  best  means 
of  carrying  on  fox-hunting;  and, 
whether  he  proposes  to  take  any  steps 
in  the  interest  of  tenant  farmers  and 
agriculturists  generally,  either  by 
making  suggestions  to  masters  of 
liounds,  or  by  promoting  a  conference 
in  London  of  those  interested  in  the 
subject,  to  assist  fox-hunting,  by  making 
it  more  beneficial  to  agriculture,  and  by 
flattling     the    following    among    other 
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questions :  as  to  obliging  fox-hunters  by 
means  of  a  general  subscription  to  the 
hunt  to  pay  for  their  sport  as  other 
people  pay  for  other  sports  ;  as  to  re- 
quiring the  payment  of  some  increased 
subscription  from  horse  dealers  and 
others  who  US3  hunting  8S  a  means  of 
livelihood ;  as  to  offering  greater  facili- 
ties to  hunting  men  of  purchasing  their 
horses  and  forage  direct  from  tenant 
farmers,  instead  of  from  middlemen, 
either  by  establishing  a  register,  or  by 
some  other  means ;  as  to  forming  com- 
mittees of  agriculturists  to  confer 
with  hunt  committees,  and  appointing 
field  stewards  to  check  reckless  riding, 
and  wanton  damage  to  fences,  crops,  and 
stock? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD  or 
AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Chaplin,  Lincoln- 
shire, Sleaford)  :  The  hon.  Member 
has  put  on  the  paper  no  less  than 
six  questions  aa  to  the  best  mode 
of  carrying  on  fox-hunting  in  the 
future.  I  presume  he  addresses  them 
to  me  rather  in  the  character  of  an  ex- 
master  of  foxhounds  than  in  that  of  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture, 
for  although  I  have  referred  again  to 
the  Act,  and  although  the  subject  is  one 
which  is  thoroughly  congenial  to  me,  it 
appears  that,  owing  to  an  unfortunate 
omission  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  the  charge  of  fox-hunting 
interests  was  not  included  in  the 
list  of  duties  which  were  r3legated 
to  that  D3partment  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  Act.  At  the  same  time 
the  courtesy  which  is  due  to  the  hon. 
Member  would  induc3  me  to  offer  the 
best  reply  that  I  can.  The  only  meet- 
ing of  the  character  to  which  he  refers 
in  his  questions  of  which  any  report 
has  reached  me  was  a  meeting,  I  under- 
stand, between  repressntatives  of  the 
Warwickshire  Cliamber  of  Agriculture 
on  the  one  hand  and  some  gentlemen 
representing  the  South  "Warwickshire 
on  the  subject  of  bai-bed  wire  fencing 
being  us  3d  in  that  county — a  mcst  per- 
nicious practice,  in  my  humble  opinion, 
which  often  inflicts  much  suffering  on 
horses  as  well  as  on  hounds,  which  i<i 
frequently  attended  with  serious 
danger  to  the  limbs  and  even  the  lives 
of  human  beings,  and  which,  if  it  be- 
came general,  must  be  absolutely 
destructive  of  hunting  in  this  cuuntr> , 
altogether.     But  from  what  I  know  my- 
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self  of  Warwickshire  farmers,  and,  until 
I  am  assured  to  the  .contrary,  I  shall 
decline  to  believe  that  an  amicable  under- 
standing will  not  quickly  be  come  to 
which  will  be  satisfactory  to  all  parties 
who  are  concerned.  I  am  afraid  of 
detaining  the  House,  but  the  hon.  Mem- 
bar  goes  on  to  ask  whether  I  propose,  by 
making  suggestions  to  masters  of  hounds 
or  by  a  conference  in  London,  to  promote 
any  one  or  all  of  the  following  objects  : — 
First,  to  make  a  subscription  compulsory 
on  every  one  who  goes  out  hunting ; 
secondly,  to  require  an  increased  sub- 
scription from  dealers  and  others  who 
make  a  livelihood  from  it ;  thirdly,  to 
offer  facilities  for  the  purchase  of  horses 
and  forage  diroct  from  farmers  rather 
than  middlemen ;  and  fourthly,  to  check 
wanton  damage  to  fences,  to  ci"ops,  and 
to  stock.  As  to  the  last  point  that  is  a 
matter  which  can  be  far  more  effectually 
dealt  with  by  the  master  than  by  any 
one  else,  and  with  ragard  to  the  others, 
I  do  not  propose  to  take  any  action  of  the 
kind  he  suggests.  First,  because  I 
should  ragard  it  as  outside  of  the  province 
of  this  Department;  and  secondly,  because 
I  am  of  opinion  that  matters  of  this  kind 
ar3  far  betfcar  left  to  the  good  sense  and 
the  good  feeling  of  the  parties  concerned. 

FOOT  AND   MOUTH  DISEASE. 

Mr  CHARLES  DARLING  (Deptford): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  what  is  now  the  condition 
of  Germany  and  of  the  Duchies  of 
Schleswig-Holstein  in  regard  to  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  amongst  the  cattle  thera, 
and  whether  thera  is  any  immediate 
prospect  of  the  import  of  cattle  from 
those  countries  being  soon  permitted  1 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  The  statistics  pre- 
parid  by  the  Imperial  sanitary  authority 
for  the  third  quarter  of  1889  showed 
that  foot-and-mouth  disease  was  very 
widely  spread  over  Germany,  and  that  it 
attacked  during  that  quarter  78,501 
cattle.  58,530  sheep,  15,917  swine. 
Amongst  other  places  where  it  existed 
during  that  quarter  were  Lubeck,  on  the 
boundary  of  Holstiin,  Hamburg,  and 
Bremen,  the  two  latter  being  also  near 
to  the  Holstein  frontier.  By  a  return 
compiled  by  the  Prussian  Ministry  of 
Agriculture  up  to  December  31  the 
disease  still  existed  at  Liineburg,  near 
Hamburg,  as  well  as  in  other  parts  of 
Germany  and  the  Rhine  provinces.  By 
Ml'  CJiaplin 


a  further  return  from  the  German 
Embassy,  dated  the  1st  inst.,  covering  & 
report  Irom  the  Brunswick  Ministry,  the 
disease  was  reported  in  two  districts  in 
that  province.  It  has  not  been  the 
practice  to  admit  cattle  from  Schleswig- 
Holstein  between  December  31  and  the 
end  of  June  following,  when  the  cattle 
from  that  country,  which  are  grass  fed, 
are  ready  for  exportation.  Even  if  an 
Order  were  now  passed^it  is  improbable 
that  the  trade  would  be  important,  bnfe 
if  effectual  measuies  are  taken  by  the 
German  Government  to  check  and 
restrain,  there  is  no  reason  why  the 
Board  should  not  consider  the  question 
again  before  the  time  when  the  Order  is 
usually  passed.  I  can  assure  my  hon. 
Friend  that  these  restrictions  shall  not 
be  maintained  a  moment  longer  than  I 
believe  them  to  be  necessary. 

GROCERS'  LICENSES  IN  SCOTLAND. 

Mb.  LENG  (Dundee) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Lord  Advocate  whether  his  att^ention 
has  been  directed  to  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Grocers'  Licenses 
in  Scotland,  and  whether  he  is  prepared 
to  take  any  steps  to  give  legislative  effect 
to  the  recommendations  which  that  Com- 
mission made  12  years  ago? 

*Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  My  atten- 
tion has  recently  been  directed  to  the 
Report  referred  to,  but  I  cannot  give  the 
hon.  Member  any  undertaking  that  the 
Government  will  at  present  propose 
legislation  on  the  subject. 

TELEGRAPH  CLERK8. 

Mr.  PRITCHARD  MORGAN  (Mer- 
thyr  Tydvil)  :  I  beg  to  ask-  the  Post- 
master General  whether  he  is  now  pre- 
pared to  grant  the  prayer  of  the  Tele- 
graph Clerks  throughout  the  United 
Kingdom,  for  the  abolition  of  deductions 
from  their  pay  during  absence  from  duty 
caused  by  sickness  ? 

.♦Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  fear,  Sir,  that  this  is 
not  altogether  practicable  ;  but  a  scheme 
is  now  under  my  consideration  which 
will,  I  hope,  go  no  little  way  in  the  di- 
rection indicated. 

MOUSSA  BEY. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  it  is 
true,  a>s  stated  in  telegrams  received  from 
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Constantinople  on  Friday,  that  the  Pablic 
Prosecutor  has  decided  that  there  is  no 
ground  for  proceeding  with  the  principal 
counts  in  the  indictment  drawn  up  for 
the  new  trial  of  Moussa  Bey  ? 

Sib  J.  FERGUSSON :  We  are  informed 
that  in  the  late  trial'  Moussa  Bey  was 
acquitted  on  four  points ;  that  subse- 
quently in  three  other  cases  what  we  call 
a  prima  facie  case  was  not  held  to  be 
established  ;  that  some  others  of  an  im- 
portant character  remain  under  con- 
sideration by  the  Public  Prosecutor's 
Department,  but  are  as  yet  not  in  a 
stag*  to  go  to  trial.  In  the  case  of 
certain  other  very  grave  accusations 
fresh  evidence  has  been  required  from 
the  scene  of  the  alleged  crimes. 

IRE  LAND -POLICE  ESCORTS. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (Lsitrim,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  by  whose  authority 
a  police  escort  has  been  recently  follow- 
ing Mr.  John  Fitzgibbon,  of  Castlerea, 
when  attending  at  funerals,  at  quarter 
sessions,  at  mass,  and  at  the  meeting  of 
the  Suck  Drainage  Board,  of  which  he 
is  a  member  ;  what  is  there  in  the  state 
of  the  county  of  Roscommon  which 
justifies  this  use  of  members  of  the 
constabulary,  who  might  be  either  dis- 
pensed with  altogether  or  allowed  to 
discharge  the  ordinary  duties  of  con- 
stabulary ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Member  to  defer  the  question  until 
to-morrow. 


THE  MAYOR  OF  CORK. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that,  on 
Tuesday  last,  the  11th  instant,  at  the 
Cork  terminus  of  the  Great  Southern 
Western  Railway,  on  the  arrival  of  the 
1.30  train  from  Mallow,  Head  Constable 
Cummins,  of  the  Irish  Police,  forcibly 
prevented  Mr.  D.  Horgan,  Mayor  of  Cork, 
from  spaaking  to  Mr.  Thomas  Barry, 
Poor  Law  Guardian  of  Elillaraller,  who 
arrived  by  the  said  train,  under  escort, 
being  a  bail  prisoner ;  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  the  Head  Constable,  on  being 
remonstrated  with  by  the  Mayor,  stated 
he  did  so  by  authority,  those  being  his 
orders,  and  by  what  authority,  and  by 
whose  orders,  did  the  policeman  in 
question  act  ? 
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Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Constabu- 
lary Authorities  report  that  a  cordon  of 
police  was  drawn  around  the  prisoner  to 
preserve  order.   Mr.  Horgan  endeavoured 

to  force  his  arm  through  the  cordon. 
The  Head  Constable  kept  the  prisoner 
back.  The  orders  referred  to  by  the 
Head  Constable  are  the  ordinary  orders 
of  the  Force,  and  the  practice  on  such 
occasions. 

THE  ARRAN  MURDERER, 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate, 
whether  he  will  communicate  to  the 
House  the  substance  of  the  Report  of  the 
three  medical  experts  appointed  by 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  to  examine 
the  mental  condition  of  J.  W.  Laurie, 
who  was  convicted  of  the  murder  of  an 
English  tourist  in  Arran :  and,  whether 
these  experts  unanimously  reported  that 
in  their  judgment  Laurie  was  "not 
irresponsible ;"  and,  if  so,  upon  what 
grounds  the  Secretary  •  for  Scotland 
advised  Her  Majesty  to  commute  the 
capital  sentence  ? 

♦Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  It  would 
be  quite  contrary  to  practice  for  me  to 
communicate  to  the  House  the  substance 
of  the  Report  leceived  by  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland.  I  may,  however,  inform 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  words  quoted 
in  the  question  were  not  used  by  the 
medical  experts, 

THE  ARREARS  ACT. 

Mr.  HAYDEN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  what  was  the  amount  paid  to 
Mr.  Percy  Morgan,  J.P.  for  the  counties 
of  Westmeath,  Roscommon,  and  Wex- 
ford, under  the  Arrears  Act  of  1882,  on 
account  of  arrears  alleged  to  be  due  by 
his  tenant  Bernard  Clogher,  of  Cartron, 
in  the  county  Roscommon ;  in  the 
Schedule  sworn  to  by  Mr.  Morgan  what 
was  the  amount  alleged  to  be  the  then 
annual  rent ;  and,  in  the  same  Schedule, 
sworn  to  before  Mr.  C.  Hjindcock,  J.P. 
for  Westmeath,  on  the  28th  November, 
1882,  what  was  the  amount  'of  arrears 
alleged  to  be  due  on  the  1st  day  of 
November,  1880? 

Mr.    a.    J.   BALFOUR:  The    Land 
Commissioners  ask  that  this  question  may 
be  deferred  until  Friday. 
S  2 
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/^TTTTiofnTi^vic-  capable  of  beine:  sent  out  to  be  printed  : 

and  whether  the  same  was  in  the  posses- 

COLONEL  HUGHES  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  gio^  of  the  officials  of  the  House  only  in 

First   Lord   of   the   Treasury,   whether,  ^  state  of  "  dummy  "  ? 
Wng  regard  to  the  fact  that  last  Session        ^^  ^    ^  g^^^^  ^  ^  misconception 

*-here  were   5,987  printed  Questions  on  ,  .  i.    j.u  •         i. 

j.t_     r\  J      T»  1.        -11  -J       XI-  bas  arisen  as  to  the  answer  eiven  by  my 

the  Order  Paper,  he  will  consider  the      •  i  .  i  j  i  j   t?  •     j  xl     t  ^  i 

J   •    i_'i-i_    1      ^      •  X-      XL     A  riffht  hon.  and  learned  rriendthe  Lora 

advisability  also  of  printing  the  Answers  aj         x  rn^    j       xxi.1.        xr  ^ 

f   r\      i.'       (t  .  Advocate  on  Tuesday  to  the  hon.  Mem- 

^      -  ber.    The  rule  which  governs  the  practice 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :   The  subject  to  of  the  Department  was  strictly  followed 

which  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  calls  with  regard  to  the  Scotch  Education  Code 

attention  is  one  involving  considerations  fori  890.  The  title  of  the  Code  was  laid  on 

of  great  difficulty.     There  is  little  doubt  *^^7?^-!  ""^  ^^\  ?'''''!,'  ^^  f^  ^^ 

°         -J      i_i  ^  1      •         CXI  •  itself  m  its  complete  and  final  form  was 

that  considerable  waste  of  the  time  of  this  ^^^  f^j.  printing  and  distribution  on  the 

House  occurs  by  the  practice  of  putting  ^^^  ^    ^  ^he  printers  of  the  House  by 

questions  to  Ministers  which  might  more  ^he  Scotch  Education  Office.     lam  in- 

€uitably  form  the  subject  of  a  letter  to  f^^.^^^  ^^^j.  ^^le  printers  hope  to  be  able 

the  Minister  whose  D.partment  is  con-  ^  distribute  the  Code  on  Tuesday, 
earned ;    but    it    is    at    least    doubtful 
whether  the  proposal  that    all  answers 

flhould  be  printed  would  be  adopted  by  the  ^^^^^(X)iSllSS^ION^^^^^ 

House  without  lengthened  debate.      The        ^^     -r^  *  r»^Tx^TT   ^^    -,   r^-    n    ▼  ^    * 
subject  is  not  one  on  which  the  Govern-        ^\  PARNELL  (Cork  City)  :  I  beg  to 

ment    is    prepared    to   invito   the   con-  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  what 

sideration  of  the  House  at  present.  steps  the   Government  propose  to  take 

with  regard  to  the  Report  of  the  Special 

THE  LUNACY  LAWS.  ^^"^""tj  c...r..r    rr,.    r. 
HIT      eATm  /OX  rc    j\      T  1-       X        1         Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  Grovemment 

Mr.  salt  (Stafford)  :    I  beg  to  ask  ^^^^^  g:-  x^  -^-^^  ,Ug  jTouse  to  state 

the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  if  a  Bill  P^^P^^®'  ^'^'  ^  ^^^^^®  ^^®  ^^^«®  ^  «^^ 
for    the    consolidation    of    the    Lunacy        **That    Parliament,    having    oonstituted   a 

Laws    will    be    introduced    during    the  Special  CommiMion  to  inquire  into  the  charges 

«««o«^4^  q:«c.o:^«  .  ««;i    ;*  «^       i.  4.u  i.  *°d  alle^tions  made  against  certain  Membera 

present  Session  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  such  ^j  Parliament   and    other    personB,    and    the 

Bill  will   be  one  of  simple   consolidation  Report  of    the    Commissioners    haring    been 

only,  or  whether  fresh  legislation  will  be  piesented  to  Parliament,  this  House  adopts  the 

introduced  ;   and,  if  the  latter,  whether  l^eport  and  thanks  the  Goramissioners  for  their 

^«««  ,^;ii  u«   +«i^««  x^   4«  i,-««x^  ^-  i.'     XI  Ju8t   and    imnartial    conduct    in  the  matters 

care  will  be   taken  to  indicate  distinctly  J.^^^^^^  ^  ^^em  :   and  orders  that  the  said 

in    which    respects   new    matter  is    con-  Report  be  entered  on   the    Journals    of    the 

tained  in  the  Bill  ?  House.'* 

♦Mr.    W.    H.    SMITH:    A   Bill    will  I   hop3    it   will   be    in   my    power    to 

shortly   be   introduced   relating   to    the  move      this      Resolution      on     Monday 

Lunacy   Laws,   and   it   will   be   one    of  next,    but    I    name    the    data    subject, 

simple    consolidation    only.      No    fresh  of  course,  to  the  progress  of  public  business, 

legislation    will     be     introduced.      The  It  is  obvious  that  the  Address  must  be 

Lunacy  Laws   Amendment  Act   of  last  disposed  of  in  the  first  instance,  and  that 

Session  comes   into  force  on  the   1st  of  the  exigencies  of  Supply  must  also  be 

May,  and  it  is  hoped  that  the  Consolida-  considered.     The   House   is   aware   that 

tioii  Act,  as  a  Code    for    the  guidance  certain  financial  measures  must  be'  passed 

of  those  concerned  in  the  administration  before  the   expiration   of   the    financial 

of  the  law,  may  be  passed  before  that  year  in  the  month  of  March  ;  but,  subject 

date.  to  these  conditions,  it  will  be  the  desire 

of  the  Government  to  ask  the  House  to 

THE  SCOTCH  EDUCATION  CODE.  consider  this  Resolution   at  the  earliest 

Mr.      CALDWELL      (Glasgow,     St.  possible  moment. 
Rollux)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of        Mr.    T.    M.    HEALY  :    May    I    ask 

the  Treasury  when  the  Scotch  Education  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  whether  the 

Code  for  1890  was  laid  upon  the  Table  of  Address  will  be  moved  by  Sir  Richard 

the    House   in   a  completed    condition,  Webster? 


ELECTORAL  DISABILITIES  '(NAVAL,  MILITARY, 
AND  POLICE   BILL.) 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney  Generml,  BiJl  to 
remove  certain  Diiabilities  of  persons  engaged 
in  Naval«  Military,  and  Police  Duty  to  be 
registered  as  Electors  at  Parliamentary  and 
Local  Elections,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Attorney  General  and  Mr.  Solicitor  G^eneral. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  146.] 

ALLOTMENTS  ACT  (1887)   AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ritchie,  Bill  to  provide  for 
an  appeal  from  a  sanitary  authority  failing  to 
carry  into  effect  "  The  Allotments  Act,  lt<87," 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Ritchie,  Mr. 
Chaplin,  and  Mr.  Long. 

Bill  presented,  aod  read  first  time.  [Bill  147.] 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 
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M  n  T  T  n  or  <^  f  ectly  mad,  I  do  not  think  it  is  straining 

M  U  1  I  U  M  b.  .  matters  too  much  to  conclude  that  it  is 

possibly  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member's 
own  faculties  rather  than  those  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  that  are  temporarily  in 
a  state  of  disrepair.  But,  at  any  rate, 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  is  not  the 
man  we  wanted  to  hear  or  have  a 
right  to  hear.  Still  less  wa8  it  the  in- 
offensive and  learned  gentleman  who 
was  put  up  to  answer  the  speech  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr; 
Parnell).  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  is  the  man  responsible  for  the 
administration  of  Ireland,  and  if  he  ha« 
a  defence  to  make  we  ought  to  hear  it 
in  good  time  to  be  in  a  position  to 
answer  it.  ^  I  venture  to  submit  that  he 
has  no  right  to  lie  in  ambush  until  the 
end  of  the  debate  when  we  will  have  no 
opportunity  of  returning  his  fire  or  of 
exposing  his  inaccuracies.  No  doubt 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  stand  up 
to-morrow  night  and  make  a  very  clever 
speech.  We  admit  that  he  always  does 
make  clever  speeches,  evading  always 
great  issues,  full  always  of  small  points 
and  smartnesses.  It  is  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  brilliancy  and  gibas  and 
ijophistries  that  we  impugn ;  that  is  a 
matter  for  his  own  Party,  who  have  had 
to  suffer  pretty  dearly  for  the  right  hon^ 
Gentleman's  sarcastic  fireworks.  The 
point  for  us  is  whether  his  gibes  and  his 
nisi  prius  points  have  succeeded  in 
crushing  the .  National  League,  and 
whether  they  have  succeeded  in  altering 
by  one  jot  or  hair'u-breadth  the  feeling  of 
determination  of  the  Irish  people.  The 
hon.  Gentleman,  a  coaple  of  weeks  agOy 
told  us  in  a  public  letter  that  he  was  per- 
fectly delighted  with  the  progress  he  ha» 
made  in  the  affections  of  the  Irish  people. 
[Expressions  of  dissent,^  All  I  can  say 
is  that  the  letter  is  in  existence,  and 
that  I  read  it  myself  in  the  Manchester 
Examiner,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's, 
own  paper.  I  do  not  deny  that  the 
Irish  people  have  made  lately  a  very 
remarkable  demonstration  of  their  feel- 
ings in  regards  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. During  his  short  term  of  office 
they  have  raised  no  less  a  sum  than 
£120,000  by  way  of  a  national  testi- 
monial in  acknowledgment  of  his 
services,  but,  somehow  or  other,  instead 
of  presenting  it  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man they  presented  it  to  the  National 
League — that  National  League    which 


ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  UER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Ques- 
tion [14th  February.]— [See  page  332.] 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Debate  resumed. 

(4.15.)  Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Cork,  N.E.)  * 
I  think  that  we  Irish  Members,  at  all 
events,  have  some  right  to  complain  of 
the  habit — the  growing  habit — of  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  defer  his  speeches 
until  the  end  of  all  Irish  debates  when 
there  is  no  sufficient  opportunity  for 
answering  him.  There  is  clearly  no 
sufficient  object  in  following  speakers  like 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Armagh  (ColonelSaun- 
derson),  through  the  burlesque  entertain- 
ment, very  rollicking  and  very  amusing, 
no  doubt,  which  he  presented  to  the 
Hous3  the  other  night.  So  far  as  I 
can  S3e,  the  only  serious  statament 
made  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
was  that  Ireland  is  at  the  present  moment 
happy,  tranquil,  and  thriving.  But  he 
told  us  in  a  ssntence  or  two  afterwards, 
or,  at  all  events,  he  expressed  a  some- 
what diffident  hope,  that  this  same 
Ireland  would  soon  come  to  her  senses. 
Well,  Sir,  when  a  man  in  one  sentence 
tells  us  that  Iraland  ig  perfectly  happy 
and  in  the  next  breath  tells  us  she  is  per- 
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he  assnred  this  House  almost  two  years 
ago,  on  his  reputation  as  a  statesman, 
was  as  dead  as  a  door  nail,  and  was  a 
thing  of  the  past.  [Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 
dissented.]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
free  to  take  his  choice  between  those 
phrases. 

♦The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  I  never  used  them. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN  :  All  I  can  say  is 
that  I  am  speaking  within  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  House,  and  1  leave  it  to  the 
House  to  decide  whether  I  have  invented 
the  phrase,  or  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  successfully  forgotten  it. 
♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  only  inter- 
rupt because  the  hon.  Gentleman 
distinctly  misrepresents  something  I  said 
in  the  House  two  years  ago.  What  I 
stated  then  was  that  in  the  suppressed 
districts  the  National  League  was  a  thing 
of  the  jiast. 

Mr.  W.  OTBRIEN:  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
get  very  much  comfort  from  that.  At  this 
moment  it  is  very  hard  to  tell  what  is, 
or  what  is  not,  a  suppressed  district.  If 
there  is  one  county  in  Ireland  which  is 
unquestionably  a  suppressed  district  it 
is  the  County  of  Cork. .  That  suppressed 
district  has  just  contributed  £8,000  to 
the  support  of  the  evicted  tenants  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  administration. 
That  is  how  the  Irish  people  have  testi- 
fied their  appreciation  of,  and  their 
delight  in,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
No  doubt  ho  is  a  great  favourite  with 
the  loyal  minority;  but  up  to  the  present 
the  admiration  of  the  loyal  minority  has 
not  taken  the  form  of  £120,000,  although 
we  are  so  constantly  assured  that  the 
loyal  minority  possess  all  the  wealth  and 
all  the  public  spirit  of  the  community. 
At  the  present  moment  it  seems  to  task 
all  the  wealth  and  public  spirit  of  the 
loyal  minority  to  raise  a  small  collection 
rfor  one  of  the  unfortunate  victims  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell).  The  results  have  been 
modestly  concealed  up  to  the  present.  I 
should  not  be  surprised  if,  in  the  hon. 
Member's  next  indiscreet  moment,  we 
have  him  blurting  out  that  the  loyal 
minority  are  "  dead-heads"  in  the  matter 
of  subscriptions  as  well  as  "  dead- heads  " 
in  intellect ;  that  they  are  "  laggards  in 
love  as  well  as  dastards  in  war."  They 
Jiave  to  come  to  England  for  their  sub- 
J/n  W,  aBrien 


scriptions,  as  they  have  had  to  go  to 
Scotland  for  their  •  orator.  Seriously 
speaking,  we  now  have  had  nearly  three 
years  of  the  Government's  oppressions 
and  of  their  prosecutions  and  of  their 
sneering  speeches,  and  where  have  they 
all  landed  us  1  How  often  are  we  told  in 
this  House  that  there  are  two  rival  powers 
in  Ireland,  and  that  this  Act  was  passed 
to  crush  one  of  them.  Has  it  been 
crushed  ?  Will  anyone  stand  up  in  this 
House  and  say  that  he  seriously  believes 
that  the  rival  power  is  not  this  day  more 
deeply  rooted  than  ever,  or  more  power- 
ful than  ever,  than  an3rthing  else  in  those 
suppressed  districts,  and  more  likely 
than  ever  it  is  to  end,  instead  of  being 
driven  out,  in  driving  the  Government 
out  of  the  Island,  and  becoming  the 
National  Government  itself?  [Minis- 
terial cheers.^  I  cannot  altogether 
interpret  that  cheer ;  I  only  know  that 
it  is  not  a  cheer  which  seems  to  indicate 
much  hope.  All  I  can  say,  as  to  the 
glosses  that  are  put  upon  every  idle  word 
that  Irish  Members  speak,  is  that  they 
speak  their  sentiments  plainly  enough, 
and  the  English  people  understand  them 
thoroughly.  The  Government  of  Ireland 
is  supposed  to  rest  upon  some  sort  of 
moral  authority.  Where  is  their  moral 
authority  in  Ireland?  What  moral 
authority  of  any  sort  or  type  have  they 
outside  the  walls  of  their  gaols,  or  the 
range  of  their  buckshot  ?  Nobody  loves 
them  in  Ireland;  nobody  serves  them 
except  for  pay,  either  past,  present, 
or  to  come.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cork  reminded  the 
House  that  the  Chief  Secretary  has 
had  the  greatest  opportunity  that  a  Chief 
Secretary  ever  had  in  recent  times 
in  Ireland.  He  has  had  years  of 
reviving  trade.  He  has  had  the 
country  absolutely  free — no  thanks  to 
him — from  those  terrible  murder  con- 
spiracies that  his  predecessors  had  to 
deal  with.  He  has  had  all  those 
advantages,  and  he  has  flung  his  opppor- 
tunity  away  through  the  miserable 
vanity,  for  it  comes  to  nothing  else,  of 
attempting  to  get  a  triumph  over  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  He  has  covered  his 
party  with  the  odium  of  perfectly 
objectless  and  futile  coercion,  and,  like 
the  old  man  in  the  fable,  he  has  lost  his 
ass  into  the  bargain — instead  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  conquering  the 
Plan    of    Campaign    it    has  conquered 


449 


Maje^s  Moat         {Febeuaby  17,  1890}         Gracious  Speech* 


4'SO 


him.  It  is  the  Government  who  are 
responsible,  not  merely  for  originating 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  but  it  is  they,  and 
they  alone,  who  are  responsible  during 
the  past  two  years  for  continuing  it. 
Again  and  again  in  this  House,  within 
those  two  years,  the  Irish  Members 
undertook  to  put  an  end  to  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  upon  the  one  condition 
of  the  Government  honestly  giving 
to  the  Irish  tenants  the  benefit  of  the 
land  legislation  of  1887,  which  they 
by  their  own  sacrifices  forced  upon 
the  Government.  During  the  last  two 
years  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  has  been  endeavouring 
not  to  suppress  crime,  but  to  put  the 
people  on  the  Plan  of  Campaign  estates 
outside  the  pale  of  the  law,  treating  them 
as  hastes  humani  generis,  whom  it  was 
open  for  any  one  to  crush ;  he  has  been 
trying,  in  the  words  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Hunts,  to  teach  a  lesson  to 
those  men  for  daring  to  combine,  for 
•daring  to  be  in  the  right,  for  daring  to 
be  more  than  a  match  for  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
You  have  been  trying  to  crush  and  ex- 
terminate those  tenants  by  your  superior 
forca,  by  your  wealth,  and  by  the  cruel 
powers  of  that  Coercion  Act  which  wa« 
given  to*  you  for  a  totally  different 
purpose ;  you  have  been  trying  to  make 
»n  example  of  this  poor  body  of  Irish 
tenants,  and  this  poor  body  has  made  an 
^example  of  you — for  it  has  stirred  up  the 
blood  of  Englishmen  against  the  petty  vin- 
dictive and  detestable  tyranny  which 
has  been  maintained.  One  single  generous 
Arrears  Clause  in  your  Act  of  1887 
would  have  saved  all  the  diflBculty ;  if 
jrou  had  made  a  single  step  in  the 
direction  of  arbitration  you  would  have 
jsettled  the  difficulty  long  ago,  and  you 
would  have  had  perfect  tranquillity 
:and  an  absolute  tabida  rasa  for 
<;arrring  out  a  Tory  policy.  But  it  was 
not  peace,  but  triumph,  that  you  desired. 
You  found  it  easier  to  continue  your 
-miserable  policy  of  coercion  than  to 
produce  a  new  policy  which  avoided 
<X)ercion.  You  have  sta'iven  for  nothing 
else  than  to  crow  over  us.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
wished  to  crush  the  men  who  have 
dEollowed  and  trusted  us ;  I  think  that 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  satisfied 
with  the  rasults,  Mark  Tapley  ought  to 
liave  been  a  Tory  Irish  Secretary.     At 


every  bye-election,  in  every  town  and 
village  of  England,  we  see  that  the  people  of 
Great  Britain  are  finding  out  that  instead 
of  crushing  the  national  spirit  in  Ireland 
khe  Government  have  been  simply  revivi- 
fying and  intensifying  it.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
affected  to  discover  some  incongruity  in 
the  terms  of  this  Amendment ;  but  the 
confusion  exists  only  in  the  mind  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member.  What  we 
charge  the  Government  with  is  that 
they  have  in  Ireland  the  most  crimeless 
country  in  Europe,  and  yet  are  not  able  to 
govern  it,  in  spite  of  deeds  worthy  of 
Russian  despotism,  only  so  much  meaner 
and  scurvier.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  brought  this  ignominy  on  him- 
self and  his  party  in  the  vain  endeavour 
to  crush  a  few  hundred  Irish  tenants, 
whose  cause  is  so  just  that  neither  the 
Chief  Sacretary  nor  the  landlords  dared  to 
submit  it  to  the  opinion  of  any  fairly- 
constituted  Court.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh  made  some 
vague  and  apparently  rather  bothered 
assertioiis  as  to  the'right  hon.  Gentleman's 
success  in  Ireland.  Against  these  vague 
assertions  we  place  propositions  which 
can  easily  be  tested  by  facts  and  par- 
ticulars. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
undertaken  five  different  lines  of  attack 
upon  public  liberty  in  Ireland.  We  are  in 
a  position  to  prove  that  upon  every  one  of 
those  lines  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
been  ignominiously  routed.  He  undertook 
to  put  down  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and 
failed.  He  undertook  to  crush  the 
National  League  and  failed  ;  to  intimidate 
the  Press  ;  he  failed  there  ignominiously. 
He  undertook  to  extract  evidence  by 
Star  Chamber  inquiry,  and  he  failed 
again.  He  undertook  to  make  impri- 
sonment in  Ireland  a  badge  of  degrada- 
tion and  disgrace — well,  I  will  leave 
the  English  people  to  give  their  opinion 
upon  that  question  some  fine  day.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  undertxx)k  to  put 
down  boycotting  in  the  sense  of  exclu- 
sive dealing,  such  as  the  Irish  Party  have 
ever  preached,  and  such  as  I  myself  for 
one,  in  the  circumstances  of  Ireland, 
preach  still.  I  wish  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  lay  upon  the  Table  the 
confidential  Report  of  his  commander-in- 
chief  in  Kerry,  Colonel  Caddell,  as  to 
how  he  has  succeeded.  Colonel  Caddell 
only  two  weeks  ago,  after  a  campaign  of 
six  months'  terrorism  in  Tipperary,  was 
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himself  ignominiously  evicted  from  the 
chief  hotel  in  the  town,  and  had  to  fall 
back   npon  the  police   barracks.     I  am 
told   that   the   proprietor  of    the   hotsl, 
himself  a  magistrate,  made  a  pilgrimage 
to  Dublin  Castle  to  beg  that  this  man, 
who  was  going  to  liberate  the  people  of 
Tipperary  from  intimidation,  should   be 
directed  to  clear  out  of  his  hotel.     We 
can      name      struggle     after     struggle, 
piarticular    after    particular,    in     which 
the    right  hon.    Gentleman   has   failed ; 
can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  name  any 
single    particular    in   which    the    Irish 
Party  has  failed,  or  one  single  struggle 
which  was  going  on  when  he  passed  his 
Coercion   Act,   which   is   not   going   on 
now,  unless  it  is  one  which  has  ended 
in  a  triumph  for  the  people  of  Ireland  ? 
If  the    right   hon.    Gentleman   has   the 
courage  of  his  own  self-complacency,   I 
hope  and  pray  that  he  may  be  tempted 
to  go  one  step  further,  and  that  he  and 
his  noble  relative  may  give  us  ah  oppor- 
tunity  of    a   General   Election,   to    try 
whether  the  electors  of   Great  Britain 
are  as  pjrfectly  delighted  with  his  work 
in  Ireland  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  is.     The  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
bir  for  North  Armagh  was  in  fear  that 
we    on   tliis   side   of    the    House    have 
overlooked  the  struggle  that  is  going  on 
in   Tipperary   on   the   Ponsonby  estate. 
But  the    hon.    and   gallant   Gentleman 
need  not  have  been  in  the  least  appre- 
hensive.     If    there   is   a   man   in   this 
House  who  at  this  moment  looks  more 
supremely     foolish      than     the      Chief 
Secretary,    it     is     the    unlucky     Mem- 
ber     for      South      Hunts.      He      has 
fallen  a  victim  to  the  boast  of  the  Chief 
Secretary;    he  guilelessly  believed  that 
the  power  of  the  National  League  was  a 
thing  of  the  past,  and  that  their  resources 
were  exhausted.     He  has  fallen  a  victim 
to  the  disastrous  prophecy  of  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman  the    Member  for   Bir- 
mingham, that  the  mission  of  the  hon. 
Member    for    East   Mayo    to    Australia 
would  not  defray  his  personal  expenses. 
In  an  unlucky  hour  the  hon.  Member  for 
S3uth  Hunts  believed  that  the  ground  was 
clear    for  the   Tory  policy   of  20  years, 
coercion  in  Ireland,  with  its  much  more 
important  pendant  of  20  years*  purchase 
for  the  Irish  landlord.     In  an  unlucky 
hour  fir  him  he   started  out  on  his  ad- 
ventures as  the  champion  of  the  land- 
lords and  the  conqueror  of  the  Plan  of 
Jfr.  W.  O'Brien 


Campaign,  and  he  has  had  his  advenivreft. 
Tough  customer  as  the  hon.  Member  may 
be,  he  has  met  tougher  customers  still; 
he  has  tackled    Tipperary  and   he  has 
caught  a  Tartar,  and  to  judge  by  appear- 
ances  he  does  not  seem  to  be  quite  satifl^ 
fied.     With  regard  to  myself,  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  North   Armagh 
has   charged  me  with  some   policy    of 
vengefulness   against  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Hunts.     I  can  assure  him  that 
so  far  from  that  being  the  case   I   never, 
had  the  pleasure  of  beholding  the  hon. 
Member  until  he  was  pointed  oui  to  me 
on  Friday  night.     My  only  feeling  is  one- 
of  commiseration  for  him  in  his  present 
plight,   and  for  the  misery  and  suffering 
he  has  wantonly  brought  upon  a  body  of 
tenantry   who   never  wronged  him,  and 
whom   his  own   agent  has  described  as 
the  victims   of   monstrous   rack-renting. 
During  the  past  two  weeks  Oanon  Keller 
and   myself  have  had  the  opportunity  of 
showing  the  facts  to  English   audiences, 
and    we    have    had    the   advantage   of 
his  following  us  and  replying  to  us.  The 
hon.  Member  has   had   assistance,  also,, 
from  that  respectable    body   represented 
by     Mr.    Houston,    which     has    estaft-^ 
lished  such   a  title'   to   be   heard   as   a 
pattern  of  truth  and  honour  and  honesty^ 
I  beg    the     hon.   Member's    pardon ;    I 
believe  that  the  hon.  Member  has  not 
had  the  assistance  of  that  body,  but  ef 
the  Liberal  Union.     For  my  own  part,  I 
have  never  heard  of  the  Liberal  Union.- 
He  has  had  the  assistance  also  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone,  who  I  rather 
suspect  is  the  Liberal  Union  of  Ireland! 
himself.     That  hon.  Member  seems  to  be^ 
taking  up   the  role  of  public  orator  for- 
every  rack-renting  landlord  in  distress  in 
Ireland.     He  went  to  Manchester;   but 
instead  of  arguing  the  matter  with  the 
people  of  that  city  he  said,   "  It  is  time: 
that   somebody    should    take    this   man 
(meaning   myself)    by   the   throat."      I 
should  have  imagined   there   had   been 
enough  of  taking  me  by  the  throaty  both 
literally  and  figuratively,  within  the  past 
few  years  ;  and  it  is  rather  a  bad  com- 
pliment to  the  hon.  Member's  friend  and 
patron,  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,, 
to   suggest  the  process   should  now  be? 
begun  all  over  again.     But  1  do  not  aialL 
resent  the    hon.     Member's    metaphors* 
from  the  New  Cut.     IF,  however,  he  is. 
going  to    follow   me   in   this   debate,  I 
should  like  to  remind  the  House  of  thej 
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wrigglings  of  the  hon.  Member  upon 
th-ia  very  qaestion  witliin  the  last  few 
years.  In  ]ft86  lie  opposed  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  on  the  groand 
that  there  was  really  no  particular  crisis  in 
Ireland  at  all,  and  that  the  farmers  were 
very  well  off.  Biit  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
in  the  following  winter,  and  posBibly  some 
hints  from  the  t^nantfariners  of  l^rone, 
taught  him  the  bittar  urgency  of  that 
OTJBiB.  He  did  not  think  the  Bill  of  the 
next  Session  half  Radical  enough  ;  and 
hon.  Members  will  remember,  when  the 
Hoas3  of  Lords  threw  out  an  Amendment 
■which  was  not  v^ry  important,  the  hnn. 
Member's  theatrical  cry  of  "  Goil  help 
the  Irish  farmers,"  and  they  will  re- 
•niembsr  also  how  the  hon.  Member 
threw  np  his  ongagemente — Achilles 
saUced  iu  his  tent  until  Achilles 's  brother- 
in-law  was  appoictsd  a  letaA  Commis- 
Bioner  at  a  salary  o£  about  £900  a  year. 
I  only  m.entioa  these  things  as  two 
contamporary  facts.  The  fact  stands  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  who  in  1886  opposed 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
and  in  1887  thought  the  Land  Bill  not 
half  sweeping  enoiigh,  in  1888  devoted 
himsdlf  ki  the  hateful  work  of  attempting 
to  deprive  the  tenants  of  Ireland  of  the 
benefits  of  the  Land  Act.  That  is  the 
record  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  work. 
For  the  la£t  two  years  no  emergency  man 
in  Ireland  has  baen  doing  the  landlords' 
humblest  work  more  persistsntly — I  do 
not  like  to  say  more  venomously,  but  I 
feel  bonnd  to  odd  with  more  splendid, 
unfailing,  and  unvarying  ill-luck,  than 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  Member  is  responsible 
for  the  brilliaut  banking  arrangements 
on  the  Coolgreany  estata  ;  but  I  do  know 
that  tlie  hon.  Member  is  responsible 
for  helping  Mr.  Olphert  to  desolatj  a 
whole  country  side,  with  the  result  that 
Mr.  Olphert  is  b.-gging,  but  unrepentant, 
to-day.  I  do  not  think  Mr.  Olphert  was 
deeply  enamoured  of  the  advice  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman ;  but  poor  creatures  as 
may  ba  the  Ul8t?r  dead-heads,  who  figure 
as  the  mut^s  in  a  circle  of  Ulster 
minstrels,  in  which  the  hon.  and  pliant 
Member  for  North  Armagh  is  tlie  banjo, 
&nd  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
the  bones,  I  am  rather  inclined  to 
think  that  at  thin  moment  Mr.  Olphert 
would  profei-  the  stupidity  of  the  average 
Ulster  deadhead  to  the  mischievous 
activity  of  the  hon.  Member  who  Iwars 


the  integrity  of  the  British  Empire  on  his 
shoulders.  Let  me  now  come  back  tA 
the  struggle  on  the  Ponsonby  estate. 
The  facts  are  too  plain  and  too  strong  for 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  Can  the  horr,. 
Member  for  South  Ilunta  deny  that  his. 
own  i^ent,  who  was  employed  by  the 
syndicate,  has  himself,  in  a  letter  which 
is  extant,  acknowledged  that  the  renta- 
on  that  estate  are  exorbitant  and  indefen- 
sible t  Let  him  resid  tliat  letter  to  the 
House.  It  is  a  private  leliter,  which  was 
never  intended  for  publication,  but  when' 
ever  we  unearth  guilt  our  publications- 
are,  at  all  events,  genuine.  We  have  no' 
forged  letters.  The  tenants  have  int- 
pregnable  justice  on  their  side  ti)  begin 
with.  Further,  can  the  hon.  Member 
deny  tliat  the  tenants  offered  aud  the 
landlord  refused  arbitration,  because,  as 
the  Tory  Recorder  of  Cork  said,  arbitra- 
tion would  involve  a  victory  for  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  !  If  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
is  the  fantastic  swindle  which  the  hor.. 
Member  for  North  Armngh  has 
described,  why  is  he  afraid  of  arbi- 
tration, unless  hon.  Members  know 
in  their  hearts  that  any  victory  for 
justice  or  truth  must  involve  a  victorr 
for  the  Plan  of  Campaigu  I  Can  tho 
hon.  Member  for  South  Hunts  deny  that 
Mr.  FouBonby's  lata  ogent  stated  in  t 
letter  that  the  whole  thing  was  on  the 
point  of  settlement  between  the  landloni 
and  his  tenants  when  the  hon.  Member 
and  his  syndicate  stepped  in  and  wrecked 
that  prospect  of  a  settlement  1  Upon  the 
hon.  Member  rests  the  responsibility  &ni 
the  guilt  of  clearing  the  whole  estate  of 
its  wronged  and  rack-rented  population. 
Let  our  opponents  deal  with  these  imints; 
they  arri  the  marrow  of  the  case  If  they  . 
are  dumb,  if  they  are  hazy  on  these  points, 
what  becomes  of  the  miserable  mystifica- 
tions which  the  hon.  Member  addressed 
to  the  representatives  of  his  Tippsrary 
tenantry,  who  came  over  to  London  at; 
their  own  expense  and  implored  him  and' 
entreated  him  to  withdraw  from  this 
inhuman  aud  devilish  work.  Tliese  few 
words  were  quoted  by  the  hon  Member, 
wlio  forgets  what  the  answer  was  of  the 
hon.  Memlier  for  South  Hnnts,  the 
answer  which  he  paraphrased  himself  m 
Manchester  the  other  night  when  he 
said  he  replied  to  them  that  he  wouU 
"see  them  hanged  first  What  urn 
those  mis  nibii  points  compared  with 
the  points  that   I    have  laid  be  fire  tlfo- 
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Houss?      What   are   they   to   the   talk 
about    soms     wretched    complimentary 
address      presented     about     20     years 
ago,  written,   of  course,    by   the   estate 
bailiff  of  Mr.  Ponsonby,  when  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman  the  Member   for  Mid 
liothian  had  not  come  to  the  rescue  of 
the  tenants,  who  were  as  helpless  and 
«ervile   as    a    flock   of   sheep.      Again, 
I  say,  let  them  answer  these  points.     We 
have  justice  on  the  tanants'  side  to  begin 
with,  readiness  for  arbitration  all  along, 
and  a  settlement  which  wou^d  have  been 
concluded  only  for  the  hon.  Member's 
interferjnce.       If  they  can   offer     any 
satisfactory    answer   to   these   points,    I 
venture     to     ask     this     House,     when 
thos3  Tipperary  men's  money  is  going  to 
be   used   for   the    destruction    of    their 
fellow-countrymen  on  the  Ponsonby  es- 
tate, whether  ever  men  were  better  justi- 
fied in  res  anting  and  resisting ;  and  I  need 
Jiardly   ask   whether    in    the   whole   of 
^history  there  were  ever  men  who  resisted 
more  gloriously,  more  unflinchingly,  and 
more   valiantly,    even  when    the  whole 
force  of  the  Coercion  Act  has  been  added 
to   the    weapons    the    hon.    Gentleman 
abeady  had  at  his  command  ?     The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  (Colonel    Saunder- 
fion)   has  raised  the  cry  of  intimidation 
producing  this  result.     I  think  I  shall 
have  very  little  diflBculty  in  showing  that 
of  all  others  this  is  the   most  disastrous 
plea  that  could  possibly  b3  raised  by  the 
friends  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland. 
B3caus3  it  places  them  in  this  dilemma. 
In  the  first  plac3,  they  will  have  to  show 
what  possible  motive  the  people  of  Tip- 
p3rary  could  have  for  intimidating  them- 
selves into    giving  up  everything  they 
possess  in  the  world  ;  and  then,  even  if 
hon.  Members  could  prove  that  they  were 
fiuch    idiots,    such     lunatics,    the    Chief 
Sjcretary  would    be    in  the    position  of 
confessing    publicly    that     the     people 
■of     one    small    Irish    town    are     more 
than     a     match     for   himself    and    his 
Coercion  Acts  and  for  all  his  bayonets,  and 
are  able  to  defy  and  to  defeat  all  the 
terrors  of  eviction  and  co3rcion  without, 
on  their  part,  sheddino:  one  drop  of  blood. 
Now,  first,  as  to  this  wild,  this  preposterous 
theory  that  the  people  are  being  forced 
into  this  fight  against  their  will.  I  should 
not  care  to  be  the  man  who  would  walk 
down  to  intimidate  and  force   the  people 
of  Tipperary,  as  the  Chief  Secretary  and 
the  Member  for  South  Hunts  ought  to 
Mr,  W.  O'Brien 


have  discovered  by  this  time.     Take  a 
specimen  case.    Mr.  O'Brien  Dalton,  one 
of  the  tenants,  has  surrendered  his  pro- 
perty without  a  blow,  without  resistance, 
property  which,  it  is  admitted,  was  worth 
£4,000,  rather  than  pay  £40  to  this  work 
of  extermination;  a  sum  which  was  a 
mere  bagatelle  to  a  man  in  his  position. 
What  possible  motive  could  that  man  haye* 
except    the   noblest   motive   that    ever 
warmed  an  Irish  heart — that  ever  warmed 
a  human  heart — ^to  save  his  countrymen 
from  ruin,  to  keep  his  money  from  being 
employed  for  the  destruction  of  his  poor, 
homeless  fellow-countrymen  ?     Now,  let 
me  ask  who  it  is  who  is  carrying  on  in- 
timidation ?     In  Heaven's  name,  who  is 
it  that  could  intimidate  a  man  to  make 
that    sacrifice?     Remember  this:   from 
beginning  to  end  there  has  not  been  a 
single   public  meeting  with  bands  and 
banners    and    contingents    from    other 
places.  The  right  of  meeting  is  absolutely 
at     an    end,    even    in    the    graveyard. 
The   very  funeral  processions  are   pro- 
claimed  as  illegal  assemblies,   and  the 
proclamations  are  posted  on  the  chiirch 
gates  while  the  coflRn  is  being  borne  to 
its  resting  place.     Th'*s  whole  fight  from 
beginning  to  end  has  been  carried  on  by 
the   men   of  Tipperary   themselves.      I 
myself  and  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for     East    York     were    absolutely    the 
only  outsiders  of  any  sort  or  kind  who 
addressed  the  people  of  Tipperary  before 
they  took  action,  and  both  of  us  the  very 
first  time -we  opened  our  mouths  were 
prosecuted,     though    the      Government 
dared  not  proceed  with  the  prosecution. 
Where  is  the  intimidation  ?     As  to  dis- 
honesty,  it  exists  on   the   part  of  the 
landlord   who  has  been  taking  £10,000 
worth  of  property — who  has  robbed  the 
tenants  of  it,   because  they  would   not 
subscribe  a  few  pounds  to  help  the  work 
of  extermination.     What  possible  motive 
have  these  tenants  in  combining,  except 
the   motive   which   would   prompt    any 
body  of  Englishmen  to  stand   shoulder 
to  shoulder  before  they  allow  their  rights 
to  be  trampled  down  by  their  employers  1 
There  was  never  a  more  glorious,  a  more 
unselfish,  a  more  heroic  Trades  Union 
than  that  of  the  gallant  men  of  Tipperary, 
against  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Hunts  are  diverting  all  their 
forces  and  directing  them  in  vain.  But  let 
us  take  the  other  altsrnative;  let  us  admit 
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for  the  sake  of  argument  that  there  is 
intimidation,  what  then  becomes,  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  boast  ?     Here  is 
one  small   Irish  town  in  which,  at  the 
present  moment,   there    are    over   100 
armed  policemen  and  700  soldiers — an 
armed  man  for  every  male  adult  in  the 
whole    population.      There   is  a  larger 
fore 3  in  that  little  town  than  it  takes  to 
police  such  mighty  cities  as  Manchester 
and  Birmingham.     Is  it  the  casa  of  the 
Coercionists  that  with  all  thosa  forces  at 
their  back,  with  magistrates  who  can  send 
men  to  gaol  for  winking  and  nodding, 
magistrates  who  only  the  other  day  sent 
a   man  to  gaol  for  twelve  months   for 
simply  saying  to  his  own  cousin,  "Brid- 
get, why  should  you  S3rve  the  police  ?  " 
although     the     Chief    Secretary's    own 
soldiers — the    Manchester    Regiment — 
had  been  guilty  of  the  graver  offence  in 
the  same  town  of  boycotting  the  canteen 
in  which  the  policemen  were  supplied  ; 
\a  it  the  case  of  the  Coercionists,  I  say, 
that  with  all  these  tarrifying  forces  at 
their   back   the   right    hon.  Gei^tleman, 
afbsr    six    months'    struggle,   is   utterly 
hopeless  in  the  pres3nce  of  an  unarmed 
people   in  a  small  Irish  town  ?      I  could 
iindei'stand  it  if  the  Chief  Sscretary  could 
point  to  one  single  murder  or  any  blood- 
shed committed  by  the  people  in  the  whole 
course  of  this  struggle.   But,  no;  the  hon. 
Member   for    North    Armagh    (Colonel 
Saunderson)   may  get  up  in  this  House 
and   talk  in  general  t3rms — ^he  always 
does   speak   in   general  terms  on   such 
occasions — of  crime  and  intimidation;  but 
when  such  people  are  brought  to  book, 
apart    from    the      one -night     riots    in 
Tipperary   when   some    panes   of    glass 
were  I  broken  and  powder  squibs  thrown 
about  the  streets  by  a  number  of  unruly 
boys — [Ministerial    cheers.^ — yes,    boys 
they   must   have   been   that   an   armed 
body  of  thirty-six  policemen  j&red  at,   for 
of  the  five  persons  injured  in  the  crowd 
the  oldest  was  20,  the  boy  that  was  shot 
dead  was  14,  and  two  of  the  others  were 
only  1 2  years  of  age — I  say,  apart  from 
that  disturbance,   in   resTiect    of  which 
no  policeman  had  a  single  wound  to  show 
for  himself,  1  defy    the  Chief  Secretary 
or  his  Friend  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
to  point  to  a  single  policeman  or  bailiff 
or  other  officer  of  the  law — I  will  not  say 
killed,  but  even  wounded,  in  the  course 
of  this  tremendous  struggle  which  has 
involved  the  depopulation   of  a   whole 


town.  Not  a  murder,  and  yet  we  have 
that  marvellous  spectacle  unsurpassed  in 
the  annals  of  the  world  for  heroism — the 
spectacle  of  those  men  day  by  day,  week 
after  week,  and  month  after  month, 
giving  up  their  magnificent  shops  and 
warehouses  without  a  blow,  without  a 
penny  of  compensation,  street  after  street 
being  reduced  to  the  condition  of  a 
desert,  and  hundreds  of  tenants  sacri* 
ficing  thousands  of  pounds  worth  of  pro 
perty  rather  than  contribute  a  single 
pound  towards  the  work  of  extermina- 
tion. Why,  Mr.  Smith-Barry's  own 
manager  there  resigned  his  position  with 
£300  a  year  rather  than  associate  him- 
self with  the  cruel  work.  Not  a  gallon 
of  milk  will  be  supplied  to  Mr.  Smith- 
Barry's  family,  not  a  firkin  of  butter 
ever  enters  his  market,  not  a  man  will 
deal  with  him  in  his  quarries,  and  in  a 
Httle  time,  if  he  does  not  get  sick  of  the 
work,  not  a  single  human  step  will 
tread  the  streets  of  the  town  except 
armed  policemen  and  emergency  men. 
The  whole  business,  the  whole  popula- 
tion of  this  town  are  moving  away  to  the 
new  town  we  are  building  for  them. 
They  will  have  their  new  butter  market, 
their  new  weigh-yard,  their  new  shops 
and  warehouses — in  fact,  a  new  Tipperary 
from  top  to  bottom.  And  is  the  House 
of  Commons  asked  to  believe  that  all  this 
can  happen  day  after  day  in  a  town  with 
a  force  of  800  police  and  soldiers, 
to  punish  the  slightest  encroach- 
ment of  the  law,  if  such  were 
attempted  ?  .  Are  we  asked  to  believe 
that  all  this  comes  about  purely  through 
the  medium  of  some  sort  of  intimidation 
of  which  no  one  can  give  the  slightest 
explanation  ?  Ah  !  there  has  been  in- 
timidation in  Ireland,  but  it  is  the  people 
who  have  been  intimidated.  There  have 
been  murders,  but  the  people  were  the 
victims,  and  the  murderers  are  walking 
free  this  moment.  But  let  the  Chief 
Secretary  try  his  worst.  He  has  failed 
in  Tipperary  as  he  has  failed  everywhere 
else  in  a  way  so  gross,  so  notorious  to 
every  urchin  in  Ireland  that  really  there 
has  been  nothing  more  ludicrous  heard  of 
in  England  since  the  day  Sir  John  Falstaff 
related  his  gallant  exploits  at  Gradshill. 
We  have  all  heard  of  the  shuffling  of 
the  coercion  thimbles  by  which  certain 
proclamations  in  Ireland  are  withdrawal, 
and  others  substituted,  and  in  such  a 
way  that  nobody  except  lawyers,   and 
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very  few  of  those  can  anderatand  under 
wliicli  thimble  the  pz^a  is  ;  but,  as.  & 
mattar  of  fact,  nobody  cares  a  batton. 
Lat  ma  give  au  itiBtenca  of  what  the 
trick  of  the  loop  about  proclamations 
cornea  to.  lu  County  Roscommon 
proclamations  under  certain  clauaas  of 
the.  Crimes  Act  wem  withdrawn.  Was 
that  b?cauBa  th^  right  lion.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Sjcrotary  had  won  in  that 
county  ?  No ;  but  becanee  in  every 
singli!  struggle  we  are  carrying  on  under 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  in  that  couuty 
we  have  victoriously  carried  the  day  in 
spite  of  all  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
proclamations  and  suppressions  and  proas- 
ontions.  On  every  estatj  in  that  county 
on  which  the  Plan  has  bean  adopted  we 
have  had  an  unbroken  series  of  victories 
right  nndsr  the  Cbief  Sacretary's  guns. 
And  now  becaus-s  we  have  no  more 
worlds  to  conquer  there  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  turns  round  and 
coolly  t.'lls  the  English  people  tJiat 
County  Roscommon  is  in  so  satisfactory  a 
state  that  he  can  withdraw  his  proclama- 
tions, the  faut  being  that  it  is  in  a 
aatiafactory  state  simply  and  solely 
because  he  and  his  coercion  and  his 
proclamations  have  been  defied  Siod 
defeated,  and  hunted  up  hilt  and  down 
dale  through  that  county  until  there  is 
nothing  left  for  ue  to  thrash.  We  have 
thrashed  the  Chief  Secretary  in  the 
Katiooal  Le^nie.  we  have  thrafihed  him 
in  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and  we  have 
thrashed  him  in  the  constituencieB. 
And  whenever  this  Government  goea  to 
the  British  people  at  the  General  EEec- 
tjon,  as  some  day  they  will  have  to  do, 
they  will  go  with  the  reputation  of  thou- 
sands upon  thouanda  of  cruel  deeds  in 
Ireland,  but  of  not  one  successful  piece 
of  tyranny  io  ths  whole  lot.  In  one 
respect,  perhaps,  cosrcion  has  been  a 
success.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
brought  suffering  upon  thousands  and 
thousands,  but  it  has  been  of  immense 
advantage  to  our  cause.  There  is  one 
portion  of  the  Amendment  with  which  I 
rather  disagree.     It  states  that — 

"  the  happy  growth  of  peaceful  and  nmicBble 
relationa  betwcea  the  peoples  of  Irelnnd  and 
Great  Britain  has  beeo  greriouely  impeded  " 
by  coercion.  Coercion  has  done  nothing 
of  the  sort.  It  has  quickened  and 
intensified  the  happy  growth  of  thosa 
relations.  It  hits  taught  the  Irish  people 
that  if  thev  have  defamers  on  this  aide 
Mr.   r.  O'Jlrisn 


of  the  Channel  they  have  also  got 
millions  of  earnest  and  devoted  friends. 
The  last  few  years  have  been  years  of 
darkness  and  suffering  among  the  Irish 
people,  but  they  have  taught  us  how  to 
know  and  to  value  our  friends.  We 
owe  this  largely  to  the  blunders,  the 
cruelties,  and  the  sneera  of  the  Chief 
Secretory.  I  believe  whenever  the 
Speech  from  the  llirone  contains,  as  ib 
Boon  may  contain,  a  final  message  of 
pacification  and  satisfaction  of  tiie  aspira- 
tions of  the  Irish  people,  nest  to  the 
right  hoD.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
whose  genius  has  commended  to  the 
heart  and  intellect  of  the  British  Datioa 
the  abstract  justice  and  wisdom  of  Home 
Rule,  we  shall  have  to  thank  the  Chief 
Secretary,  whose  follies  have  made  Home 
Rule  inevitable. 

•(-5.23)  Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone^ 
South) :  I  shall  deal  with  the  argo- 
ments  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North-Baat 
Cork  iu  due  time,  but  I  wish  first  to  refer 
to  a  personal  matter.  The  hon.  Member 
quotL'd„  or  rather  misquoted,  from  th« 
report  of  a  speech  I  delivered  in  Man- 
chester on  Saturday  night  week,  and  in- 
timated that  I  had  advised  persooal 
violence  being  applied  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. [Mr.  W.  0  Bries  :  "  Not  at  ftU.'l  1 
What  I  said  wft«  this:  I  was  dealing  witS  J 
the  facts  and  the  arguments  of  the  hon. 
Menibir,  and  I  said  it  was  time  that 
someone,  so  to  apaak — and  these  words 
he  left  out — should  take  this  man  by  the 
throat. 

Mr.*  W.  O'BRIEN :  I  hops  the  hoa. 
Member  will  allow  me  to  say  I  nevei' 
saw  thosa  words  in  the  report.  I  never 
could  maintain  that  language,  which  was 
employed  metaphorically,  was  ujeant  to 
be  taken  in  any  other  way. 

•Me.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  am  glad 
hear  that,  because  if  I  had  used  the 
language  literally  it  would  ha' 
most  reprehensible,  but  it  would  have 
been  milk  and  water  compared  witii  the 
phraajs  which  the  newspaper  of  the  hoi^ 
Member  is  pouring  forth  upon  his  political 
opponents  every  week.  That  newspaper 
has  eibansted  the  whole  vocabulary 
political  blackguardism.  The  hon.  ai 
gallant  Member  for  Armagh  (Colonflt 
Saunderson)  said  on  l^'riday  night  tbafc 
the  force  of  thesa  debates  waned  as  tiie 
years  rollwl  on.  That  is  pjrfeelly  trT». 
It  is  proverbially  impcssible  to  make 
bricks  witliont   straw,  and  but  for  tiSB' 
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speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Nortli- 
East  Cork  the  case  against  the  Govern- 
^gard  to  Ireland  would  be  ns 
■weak  83  the  case  ugainat  them  in 
regard  to  Portugal,  A.  coinparieon 
set  up  by  the  hou.  Member  tor  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell)  on  Friday  night  between 
Lord  Spancer  and  the 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour).  I  hear  the  coercion  of  Lord 
Spencer  all  but  justified  now  on  thesB 
Benches.  I  heard  it  said  that  coercion 
required  to  meet  the  crime  and  the 
secret  corotpiracy  wliich  burrowed  then 
under  Dublin  Castle.  But  did  Lord 
Spsncer  and  his  Chief  Secretary,  who  in 
sitting  on  the  FrontOpposition  Bench, 
get  any  more  assistance  from  tha'hon. 
Member  for  Cork  and  hia  party  in  dealing 
■with,  that  crime  and  sacret  conspiracy  in 
1883  and  1883  than  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man Opposite  gets  now!  Not  one  bit.  Not 
only  were  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
■way  not  content  with  standing  idly  by  in 
1882,  ■watching  thecontest  between  thelaw 
and  the  League,  but  they  charged  Lord 
Speacer  mth  murder  and  with  being  in 
league  with  informers,  and  they  tried  to 
blacken  not  only  his  public  bat  his 
private  chiiractcr,  and  that  of  his  Chief 
peoretary. 

t.      W.      O'BRIEN:      No,     never 

^Minvilerial  cries  of  "  Oh,   oh  I"].    Let 

,y  man  say  so  outside  the  House. 

'Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSKLL :    Well,   I  -will 

.ve  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bridge 

ton  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  to  deny  it.      [Sir 

G.  TBEVELT.tx  was  understood  to   deny.] 

Well,   then,    I  mnat  have  atrangely  mis- 

tead  United  Irelaiul.      Now,  eight  years 

after,  hon.  Membars  are  pleading  juatifi- 

«ation  for  the  Act   of   1882.     I    do   not 

think    there   has   been    anything  like  it 

Saul   of  Tarsus,    "  breathing  out 

'thraateninga  and  slaughter,"  was  changed 

into   Paul,   the   Apostle  of  the  Gentiles. 

"Well,  I  have  heard  Mr.    Forster  landed, 

hav3    seen    Lord    Spe'ncer     publicly 

embraced  at  the  Eighty  Club,  and  I   s^e 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman   the   Member 

Bridgetan  tolerated  on  these  Benches, 

lere  may   be   great  things  in  store  for 

the    Chief    Secretary    yet,    if   he  only 

Siends   his   ■ways  and  bends  his  neck  to 

yoke   as  other  statesmen  have  done. 

There  is  a  marked  difference — the   hon. 

Member  for  Cork  is  right — between  the 

Crimes   Act  of  1882  and  that  of  1887. 

'he   Act    of    18S7   was   passed    under 
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entirely  difierent  circumstances  from  tha 
of  1882.  T!ie  Actof  1882wospaBaedina 
panic  in  the  face  of  appalling  crime 
and  of  a  secret  and  terrible  conspiracy. 
When  the  Act  of  1887  was  passed,  my 
recollection  is  that  no  one  ever  declared 
that  crime  had  increased  to  an  eitent 
tbat  had  never  been  known  before.  It 
■was  ■passed  becanse  agrarian  crime  was 
rapidly  increasing,  because  intimidation 
was  rampant,  because  individual  freedom 
had  caased  tn  exist,  and  because  jurors 
had  constantly  and  notoriously  violated 
the  oaths  they  had  taken.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  has  stated  that  this 
Act  of  1887  has  been  worked  -with  a 
severity  ■which  was  totally  unnecessary, 
and  that  the  crimes  of  1880  and  1882, 
haying  passed  away,"there  waa  no  ground 
for  applying  that  Crimea  Act  with  the 
severity  which  had  characterised  its 
administration.  But  I  wish  to  nsk,why 
have  those  crimes,  and  why  has  that 
intimidation  ceased  to  a  great  extent  tn 
esisti  What.I  ask,  wnsJamesFitzmaurice 
shot  for  1  I  s^oppose  some  hon.  Members 
think  that  becanse  he  was  ahot  in  1886 
his  caae  ought  not  to  be  referred  to. 
Then,  I  ask,  what  ■was  Cornelius  Murphy 
shot  for,  and  why  ■were  scores  of  other 
Le^ae  victims  shot  1  Tha  Crimea  Act 
of  1687  was  passed  in  view  of  intimida- 
tion and  its  results,  and  if  those  results 
do  not  now  follow  with  the  same  uner- 
ring precision  as  formerly  wo  have  not 
to  thank  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway,  but  the  right  Jion.  Gentleman 
(Mr,  Balfour)  sitting  on  the  Front 
Treasury  Bench.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  wua  very  severe  in  denouncing 
M^hat  he  termed  Press  prosecutions.  He 
tried  to  lead  the  House  to  believe  that 
these  newspaper  editors  had  been  in  the 
main  prosecuted  for  publishing  reports  of 
the  suppressed  branches  of  the  Land 
League  and  for  inserting  certain  letters 
in  their  papers.  On  this  point  1  am 
free  to  say  that  I  ■wish  the  clause  of  the 
Crimes  Act  which  authorised  punish- 
ment for  reporting  meetings  of  the 
suppressed  branches  of  the  League  had 
not  been  iniierted ;  but  still  that  is  not 
what  newspaper  editors  are  being 
pmsecated  for  now.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  has  said  there  were  16  cases  in 
which  prosecutions  took  place  under  the 
clauaea  of  the  Act  directed  against  Press 
offences.  I  will  give  you  but  one  instance 
out  of  the  16  of  what  those  prosecutions 
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were,  ami  this  instance  will  well  illus- 
trate the  cruelty  of  the  syBtem  of  boy- 
cotting. TheMayorofSligo  is  the  editor  of 
tbe  Sligo  C/tampion.  and  he  was  convicted 
of  wliat  18  called  a  Press  offence  and  sent 
to  gaol.  What  was  he  sent  to  gaol  fi 
W»s  it  for  ptibliahing  a  report  of  a  s 
pressed  branch  of  the  Leagne,  or 
letter,  or  a  report  ef  a  meeting  ?  Nothing 
of  the  Skind.  I  will  read  to  the  HouBe 
part  of  the  Judgment  giveu  by  Mr. 
O'Connor  Morris,  the  Chairman  of  the 
County  of  Sligo,  and  a  gentleman  against 
■whom  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
have  not  brought  any  charge.  On  the 
contrary,  he  has  rather  been  lield  up  ae  a 
patt^TH  Judge,  because  he  has  abnost 
invariably  made  t!ie  prisoners  whom  he 
has  aeutsnced  under  the  CrimeSjiet  first- 
class  misdemeanants.  He  saya^and  I 
quota  from  the  Sliffo  Champion — 

"It  arose  in  this  vaj.  A  man  named 
M'Dermott  went  to  America,  leaviniof  hit  wife 
tLDd  fmaily  unprovided  for.  nnd  to  Coffby,  who 
was  a  shopkeeper  aa  well  sb  a  furmer,  n  cartain 
amount  liecame  due  for  shop  debW,  Whether 
it  vna  fair  or  unfair.  CofTey  was  desirous  to  get 
tho  iarm  rented  bj  the  M'DemiDttB  ia  order  to 
get  back  bis  debts.  He  gave  n  sum  amouating 
to  over  £200  for  it.  His  Honour  asked— Was 
tbere  anftbinj^  wrong  in  CoBey  biddiof  far 
this  farm,  morally,  sodaUy,  or  ipgnll;  ?  I'be 
Common  Law  of  the  land,  oB  well  as  common 
aecsk,  vould  Bay  it  vhb  a  perfectly  hlamel ess 
and  legitimate  transaction,  and  10  years  ago 
that  would  have  been  the  opinion  of  every  ona 
in  Ireland.  M'liiitever  view  I'ertain  people 
might  take  of  it,  was  it  a  legal  act  ?  " 

Two  years  aga  Coffi-y,  who  almply 
bought  a  farm,  was  rigidly  boy- 
cotted, and  the  editor  of  tho  Sligo 
Champion  wrate  an  article  vindicating 
such  boycotting,  and  advocating  its  being 
carried  out  to  its  utmost  limit.  That 
was  what  the  Mayor  of  Sligo  was  sent  to 
gaol  for,  and  not  because  he  published  a 
report  of  a  suppressed  branch  or  other 
meeting.  Then,  let  us  take  the  case  of 
Tippjrary.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
has  stated  that  thee?  proaecutions  have 
been  carried  on  in  perfijctly  peaeefnl 
caunties,  and  be  pictures  the  righthon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  as 
onrtying  the  brand  of  disturbance  into 
places  that  liave  hitherto  been  quiet  and 
free  from  excitsraent.  I  aay,  therefore, 
let  us  take  Tipperary  ns  a  sample  of  a 
peaceful  connfj.  Therj  is  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  the  Coan^  of 
Tipp3rary  two  yeas  ago  was  one  of  the 
quietest  coantiea  in  Ireland,  nor  that 
M'-.  T.  W.  Rmsell 


it  was  a  prosperous  and  peaceable  c()an(y 
one  year  ago.  How  did  it  happen  tliat 
the  peace  of  that  county  was  invaded  t 
Its  peace  was  invaded  not  by  the  r^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary,  but 
by  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway. 
I  hold  in  my  hand  a  copy  of  the  Tipjierary 
A'alionnliet,  which  says— 

"  Tipntrary,  it  roust  be  confpBMd.  waa  nol 
quite  up  to  tlit  mark  in  auBtaining  the  repabi- 
tation  wliich  the  fathers  of  the  present  geoen- 
tion  achievEd  fur  the  premier  couoty." 

This  means  that  Tipperary  was  peacfiful,. 
quiet,  and  contented.  The  Nationalism 
of  Tipperary  was  not  the  Nationulism  of 
the  present  day,  but  that  which  Johi 
Mitchell  propounded  when  he  landed 
there  10  yaara  ago,  and  told  them  that 
he  underatood  by  Home  Rule  "  the  sove- 
reign independence  of  Ireland."  Them 
hon.  Members  went  down  to  Tipperwj, 
and  in  the  Press  and  on  everj-  pubUo 
platform  they  hurled  reproaches  against 
that  county  for  its  quiet  and  pencefnl 
condition,  and  deliberately  lashed  it  into 
furyand  the  peopleinto  action.  They  have 
had  their  desire,  and  at  the  present 
moment  Tijiperary  ia  like  a  town  across 
which  an  avenging  army  has  marched. 
I  say,  then,  that  none  of  these  Press 
prosecutions  have  been  for  the  minor 
offences  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  put  before  the  House,  but  rather' 
offences  inciting  to  intimidation  and  (o. 
boycotting-  This  is  the  only  liberty  of 
the  Press  which  has  been  restrained  ot 
interfered  with  by  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tteman  tbe  Chief  Secretary  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Crimea  Act.  I  am 
aware  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Bridgoton  Division 
(Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  objects  to  punisbmeitt 
for  incitement.  He  has  stated  that  crime 
does  not  always  follow  incitement,  ftnd 
that  it  |i.s  dangerous  to  punish  it.  Bat 
I  would  remind  tbe  Honao  that  on  tha 
34th  May,  1882,  the  right  hon.  Gentla- 
man  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  used 
these  words  in  this  House — 

"In  our  opioiiiD  not  only  is  incitement  %9 
intimidation — especially  if  addmased  to  larga 
mSBSfs  and  wiiti  inQuence  at  its  back — not  onlf 
iti  it  a  thing  to  be  indiided  as  well  aa  intimida- 
tion, but  it  is  a  thing  ol  far  grCFilor  icspoasi- 
bilily  and  far  greater  legal  and  iriorn]  guitt 
than  the  mere  execution  ot  intimidation  whioh 
has  heen  inspired  and  saggested  from  high 
quarters." 

I  pnt  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
GeutJenian  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
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against  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Bridgeton 
Division,  and  I  think  that  of  all  the 
speeches  that  have  been  made  in  the 
course  of  this  debate,  that  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  was 
the  weakest.  I  am  not  going  to  quote 
his  action  in  the  years  1882  and  1883.  I 
believe  most  thoroughly  that  he  was 
sincere  at  that  time.  I  am  certain  he  is 
sincere  to-day,  and  balieves  that  he  is 
right ;  bat  I  do  not  profess  to  be  able  to 
square  the  circje,  nor  do  I  understand 
how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can 
harmonise  his  position  in  1886  with 
that  which  he  takes  in  1890.  I  shall,  how- 
ever, deal  with  his  speech  onitsmerita,  and 
I  would  call  attention  to  a  curious  mistake 
he  made  with  regard  to  the  Land  Act  of 
1887.  On  Friday  last,  and  in  the 
country  previously,  he  referred  to  the 
notices  of  eviction  served  under  that  Act, 
totalling  them  up  to  12,000,  and  practi- 
cally making  out  that  they  were  all 
evictions — at  any  rate,  that  in  their 
effects  they  were  tantamount  to  evictions. 

♦Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  Yes,  if  the  six  months* 
right  of  redemption  was  not  used. 

♦Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  No  doubt  the  Act 
of  1887  materially  changed  the  law  with 
regard  to  evictions,  but  what  was  the 
system  that  was  previously  followed? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  what 
it  was,  b3cause  he  himself  evicted  more 
tenants  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  present  Chief  Secretary.  The  system 
was  this :  The  landlord  obtained  an  eject- 
ment decree,  and  if  the  tenant  was  to  be 
e  victad  he  was  turned  out  without  notice 
at  all.  He  might  be,  and  often  was, 
r3 -admitted  as  a  caretaker,  but  the 
physical  eviction  had  already  actually 
taken  place.  What  the  Act  of  1887  did 
was  this  :  it  made  the  man  a  caretaker 
whenever  a  registered  notice  was  served 
npon  him.  The  mere  service  of  that 
notice  converted  a  tenant  into  a  care- 
taker, and  all  his  rights  as  a  tenant 
ceased.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
said  12,000  notices  were  served,  but  what 
was  the  number  of  evictions  ?  There 
were  2,000  actual  evictions  in  the  years 
1888-9,  as  against  the  12,000  notices.  If 
hon.  Members  will  reduce  this  to  a  Rule 
of  Three  sum  it  will  work  thus  :  Given 
12,000  notices  served  under  the  Act, 
with  2,000  evictions  following,  what  has 
become  of  the  balance  of  10,000  ?     Some- 


thing must  have  happened  to  them 
They  must  either  have  settled  with  their 
landlords  or  they  must  now  be  living 
rent  free.  The  moment  the  ntDtices  were 
served  on  them  they  ceased  to  be  tenant?, 
and  therefore  could  not  pay  rent ;  and  if 
10,000  of  them  have  been  left  in  their 
holdings,  they  must  either  have  settled 
with  the  landlords  or  be  living  rent  free, 
which  would  exactly  suit  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  also  spoke  of  duress  under  the 
Ashbourne  Act )  but  he  did  not  give  a 
single  case  of  duress,  although  he 
assertad  that  duress  existed.  I 
ask  him  to  give  us  one  case' 
The  hon.  Member  for  Longford  declared 
not  so  very  long  ago  that  the  Com 
missioners  were  carrying  out  their  work 
in  an  admirable  manner,  and  he 
had  not  one  word  to  say  against 
them.  But  now  the  right  hon. 
Member  comes  down  to  the  House 
and  talks  about  the  duress  on  purchasers 
without  giving  a  single  case.  ["What 
about  Draperstown  ? "]  Why,  the  Com- 
missiQners  refused  to  carry  out  the 
Draperstown  proposal,  and  that  is  the 
very  best  argument  in  favour  of  the 
Ashbourne  Act.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  outside  this  House,  and  he 
repeated  it  on  Friday  night,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Monaghan  had 
been  put  intogaol  for  advising  the  tenants 
not  to  buy  certain  lands. 

♦Sir  GEORGE  TREVELYAN :  I  stated 
in  the  House  on  Friday  the  facts  of  the 
case  in  which  an  indictment  had  been 
brought  against  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Monaghan  on  another  matter  as 
well  ;  but  the  Government,  by  indicting 
him  for  giving  advice  to  the  tenants, 
showed  that  they  considered  it  a 
punishable  offence.  I  quite  acknowledge 
that  the  hon.  Member  was  not  put  into 
gaol  on  tliat  indictment. 

♦Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  am  glad  of 
that  acknowledgment.  Let  the  House 
understand  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Monaghan  was  prosecuting  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  on  the  Smith  wick  estate 
in  Kilkenny.  What  is  the  argument  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork? 
I  admit  that  I  opposed  the  Tenant 
Relief  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  in  1886,  and  1  am  not 
going  to  repeat  the  reasons  why  1 
opposed  it.  If  another  such  Bill 
were      brought      in     I      would      again 
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oppose  it,  and  I  plead  guilty  to  the 
indictment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork.  I  did  think  the  Bill  of  1887, 
as  it  came  down  from  the  House  of 
Lords,  was  defective,  and  1  did  my  best 
to  improve  it,  and  succeeded.  I  will 
admit  his  third  count  in  the  indictment, 
too.  I  have  laboured  ever  since  against 
t aat  system  which  he  has  been  respon- 
sible for,  and  which  has  been  declared 
by  the  highest  Court  in  Ireland  to  be  an 
illegal  conspiracy. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN  :  I  was  certainly 
tried  for  it  as  an  illegal  conspiracy,  and 
was  not  committed. 

*Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  All  I  can  say 
is  that  Chief  Baron  Palles  spoke  of  it  as. 
an  illegal  conspiracy. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN  :  I  speak  of  a  jury 
<jf  my  countrymen. 

♦Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  Chief  Baron 
Palles  declared  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
to  b3  illegal  in  its  very  essence.  I 
promptly  admit  that  I  have  laboured  as 
hard  as  I  could  during  the  past  18 
months  against  that  Plan  of  Campaign,  and 
in  doing  so  I  have  had  the  entire  approba- 
tion of  those  I  represent  in  this  House. 
Now  I  come  to  the  facts  of  the  Ponsonby 
estate,  and  let  me  say  that  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  treated  them 
vdry  gingerly.  Thera  were  plenty  of 
denunciations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Hunts  and  of  mys3lf  in  his  speech, 
but  there  wera  very  faw  facts  regarding 
the  Ponsonby  estata.  The  charge  of  the 
hon.  Member  is  that  these  tenants  were 
rack-rented.  I  am  not  going  to  quote 
any  address  to  the  landlords.  I  quite 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  that  it  was 
probably  drawn  up  by  the  bailiff — I  do 
not  care  a  fig.  But  I  ask  :  have  these 
rents  been  clianged  within  living 
memory  ?  There  is  no  charge  of  a 
grasping,  greedy,  commercial  landlord 
buying  this  estate  and  going  over  to 
Ireland  forthwith  and  raising  the  r3nt 
and  grinding  down  the  tenant.  The 
real  fact  is,  that  the  rents  have  not  been 
raised  within  living  memory  ;  and  it  is 
absurd  on  the  part  of  any  one  knowing 
Ireland  to  say  that  rents  paid  during 
and  since  the  famine  can  be  called  rack- 
rent.  This  Hous3  in  1881  devoted  a 
great  deal  of  time  to  passing  an  Act  for 
the  express  purposa  of  dealing  with 
fack-r anted  estates,  and  is  it  possible 
t3  believe  that  the  Ponsonby  tenants 
were  rack-rent  ad  after  the  year  1881  ? 
Mr.  T,  W,  Russell 


If  so,  why  did  not  thesa  tenants 
leap  into  the  Land  Court  to 
have  their  rents  revised?  What  is 
the  answer  to  that?  Some  of  them. 
did— 27  of  them,  I  think.  What 
was  the  reduction  made,  by  the  liHid 
Court  set  up  by  the  right  hon.  Grentle- 
man  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  %  A 
reduction  of  1 3  per  cent. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN :  Because  the  Land 
Commissioners  were  very  much  of  the 
same  character  as  the  hon.  Member's 
brother-in— law. 

♦Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  That  chaige 
simplymeans  that  Lord  Spencerpaeked  the 
Land  Court — Lord  Spencer  whose  boots 
you  have  declared  your  readiness  to 
blacken.  He  it  was  who  saw  every  one  of 
of  these  Commissioners  before  they 
were  appointed,  who  examined  into 
their  antecedents  and  their  qualifi- 
cations ;  and  when  you  tell  me 
that  the  Court  is  packed,  I  say,  if 
that  be  true,  then  Lord  Spencer  ought 
to  be  drummed  out  of  the  Liberal  Party. 
Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN:  Will  the  hon. 
Member  allow  me  to  remind  him  that  the 
greater  number  of  the  Land  Courts  were 
appointed  not  by  Lord  Spencer,  but  by 
his  successor  ? 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  not  so  constantly  to  interrupt 
the  hon.  Member. 

♦Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  am  refer- 
ring to  the  year  1882,  when  Lord  Spencer 
was  in  oflBce,  and  when  these  Members 
were  appointed  directly  after  personal 
examination  by  Lord  Spencer.  Then  I  am 
told  that  one  reason  why  they  did  not  go 
into  the  Land  Court  was  because  of  the 
arrears.  Yes,  and  if  this  could  be  pleaded 
on  the  Ponsonby  estate,  I  would  admit 
it.  But  you  are  not  at  liberty  to  plead 
that  excuse.  In  the  year  1886  Mr. 
Ponsonby  made  a  direct  offer  to  these 
tenants  of  a  clear  receipt  up  to  the  29th 
March,  1886,  which  swept  away  every 
farthing  of  arrears  then  due.  The  next 
charge  is  tliat  the  landlord  has  confiscated 
the  rights  and  property  of  these  Ponsonby 
tenants.  Well,  I  am  going  to  take  the 
pattern  case  of  the  hon.  Member,  or 
rather  the  pattern  cas3  of  Canon  Keller, 
that  of  Martin  Loughhn.  It  amounts  to 
this,  that  Loughlin  was  a  judicial  tenant, 
and  when  he  got  his  rent  fixed  he  also 
got  the  value  of  his  tenant  right  assessed, 
and  it  amounted,  I  think,  to  £800.  Lough- 
lin was  evicted ;  he  lost  the  whole  of  it, 
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and  then  it  was  said — "  The  landlord  con- 
fiscated the  tenant's  interest.'*  The  facts, 
told  to  an  English  audience,  would  not  be 
understood,  but  I  ask  the  hon.  Member, 
was  Martin  Loughlin   protscted  by  the 
Act  of  1870,  or  was    he    not?     I    say- 
that  he  was  thoroughly  protected.    But  it 
is  said  by  Canon  Keller  that  the  land- 
lord pleaded  that  he  was  willing  to  let 
Loughlin  sell,  and  that  that  put  him  out 
of  Court.    Well,  I  throw  the  Act  of  1870 
aside,  and  where  do  we  stand  ?  Whether 
the    landlord    was  willing  or  not  to  let 
Loughlin  sell   his  interest,  the   Act  of 
1881  gave  him  the  right  to  sell.     Who 
prevented  his  selling  ?  Not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,     not     the     Crimes    Act  — it 
was      the      leaders     of     the     Plan     of 
Campaign,  who  hold  the  creed  that  no 
man  must  buy  or  take  an  evicted  farm. 
Who  were  the  confiscators  of  Loughlin's 
JB800  ?  Not  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
not  the  landlord,  but  the  men  who  pre- 
vented his  using  the  very  Act  which  this 
House  passed  to  protect  him.     The  state- 
ment  of   the    hon.   Member  for   North- 
East  Cork  amounts  to  this  :    The  Plan  of 
Campaign  had  been  in  operation  on  the 
Ponsonby  estate  for  something  like  four 
years.     The  battle  had  been  fought  out 
and  there  was  some  chance  of  a  settle- 
ment.    Negotiations  went  on  for  the  sale 
of  the  estate  under  the  A^bourne  Act. 
Mr.  Brunker,  the  old  agent  of  the  pro- 
perty,  who   lived  in   Dublin,  was  'Sent 
down    to   negotia(}3    the    sale,   and    the 
charge    against   the    hon.    Member    for 
South  Hunts  is,  that  at  a  critical  moment, 
he  interfered.     The  charge   against  the 
hon.  Member  for   South   Hunts  is  one 
of  interference,  and  the  charge  is  made  by 
a  Member  who  has  interfered  in  almost 
every  property  in  Ireland.     The  tenants 
have  a  perfect  right  to  combine  ;  does 
the  hon.  Member  deny  the  right  of  the 
landlords  to  combine  ? 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN :  No,  certainly  not. 
♦Mr.  T.  W.  RLTSSELL:  Then  why 
does  the  hon.  Gentleman  make  this 
attack  on  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Hunts.?  I  say  that  the  tenants  on 
the  Ponsonby  or  any  other  estate  have  a 
right  to  combine,  but  the  landlords  ought 
to  have  the  same  right.  The  charge 
against  the  hon.  Member  opposite  is  that 
he  interfered  oa  the  Ponsonby  estate, 
and  prevented  the  bargain  being  con- 
summated. That  is  the  whole  charge. 
Well,  now,  I  have  taken  it  at  its  worsts 
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and  I  say  it  is  just  that  the  tenants 
should  have  the  right  to  combine,  but 
the  landlords  ought  to  have  the  same 
right  to  combine  and  decide  as  to  the 
price  of  the  land  they  are  celling.  What 
course  did  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
East  Cork  take  ?  The  bargain  was  not 
consummated,  the  lands  were  not  sold. 
The  hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork 
then  went  to  Clonakilty,and  declared  that 
there  was  only  one  way  of  punishing  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Hunts,  and  that 
was  to  attack  him  personally.  Let  me 
show  the  House  a  little  bit  of  the  hon. 
Member's  handiwork.  Here  is  a  letter 
from  a  Mr.  Phillips,  who  is  a  Tipperary 
tenant  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Hunts.     Mr.  Phillips  writes  : — 

"  I  hold  270  acres  of  land  from  1^1  r.  Smith- 
Barry,  at  a  rent  of  £340,  under  lease  and  tenant 
right,  which,  wi:h  my  improvements,  I  value 
at  £1,000.  The  Land  League  has  decided  that 
all  tenants  must  be  prepared  to  give  up  their 
farms  and  allow  themselves  to  be  evicted. 
They  are  clearing  off  everything,  and  because 
I  refuse  to  do  this,  and  forfeit  my  £1,000, 1  am 
boycotted  in  the  most  determined  manner.  I 
am  refused  the  common  necessaries  of  life,  and 
have  to  get  everything  from  a  distance. 
Blacksmiths  refuse  to  work  for  me,  and 
lahourers  have  given  notice  to  leave  my  em- 
ployment. Ueretofore  people  were  boycotted 
for  taking  farms ;  I  am  boycotted  for  not 
giving  up  mine  which  I  have  held  for  25  years. 
A  neighbour  of  mine — an  Englishmnn— i^. 
undergoing  the  same  treatment.  We  are  the 
only  Protestant  tenants  on  the  estate.*' 

The  House  has  heard  a  great  deal  fromr 
the  hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork  of 
the  success  of  himself  and  his  friends  in 
Tipperary.  Is  this  one  of  their  successes  ? 
Because  a  man  with  legal  and  moral 
rights,  which  cannot  be  questioned,  who 
has  no  difference  with  his  landlord,  and 
who  has  no  complaint  against  him,  will 
not  go  out  into  the  world  and  make  him- 
self a  pauper  and  a  beggar  and  allow  his 
family  to  beg  or  starve,  he  must  be 
boycotted,  deprived  of  the  necessaries  of 
life,  and  ruined  in  mind,  body,  and 
estate.  Then,  look  at  the  condition  of 
things  in  the  town  of  Youghal.  When 
the  hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork 
was  sent  to  gaol  for  some  offence,  a 
majority  of  the  shopkeepers  of  that  town 
determined  to  shut  their  shops  out  of 
sympathy  for  him — a  course  of  action 
which  they  had  a  perfect  right  to  adopt. 
But  20  shopkeepers  of  the  town,  who 
thought  that  the  hon.  Member  had  been 
rightly  and  justly  punished,  felt  tha 
they  could  not  close  their  shops  withou 
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being  jjuilty  of  the  most  arrant  hypocrisy, 
and  they  tlierefore  held  a  meeting, 
and  resolved  not  to  close  their  sliopa. 
And  what  followed  I  Becanae  theee  i 
dared  to  eiercisa  the  ordinary  rights 
of  citiz^nahip  and  to  t]«nk  and  act  for 
themselves  they  wera  rigidly  boycotted, 
their  shops  weie  picketed,  and  not  a  soul 
was  permitted  to  cross  their  thresholdB. 
I  myself  helpid  to  collect  Bubscriptions. 
[Cnes  of  "Oh,  oh  !"]  I  think  it  was 
quite  as  honourable  as  sending  round 
the  hat  in  the  way  hon.  Members  do, 
I  helped  to  collect  BubscriptionB  to 
keep  some  of  the  poorer  of  tliesc  shop- 
keeperB.  What  right  has  any  Leajrue-  or 
Asaociation  and,  xtill  leas,  any  single  man 
to  organize  a  system  of  intimidation  like 
this,  which  strikes  at  all  human  freedom 
and  proposes  to  put  an  end  to  all  private 
judgment?  This  is  Bomethiog  very 
different  from  the  patriotism  of  the  olden 
times.  Allow  me  to  rsad  to  the  House 
an  extract  from  the  writings  of  a  man 
■whose  patriotism  will  not  be  questioned 
by  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway. 
He  wrote  ; — 

"  CoDtilistion  of  nil  apots,  clnaHis,  and  psrlie* 
who  oppoaa  ug  and  who  itill  heeitate,  ii 
esieDtikl  to  moral  force,  tor  if.  iaatead  of  l^ad- 
ing  a  man  to  yoaropiniDDS  byaiibHlantinl  kind- 
neM,  \>y  zealous  lovn,  and  by  candid  and  wine 
leaching,  you  ioHUlt  hii  tHStea  and  his  pre- 
jodiceB,  and  fores  him  either  to  adopt  your 
cause  or  to  leiiist  it :  if  instend  of  hIow  per- 
Buuion  your  wespona  are  bullyini;  and  iDtolxr- 
iiDce,then  your  profesfioos  of  moial  force  will 
pronrptly  be  resisted  by  every  man  of  pullic 

Who  was  the  writer  of  thMe  words  1 
'Thomas  Davis,  a  man  at  whose  feet  I  sup- 
pose most  of  the  hon.  Members  below  the 
<3tangway  won  Id  be  content  to  sit,  bntwhoss 
maxims  they  have  totally  forgotten.  Is 
there  anythine  of  that  spirit  in  the  treat- 
ment of  Mr.  Phillips,  in  the  boycotting  of 
the  yoiighftl  shopkeepers?  Not  a  bit,  and 
I  want  to  know  why  the  Liberal  Party 
support  such,  contemptible  tyranny  as 
this  ?  In  the  town  of  Tipperary,  where 
these  enormities  are  taking  place,  there 
is  no  grievance,  and  the  House  will  hove 
observed  that  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  does  not  venture  to  hint  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Hunts  is  a 
rack-renting  landlord.  No  such  charge 
can  be  mnde  against  him.  Indeed,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Hackney, 
in  his  great  speech  before  the  Special 
Commission,  actnaily  singled  him  out  as 
a  good  landlord — one  who  was  not  only 
Mr.  T.  W.  nuasell 


'  considerate  in  the  matter  of  rent,  but  w 
took  a  real  tind  active  interest  in  the  it 
fare  of  his  tenants.  Let  the  House  clearly 
understand  the  issue  that  is  being  pain* 
fully  and  laboriously  fought  out  in 
land.  On  the  one  hand  we  have  a  g 
organisation,  with  immense  funds  at  i 
disposal,  determined  to  achieve  a  certain 
result.  That  oi^nisation  has  stopped  at 
nothing  in  the  past  ;  it  will  stop  at 
nothing  in  the  future.  In  the  oldeq 
time  we  had  it  on  the  authority  of  thn 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  forMi4 
Lothian  that  crime  dogged  ite  footste^iat 
The  tours  of  ito  agents  were  stMued 
with  blood;  the  more  it  worked,  the 
wider  its  ramifications,  the  heavier  grew 
the  record  of  agrarian  crime.  This,  ai 
all  events,  we  can  now  say  on  anthon^. 
The  law  and  the  Leugue  has  come  int^ 
deadly  conflict,  and  the  law  has  triumphed. 
Murder  has  ceased  to  a  lai^  e^teut ;  itDil 
why  ?  Becunse  tlie  murderers  have  befin 
either  hanged  or  driven  into  exile.  But 
what  has  taken  the  place  of  that  condi- 
tion of  things  ?  There  has  been  SDbBti< 
tuted  for  it  a  far  crueller  tyranny.  Men 
and  women  who  offend  the  League 
not  now  murdered  outi-ight  so  often. 
They  are  simply  starved  to  death  or  into 
surrender.  They  are  not  so  freqnentiy 
injured  in  person ;  they  are  simfA^ 
ruined  in  mind,  bcdy,  and  estate.  Their 
property  is  not  so  frequently  destroyed, 
nor  is  their  cattle  so  frequently  t 
Those  people  who  desire  to  be  hones^  to 
fulfil  their  legal  obligations,  to  think  a 
ai  t  for  themiselves  in  public  affeirs,  aJ4 
simply  left  severely  alone  ;  treated  a 
leper  was  treated  of  old,  neither  allowed  to 
buy  nor  to  sell ;  prevented  in  many  c 
from  attending  market  or  rooes ;  their 
children  driven  from  school,  and  their 
whole  lives  poisoned  and  blasted.  Thisi» 
what  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  i 
depriving  boycotting  of  its  vices,  and  this 
is  what  the  Libeml  Party,  with  ita 
noble  traditions,  was  demeaning  iteelf  by 
supporting.  The  Liberal  Party  of  whieb 
I  have  read  and  which  I  have  known 
has  championed  civil  liberty  the  world 
over ;  they  have  stood  for  freedom 
of  opinion,  freedom  of  judgment,  free- 
dom of  action  everywhere.  The  oppressed 
have  never  turned  to  them 
All  that  seems  to  have  passed  away.  Thefl 
Liberals  of  this  country  have  allied  them-C 
selves  with  a  Party  that  never  had  a  I 
single  Liberal  instinct,  and  which  aaiy  I 
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e  years  ago  u-ider  the  S3al  of  the  hon. 
KUember  for   the    Scatlnad  Division   of 
P  Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  declared 
the  Liberal  party  to  ba  a  party  of  perfidy. 
This  party  is  notv  engaged  in  attempting 
ta  stamp   out   all   individaal  freedom  in 
Ireland.    Privata  judgment  is  suppressed 
Lin  Irelaud  in  a  manner  which  would  put 
inquiait-^rs    to    eliame ;    it     ia 
Vttamptdd  to  aasaasinata  kU  freedom  of 
nhought  aud  all  personal  independence. 
J^^iB    is    not    freedom ;    it    ia    alavary. 
(7oa   may    dignify    it    with    the    n&me 
:   justice    ti)    Ireland,    and    men    may 
'  Jwpsuade  ttemaalree  that  they  are  work- 
ing for  juaticj  t^  Ireland.     But  juatica 
depjnda  upoa  the   maiutenance   of  ths 
.  Oonatitution,  the  enforcement  of  the  law, 
3  the  righting  of  Irish  wrongs  j  and  it 
1  bsoansj    Her  Majesty's   Goverament 
en    good  guarantees    that  this 
s  their  policy  that  I  shall  votj  against 
luB  Amendment. 

(6.15)  •Mh.  STANSFELD  (Halifas): 

Ar.  Speaker,   it   is   not  my  intention   to 

Ittempt  lo  follow  the  hon.  Member  for 

■"  mth  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Rnsaell)  or  iay 

m.  Friend  who  opjnad  the  debate,  into  the 

iieations  cmcerning  the  management  of 

Ponsmby   estatj    or    the    per^mal 

Jondtict  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hant- 

Q  (Mr.  Smith  Barry).       I  wish  to  do 

'  what  I  did  some  time  ago  when  I 

a  the  Sister  Isle  esamining  for  my- 

Alf  tbe  atata  of  affairs  there — studiously 

ind  deliberately  to  refrain  from  entering 

pito  any  p;rsitial  or  local  queations  and  to 

"mfine  mys.^lf  to  judging  of  the  general 

mdition  of  the  mind  of  the  people  of 

relaad.      But  at  the  cloaa  of  his  spsech 

Member    for    South    Tyrone 

ttonOBncGd  certain  propositions  of  a  far 

reaching  and  extensive,  and,  I  will  add, 

extravagant  character,  Fiist  ofallhe  spoke 

^rf  the  Crimea  of  murder  and   violence 

■rliich  had  been  reduced  by  the  hanging 

murderers.       I      know      nnt 

^h&t    Tnurderers     hava     b^en    hangad 

pnrauarcj    of    the    c  lercive    policy 

preajnt      Chief      Secretary. 

I    hon.    Member    aaid    that    a 

pewer    and   far  crueller    tyranny  than 

toy    tyranny    of  old    was    now    being 

ight  to  bear  ;  and  how  did  he  define 

lat  granny  1     Why,  he  aaid  that  the 

'e  who  wjre  engaged  in  it  deal  with 

with  whom  they  politically  dilter  by 

uring  them  sjvjrely  alone.    The  policy 

3  b>2ii  to  liavJ  p;opli  ajvjrjly  alone, 


to  boycott  them,  if  you  prefer  the  phrase. 
[Cries  o/  "  Hear,  hear  !  "]  Do  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  cheer  mean  to  acquiesce  in  the 
proposition  that  boycotting,  in  the  sense 
of  leaving  people  si-'Verely  alone,  ia  worse 
than  the  old  method  of  violence,  and 
murder  its  ;lfl  The  thing  ia  preposter- 
ous and  ridiculous,  and  I  am  amazed  at 
a  Member  of  this  House  concluding  his 
oration  by  a  proposition  of  that  deficrip- 
tion.  If  to  leave  thosj  who  do  not  sym- 
pathise with  the  people  severely  alone  be 
so  t.-rrible  a  putiiahment,  whom  muat 
those  be  who  inflict  tbe  punishment  bnt 
the  bnik  and  mass  of  the  people,  because 
nothiug  but  action  of  that  kind  on  the 
part  of  the  great  masa  of  the  populatioa 
could  by  any  conceivable  possibility  or 
hypotheaiB  have  such  an  end.  I  will  not 
ga  into  those  detailed  queationa  because 
the  subject  before  the  Housi  to-night  ia 
the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
I  have  noted  so  far  in  this  debate  a 
circumstance  not  usual  I  believe  in  Irisb 
discussions  in  this  House,  and  thatib  that 
tbere  ia  one  fact  on  which  we  are  all  ab- 
solutely in  agreement,  That  fact  ia  the 
improved  stata  of  Ireland,  the  diminution 
of  agrarian  offences  and  the  improved  re- 
lations of  the  Irish  p90pl«  with  us  in  this 
country  and  with  those  who  live  in  their 
own  land.  1  want  to  ask  whether  this 
is  not  the  very  first  proposition  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cirk  (Mr,  Parnell),  and  whether  tbe 
House  does  not  unanimonsly  agree  with 
him  on  that  point  ?  I  can  speak 
to  a  great  de^l  of  tht  change  that  has 
taken  place  from  what  I  have  seen  mvself. 
That  change  must  be  due  to  adequate 
and  appropriate  causes,  and  I  believe 
those  causes  to  be  the  improvement  in 
tht)  position  of  tbe  tenants  under  recent 
legislation,  better  harvests  and  higher 
pric.-s,  aud  the  hopes  inspired  by  the 
policy  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone). 
How  can  coercion,  however  administi^red, 
appeas3  the  Irisl^ people]  It  is  so  extra- 
ordinary a  proposition,  so  unreasoning 
and   unreasonable  an  hypothesis  that  we 

only  Bay  the  wish  muat  be  father  to 
the  thought.  It  ia  not  a  new  policy.  If 
yon  had  had  measures  for  ameliorating 
t!ie  condition  of  the  t.^nants,  and  if  on 
tha  other  hand  you  had  had  a  strong 
Coercion  Act  administered  in  the  old 
style,  and  not  a  secoud  class  Coercion  Act 

that  of  the   right  hou.  Gentleman 
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(Mr.  A,  J.  Bilfniir)  j-011  might  liave  set 
upa^m^  claim  eithur  to  baye  appeased 
or  cowed  ttie  Irish  people.  At  this  very 
moment  in  every  county  in  Ireland  you 
h&va  a  tenants'  league  voluntarily  taxing 
its;lf  in  order  to  form  a  common  fund 
wherewith  to  fight  the  battle  of  all  the 
tanants  of  Ireland  against  the  landlords 
who  havecombinedagainstthem.  Under 
theae  circumstances  I  want  to  know 
where  baa  been  tlie  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man's success  1  There  ia  one  thing  his 
Act,  and  Ilia  policy,  and  administration 
can  do  and  have  done.  They  can 
irritate.  I  marvel  at  the  patience  and 
nioderation  of  the  Irish  people.  When  I 
look  at  the  Coercion  Act  and  its 
administration  I  am  sometimes  tempted 
to  Bay  that  the  measure  was  constructed 
and  devised  in  order  to  irri- 
tate and  gotid  au  enthuaiaaClc  nnd 
impulsive  people  into  acts  of 
violence  against  the  law.  I  do  not,  of 
course,  attribute  such  a  motive,  but  I 
cannot  underetand  anyone  failing  to 
perceive  that  there  is  much  in  the  Act 
and  its  administration  which  seems 
almost  nicely  calculated  to  produce  that 
result,  I  have  never  changed  my  feel- 
ings with  regard  to  the  Crimes  Act.  I 
have  always  felt  and  feel  now  that  that 
Act  was,  on  the  part  o£  its  authors,  an 
act  of  contempt  against  the  very  prin- 
ciples of  law — ^that  it  was  in  itself  the 
Tery  greatest  possible  illegality.  I  say 
that  no  National  League  or  Lond  League 
has  ever  produced  ao  gross  an  act  of 
illegality — speaking  of  the  spirit  of 
law — as  this  House  baa  committed  in 
passing  the  Crimea  Act.  We  were 
told  that  the  Crimes  Act  did  not  create 
a  single  now  offence,  and  that  it  was 
all  a  ([uestion  of  procedure.  Under  that 
Act  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  a  political 
partisan,  of  his  own  motion,  without 
hearing  any  evidence,  may  determine 
and  resolve  that  a  political  Association  is 
dangerous,  and.  by  proclaiming  it,  can 
make  it  illegal.  The  next  moment, 
without  any  other  circumstances  what- 
ever, everybody  connected  in  any  way 
with  that  Association  becomes  a  criminal 
under  the  Act.  And  then  we  are  told 
tiiat  no  new  oSencea  are  created.  My 
right  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Bridgeton  (Sir  George  Trevelyan),  inhis 
speech  on  Friday  last  put  in  the 
clearest  way  before  the  House  the 
operation  of  the  Crimea  Act  in  regard 
Mr.  Stam/eld 


to  the  creation  of  new  offences. 
The  Crimes  Act  ia  an  Act  whii 
an  arbitrary  power  disguised  under  ths 
cloak  and  pretence  of  law.  Thi 
raent  were  not  content  only  with  giving 
the  power  to  supersede  the  law  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  but  they  abolished  trial 
by  jury,  and  put  cases,  some  of  thenL 
cassB  of  conatrnctive  conspiracy,  re- 
qniring  the  wisest  judgment,  into  tha 
hands  of  removable,  promotahle, 
legal,  and  dependent  m^]Strat.es,  Yon 
will  say  it  is  only  a  question  of  prtjcedure, 
but  in  one  senso  all  law  comes  back  to 
be  procedure.  If  you  endow  any  human 
being  witii  the  power  by  his  judgment 
to  supersede  the  law,  and  if  also  yott 
do  not  take  care  that  your  interpreters  of 
the  law  have  some  real  knowledge  ot  it, 
and  that  they  are  impartial,  judidaUy 
minded,  and  independent,  then  law  itself 
»Qon  cases  to  exist.  A  word  op  two 
on  the  subject  of  the  tenants.  I  cannok 
follow  the  hon.  Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr. 
Russell)  into  the  details  of  the  cases  he- 
has  been  bringing  before  the  House.  Or 
the  details  of  the  law.  and  I  do  not 
intL-nd  to  do  so,  but  there  are  certain 
things  I  see  clearly,  and  I  think  not 
incorrectly,  in  repird  to  tJio  tenants, 
and  these  I  wish  to  state  to  the 
Houss.  The  Attorney  General 
Ireland  said  there  was  no  case 
regard  to  the  t?nant8.  Now,  X 
ask  this  qnestion.  In  what  pnipurtion 
of  the  tenancies  of  Ireland  have  there 
been  judicial  decrees  for  settlement  or 
reduction  of  rents  or  agree  men  tB 
outside  the  Court  founded  on  similar 
judicial  decrees  in  similar  cases  i"  If  I 
am  not  misinformed  those  cases  do  not 
amount  to  more  than  half  the  number  of 
the  tenancies  of  Ireland.  I  think  I  shaU 
not  be  contradicted  in  tiiat  as  a  state- 
ment of  fact.  Well,  if  the  cases  are  not 
settled  for  half  the  tenants  of  Ireland, 
if  it  is  trne — and  it  is  indubitable — that 
the  Government  have  determined  and 
positively  decided  to  refuse  to  deal  with 
the  question  of  arreiirs,  I  want  to  kuow 
how  any  man  can  urge  tliat  the  tenant*' 
have  no  grievance  now  or  that  no  duretst, 
can  be  put  upon  them  under  tba 
Ashbourne  Act  ?  Why,  when  Wl' came  to 
deal  with  the  Highland  Crofters  we  dealt 
verydifierentlywiththequestionof  arrenrfl 
there.  I  was  looking  over  a  Return  n 
few  months  ago — it  whs  the  last  Return 
then,  I  do  not  know    whether  b 
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Retam  lias  been  issued  since — and  there 
I  found  that  among  the  Crofters  the 
ifigures  showed  an  average  reduction  of 
^9  psr  cent,  in  rents,  but  68  per  cent, 
da  arrears  !  Nobody  can  fail  to  under- 
«iand  that  if  a  poor  man  is  over-rented  by 
the  year  that  the  accumulations  of 
arrears  are  certain  to  crush  him,  and 
that  if  he  has  a  mode  of  escaping  by 
buying,  with  the  assistance  of  the  State, 
kis  holding  fiom  the  landlord,  the  fact  of 
the  existence  of  these  arraars  may  be 
iB.9ed  by  the  agent  to  compel  him  to  pay  a 
higher  price  than  he  would  otherwise  pay, 
■and  so  the  help  of  the  State  and  the  credit 
of  the  State  goes  to  assist  the  landlord  and 
uot  the  tenant  in  these  transactions.  Now 
I  put  it  to  the  Government  whether 
they  should  not  seek  some  better  way, 
whether  we  ar3  not  bound  to  seek  some 
better  way  ?  I  say,  first  of  all,  this 
Act  cannot  have  appaased,  because  it  has 
i^rritated.  I  say  it  has  not  cowed  ;  you 
have  had  evidence  of  that  to-night.  It 
would  be  ridiculous  that  a  nation  should, 
after  a  century's  exparience  how  to 
xesist  and  defeat  Coercion  Acts,  be  cowed 
by  the  comparatively  feeble  and  not  very 
powerful  Act  of  the  present  day,  and  with 
the  hope  for  the  future  which  Irishmen 
HOW  entartain.  What  I  should  say  would 
"ba  this.  That  the  true  policy,  the  true  and 
"beneficial  policy  for  the  Government,  and 
right  in  our  minds,  would  be  to  press  on 
the  S3ttlement  of  rants.  The  Land  Courts 
ara  over- worked  and  cases  ara  vastly 
in  arraar.  My  first  proposition  is, 
then,  press  on  the  settlement  of 
judicial  rents.  Next,  I  say,  let  the 
Government  give  thamsilves  power  to 
ieal  with  arrears.  Then,  I  say,  when 
you  have  settled  the  rants  and  the  arrears 
you  can  enter  upon  and  sattle  the  com- 
^rative  values  of  the  intarast  of  landlord 
and  tenant.  But  until  then  you  will  not 
be  in  a  position  to  deal  with  the  terms  of 
a  future  Pnrchasa  Act.  Thfen  with 
regard  to  the  general  political  question,  I 
venture  to  say  the  Government  would  be 
^^ise,  that  not  only  would  it  ba  right  from 
our  point  of  view  but  wise  from  theirs, 
to  allow  free  sp3ech  and  free  meeting 
in  a  way  such  fraedom  is  not  allowed  in 
Ireland.  I  quite  agrea  that  offances 
deserving  punishment  ought  to  be  pun- 
ished, as  also  incitement  to  commit  those 
offences,  but  I  maintain  that  the  Irish 
people  have  a  right  to  combine,,  have  a 
right   to   meet    and    to    speak   end    to 


agitate  against  coercion,  against  landlord 
oppression,  and  in  favour  of  Home  Rule. 
Who  can  say  that  the  Irish  people  are 
left  perfectly  free  to  combine,  to  meet, 
and  to  speak  for  these  objects?  If 
you  will  accord  these  rights,  retaining 
the  power  to  prosecute  for  real 
and  dangerous  offences,  offences  of 
violence  or  of  intimidation  ;  if 
you  will  do  that  you  will  leave  nothing 
but  a  strictly  constitutional  move- 
ment against  your  policy  of  Coercion  and 
in  favour  of  our  policy  of  Home  Rule, 
and  you  have  no  right  to  object  to  a 
constitutional  movement  and  agitation. 
Now,  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
the  other  night  ridiculed  the  supposed 
effect  of  the  policy  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  He  quoted 
cartain  worthless  figures  from  the  star 
tistics  of  agrarian  crime  for  a  few  months 
before  the  declaration  of  the  Home  Rule 
Scheme  and  a  few  months  pfter.  Sir,  it 
takes  time  for  a  great  policy  to  work 
and  show  its  effect,  but  there  is  no 
doubt  about  the  effect  of  the  policy  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  on  the  Irish  mind, 
though  that  policy  has  been  defeated  in 
this  House.  The  evidenca  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  is  worth  infinitely 
more  than  the  poor  statistics  and  figures 
of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 
Let  me  give  the  House  some  of  the 
impressions  1  derived  from  a  recent 
short  visit  to  Ireland  and  a  word  or  two 
on  my  experience  there.  I  attended  a 
number  of  meetings,  and  among  them 
some  of  the  largest  meetings  held  in 
Ireland  of  late  years.  I  hear  an  hon. 
Member  whisper  ''No  rightof  public  meet- 
ing," but  I  will  come  to  that.  I  spoke  with 
parfect  freedom.  I  attacked  the  policy 
of  the  Government.  I  denounced 
it.  I  endeavoured  to  give  the 
people  hope.  I  encouraged  them  to 
patience  with  our  sympathy.  I  was  not 
shadowed  by  the  police,  neither. I  or  the 
friends  who  went  with  me.  If  my  eye 
caught  the  eye  of  a  constable  it  wa«  he 
turned  aside,  not  I.  I  have  heard  that 
the  police  had  instructions  that  we  were 
not  likely  to  make  dangerous  speeches, 
and  that  they  were  to  leave  us  alone  ; 
that  we  were  to  be  boycotted,  left  savf  rely 
alone;  and  they  folio  wed  these  instructions. 
Well,  but  I  have  a  question  to  put  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Chief  Secretary. 
He  behaved  handsomely  to  me  and  those 
who  went  with  me.    We  had  no  trouble. 
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I  do  not  even  think  the  police  reported 
us.  I  suppose  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
trustsd  to  the  newspaper  reports  and 
found  nothing  dangerous  in  our  speeches, 
or  we  should  have  heard  from  him.  But 
the  question  I  have  to  put  to  the 
right  hon.  Gantlemanis  this,  if  he  conceded 
to  me  and  my  friends  this  libarfcy,  why- 
does  he  refuse  it  to  the  rjpresentatives 
of  the  Irish  p3ople  ?  He  would  say,  or 
he  would  like  to  say,  that  the  cases  arj 
not  parallel,  but  I  defy  the  right  hon. 
G^entleman  to  prove,  and  if  he  tries  to 
maintain  it  he  can  be  answered,  that  Irish 
Members  have  not  b3en  imprisoned  for 
less  than  I  deliberately  said  ?  This  is  a 
distinct  challenge  I  address  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  say  I 
went  ther3  knowing^  the  law, 
1  went  there  intending  t)  exercise  my 
right  and  not  to  exceed  the  law,  and  I 
say  I  did  not  exceed  the  law,  and  yet 
Irish  Msmbers  have  baen  tried,  convicted, 
and  imprisoned  for  saying  less  than  I 
said  on  thes3  occasions.  At  every 
meeting  I  attended  there  was  absolute 
order.  They  were  vast  meetings,  some 
of  them  meetings  of  the  whole  country 
side,  horsemen  and  pedestrians  gathering 
together.  In  my  younger  days  I  was 
familiar  wit'i  meetings  on  National 
questions,  and  I  say,  speaking  of  these 
meetings  in  Ireland,  that  they  inspired 
me  with  the  feeling  that  nothing  but  a 
National  question  could  have  brougrht 
them  about.  The  Irish  question  is  a 
National  question  and  you  will  never 
defeat  it ;  you  will  never  succeed  in 
stamping  it  and  the  National  instinct 
out  of  the  spirit  of  the  Irish  people.  I 
wonder  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
cinnot  carry  their  memory  or  their 
reading  bac;c  to  the  days  of  1848,  and 
that  they  do  not  see  how  futile  it  is  to 
attempt  to  set  themselves  against  the 
patriotic  instinct  of  an  awakened  people. 
I  wonder,  turning  back  to  those  d»ys, 
that  they  have  not  learned  that  this 
National  instinct  is  a  reasonable  and  con- 
servative instinct.  I  am  not  applying  the 
word  in  the  party  sense  —a  truly  Conser- 
vative princlpla  and  ins  inct  in  tha  human 
mind.  I  say  you  may  safely  dsal  with  this 
instinct,  you  may  learn  from  experience 
of  the  past,  from  the  lessons  of  history, 
that  you  will  run  no  ris'c  in  resp acting 
one  of  the  highest  instincts  God  ever 
implanted  in  the  human  breast.  It  is 
ungenerous  folly  to  pr^tjnd  that  anyone 
Mr.  Stansjdd 


who  is  actuated  by  this  National  instinct 
of      self -government     desires     absolute 
separation    from    the     Gx)vemment     of 
this  country.       I   have    spoken  of    the 
orderly  character  of  these  meetings,  and 
I  would  like  to  say  something  of  the 
sentiments  and  tone  of  mind  I  perceived 
among   those    tens    of     thousands    who 
attended  there.     There  was  every  evi- 
dence   of    that   reconciliation   with   the 
Ecglish  people  which  you  cannot  pretend 
that  your  policy  is  calculated  to  brings 
about,    but    which   has    been    brought* 
about  despite  your   policy,   despite   the- 
administration  of  your  Coercion  Act  in 
Ireland.      This   reconciliation  has  beeik 
brought  about  not  by  a  change  of  law^ 
simply  by  the  promise  of  a  better  future 
given   by   my   right   hon.    Friend,   and 
endorsed  by  the  Liberal  Party,  because 
the  Irish  people  know  and  feel  that  it* 
is  not    in    the  annals  of    the    Liberal 
Party     that     it     has    ever     taken     in 
hand    a    great     cause    like     this     and 
failed  sooner   or  later  to  bring  it  to  a 
successful  issue.      I   say   I   found  that' 
feeling  towards  this  country,  and  I  found 
everywhere    a    determination    that  we 
shpuid  remain  an  United   Kingdom.     I 
did  not  find  a  mere  acceptance  of   this,  I 
found  it  when  announced  as  a  proposition 
accepted  with  as  great  enthusiasm  as  the 
proposition     directed      to      self-govern- 
ment.    Their    burning    wish    is    to  be 
one     with     us,     on     the     terms    of    a. 
subordinate    but   National   Government 
and  Parliament.     How  blindly  foolish  it- 
is  not  to  be  delighted  to  take  action  and 
make  terms  of  peace  to  heal  the  feud  of 
centuries  on  these   conditions.     I  found 
loyalty  among  them  ;  that  loyalty  you  are 
so    fond   of  denying.     I    will    give    an 
instance  from  an  incident  that  occurred 
at  that  mighty  meeting  at  Mallow  which 
I  attiended  ;  it  will  throw  a  light  on   this 
question    of    loyalty    which    has     been 
strained  and  taxed  and  tried  for  cejituriea 
past  to  such  an  extent  that   if   the    Irish 
people    were  disloyal  we   could  not   be 
surprised.     That  tney  are  not  so   is   due 
tc)  the  policy  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  and 
his      Party.       On     that     occasion,      at 
Mallow,      a     sp.'aker,     a     member     of 
this     House,       was      comparing       the. 
meeting     and      its     peaceable     orderly 
character  with  a  meeting  some  years  ago 
when  His  Royal  Highness  the  Prince  of 
Wales  was  there.     There  was  a  crowd  of 
Irish  people  at  the  station  to  present  & 
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memorial,  I  think,  of  some  grievances  to 
His   Royal    Highness.      There    was    a 
moment  when  the  local  authorities  lost 
their  heads  and  were  within  a  very  little 
of    attacking  the    people.     Fortunately, 
the  officer  in  command  had  a  cooler  head 
than  they  had,  and  the  thing  passed  o£E 
without  an  incident  of  such  a  character, 
which  would  have  been  doubly  regret- 
able  because  of  the  presence  of  His  Royal 
Highness.     The  speaker  compared  that 
meeting  with   the  meeting  then   being 
held,  and  the  comparison  was  a  perfectly 
fitting   and  right  comparison   to  make. 
But  it  occurred  to  me  that  it  was  capable 
of  misunderstanding  and  misrepresenta- 
tion; it  occurred  to  me  that  paople  might 
say — we  ara  so  ready  to  think  evil  of  each 
other — that  this  was  a  disloyul  utterance, 
and  that  somebody  ought  to  have  pro- 
tested against  it.     I  was  determined  that 
it  should  ba  made  clear,  and  when  the 
speeches  were  over,  I  sprang  to  the  front 
of  the   platform   and   demanded  a  few 
more  momente.     What  1  said  to  the  vast 
crowd  was  this  :    I   want  you   to   look 
fibraight    at     this    question  of    loyalty  ; 
listan  to  me   and  tall   me  whether  you 
agree   with  me.     1  said  the  Sovereign  of 
this  Realm    is   no   party  politician  ;  she 
acts   on  the  advica  of  her  constitutional 
Ministers.      I  said  the  Prince  of  Wales, 
the  Heir  to  the  Throne,  ought  not   to  be 
a   party   politician   and    is   not  a  party 
politician  ;  there  is  no  difference  in  his 
attitude  towards  Members  on  one  side 
of  the  Hous3  or  bhe  other,  and  therefore 
I  call   on   you,  determined  as   you   are, 
and  we  are,  that  there  shall  remain   one 
Unit  3d  Kingdom,  I  call  on  you  with  me 
to  say,    "  God  Bless   the   Queen  of  this 
Unitad  Land."     Mora  than  tan  thousand 
voicas  shoutad  unanimous  acclaim.     Now 
this   was   a   mere   incident,  take   it   for 
what  it  is  worth,  but  does  it  not   show 
that  there  is  in  Ireland  a  mind  and  a 
temper  at  this  tim3  a  tandency,  a  disire 
for  union  and  reconciliation,  and  a  capar 
city  for  loyalty  which  perhaps  you  have 
not  suspactjd,  but  which  you   ought  not 
to  ba  sorry  to  know.      I  say  that  what 
Irishmen  are  wa  hava  made  tbem.    They 
are  the  work  of  our  hands.     They  are 
the    result   of   mistaken   policy,    not   of 
yours  only  but  the  policy  of  the  past  of 
this  country.      We  would  changa  that 
result ;      you     would      parpatuata     it. 
Whatever     there     is     bad     and     weak 
in    Ireland    is    of    our    doing.      What- 


ever is     good    is   due    to  that    saving 
instinct  of  patriotism  and  nationality  you 
fear  so  much.     If  it  were .  not  for  that, 
if  the   whole  question  of  Ireland  were 
agrarian,  there  would  be  a  different  tale 
to  tell.     It  is  because    Irishmen  think 
not  only  of  their  farms  but  their  country 
that  they  have  become  capable  of  some 
moderate     and    constitutional     courses. 
Irrespective  of  party,  we  ought  to  sympa- 
thise with  that  feeling.     I  do  not  thmk 
the   Government  will  deny  it,   because 
they  are  proposing  this  Session  to  intro- 
duce  measures    which  they    hope   will 
operate  in  this  sense  to  satisfy  the  Irish 
mind  and  appease  Irish  discontent.     You 
are    perfectly     right    to     bring     these 
measures  forward,  framing  them  accord- 
ing to  your  own  light  and  views.     We 
will  discuss  them  fairly,  fully,  and  freely  ; 
but  will  they  reconcile  the  Irish  people 
and  consolidate  the  Union  ?  I  believe  not. 
I  am  an  opponent  of  the  Government, 
but  I  believe  with  the  profoundest  con- 
viction that  you  will  absolutely  fail,  for 
I  am  convinced  that  on  the  oilier  hand 
the  wise  policy,  the  wise,  conciliatory, 
just  and  sympathetic  policy  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  and  the  party  which  is  proud 
beyond  expression  to  acknowledge  him 
as  their  leader,  that  this  policy,  which 
has   already   consolidated    the   National 
Pariy  in  Ireland,  making  it  supreme  over 
all  counsels  and  suggestions  of  violence, 
that  policy  which  has  already  created  a 
moral  union  of  our  peoples,  will  ere  long 
bacome    incorporated   in   the   law,    and 
when  incorporated  in  the  law  will  result 
in  a  permanent,  effective,  and  complete 
cure,   a  true   and  lasting  union   of  the 
peoples  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

(6.55.)    ♦Mr.  G.  WYNDHAM  (Dover)  r 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just, 
sat  down  prefaced  his  remarks  by  saying 
that    he    felt    himsalf  better    fitted    to 
address  the  Housa  on  the  general  aspect 
of  the   situation  in  Ireland  than  on  the 
particular     details    which    have     been 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  House  by 
the  two  hon.  Gentlemen  who  preceded  him 
in  debate.  Sir,  the  very  reverse  is  my  case. 
I  hope  it  is  just  possible   I  may  be  able 
to  adduce  a  few  facts  that  may  lead  the 
House   to  reconsider  the  opinions   that 
would   naturally    be  derived   from   the 
speech     of     the      hon.      Member      for 
North-East     Cork ;     but    I     am   aware 
that   1   am    wholly    unable  to     discuss 
the    general     question     of     alternative 
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policies    with     which     the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  concluded  his  speech.     I  was 
glad  to  notice,  that  he,  following  the  ex- 
ample of  other  speakers,  admits  that  the 
state  of   Ireland   shows  a  very   marked 
improvement,  an  improvement  described 
in    the   Amendment  which    the    House 
is     now     considering     as    "long     con- 
tinued."      Perhaps      the      epithet     to 
English  minds  does  not  appear  altogether 
applicable    to     a   period    little    exceed- 
ing  three   years.     Opposite  causes  have 
been  alleged  from  opposite  sides   of  the 
House  in  order  to  account  for  this  "  long- 
continued  "  improvement,;  but  though  we 
may  differ  as  to  the  cause,  I  trust  we  all 
hope  that  the  effect  may  attain  the  more 
ample    proportions     to    which    we   are 
accustomed  on  this   side   of   the   water. 
One  factor  in  this  improvement  has  been 
noticed  by   the   right  hon.    Gentleman, 
to      which      I      cannot     assent.        He 
alleges    that     boycotting    has      altered 
its  character    and   consists  now  merely 
in    letting    persons    severely   alone.     If 
that  be  so,  I  ask  who  are  the  victims 
of  agrarian  outrage,  which,   it  is  true  in 
very    curtailed   numbers,    still  stand  in 
the     Reports    that     come    before     the 
Government?      I    understand    that    in 
■every,    case,   or  in    nearly    every    case, 
for    that    is    denoted    by    the    use    of 
the  very  word  agrarian,  the  victim   of 
outrage     is    a    poor     farmer,    a    cattle 
dealer,  or  other  person  who  has  excited 
the  anger  of  those  taking  part  in  the  agrar- 
ian movement  now  existing  in  Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  attributed  the 
'improvement  to  the  efforts  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway.      We  attribut3 
it    in   a   large   measure    to   the    steady 
administration  of  the  law,  because  these 
outrages,  although  less  numerous  than  they 
were — they  are,  I  believe,  little  more  than 
one-half  of   the   number   that   occurred 
when  the  Government  came  into  office — 
are  still  of  the  sam3   nature  ;  therefore 
I  think  it  is  most  probable  that  the  dimi- 
nution,    since  it  is    only  one  of  degree 
and  not  of  kind,  is   attributable  to   the 
so-called      coercive      measures     of     the 
Government.     Now,    in  discussing    the 
Climes    Act    the     right   hon.      Gentle- 
man   discovered    that     the    two    most 
obnoxious   features   in   it   were,   in    the 
first  place,  that  branches  of  the  League 
had  been  suppressed — and  he  described 
"the    act   of  attending  meetings  of  such 
branches  as  a  new  crime — and,   in   the 
J/r.  G,  Wyndham 


second     place,      that     certain     offences 
could  be  tried  by  Resident  Magistrates. 
Now  Sir,  the    measure   of  exasperation 
to  which  the  Irish  people  are  subjected 
on  these  counts  will,  I  think,  somewhat 
surprise  the  House  if  they  have  listened 
to  the  speech  of    the  right   hon.    Gen- 
tleman,   and    to     the    other     speeches 
which      have     been     directed     against 
these      two     particular     provisions.      I 
find  that  out  of  597  convictions  under 
the  Act  last  year,  the  total  number  of 
persons  convicted  for  taking  part  in  pro- 
ceedings of  suppressed  branches  of  the 
League  was  one  man.     The  right  hon. 
'Gentleman  amplified  the  list  of  those  who 
had  suffered  under  this  provision  of  the 
Act  by  saying  that  not  only  the  persons 
who  had  attended  the  meetings,  but  that 
the  speakers,  the  editors  of  newspapers  who 
reported   the   proceedings,  and  even  the 
boys  who  sold  the  newspapers,  were  all 
liable  to  prosecution  and  imprisonment. 
Sir,    I   find   that    the    total   number   of 
persons  convicted    during  last   year  for 
reporting  the  proceedings  of  suppressed 
branches  cf  the  League  was  also  one  man. 
These  two  solitary  individuals,  therefore, 
form  a  very  large  factor  in  the  case  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.    And  I  find  that  the 
rest  of  the  facts  upon  which  they  base 
their  case  are  in  very  close  proportion  to 
those   I  have  already  given  the    House. 
Before  leaving  the  subject  of  the  small 
ratio  borne  by  convictions  in  connexion 
with  suppressed  branches  to  convictions 
for    other    offences,    I    should    like    to 
touch   upon  a    kindred    matter.        The 
riofht    hon.      Gentleman     the    Member 
for  the  Bridgeton  Division  has  addressed 
a  great  portion  of  his  speech  to  an  attack 
upon     prosecutions       directed     against 
persons   for    inciting    to   crime,  as  dis- 
tinguished  from    prosecutions    directed 
against  persons  committing  crime.     Now 
out  of  the  total  of  597  cases  to  which  I 
have  already  referred,  I  find   that  589 
persons  were   convicted  for  committing 
crime,  for  criminal  conspiracy,  intimida- 
tion,    riot,    and    assaults     on     sherifFs 
officers  and  the  police,  while  the  number 
convicted  for  inciting  to  crime  was  six 
only.     The  other  provision  of  the  Crimes 
Act  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Halifax  selected  for  attack 
was  the  power  of  resident  magistrates  to 
try  these  offences.     But  it  seems  to  me 
I  that  the  remarks  savoured  rather  of  two 
or  three  years  ago  than  of  the  present 
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day  ;  for  just  as  I  have  been  able  to  show 
that  there  were  but  few  prosecutions  in 
connection  with  suppressed  branches,  so 
it  may  also  be  shown  that  the  clause 
giving  to  resident  magistrates  summary 
jurisdiction  over  charges  of  conspiracy 
and  intimidation  has  been  so  curtailed  in 
its  operation  that  it  now  only  affects  a 
little  over  one  million  of  the  four  or  five 
million  inhabitants  of  Ireland.  With 
regard  to  the  general  view  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  took  of  affairs  in 
Ireland,  and  the  advice  which  he  gave  to 
this  Government  as  to  the  proper  course 
to  pursue  in  the  future,  I  have  little  to 
say.  But  I  do  propose  to  offer  to  the 
House  some  information  which  I  possess. 
I  notice  that  he  has  again  favoured  the 
House  with  the  experience  he  gained 
during  the  visits  he  and  other  hon. 
Members  paid  to  Ireland  in  the  course  of 
the  recess,  in  order  to  refresh  their  views 
upon  the  Irish  Question.  I  see,  t30,  that 
his  experience  has  been  the  same  as  that 
of  other  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen. 
He  found  that,  in  his  persion,  liberty  of 
speech  and  the  right  of  meeting  were 
respected.  And  yet,  in  spite  of  this 
experience,  right  hon.  and  hoQ.  Gentle- 
men are  convinced  that  thes3  liberties  do 
not  exist,  and  that  exceptions  are  made 
in  their  favour,  in  order  to  mislead  the 
public  as  to  the  true  state  of  Ireland.  I 
think  in  that  they  are  mistaken.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  informed  the  Honse  that 
when  he  visited  Ireland  he  did  not 
intend  to  exceed  the  law.  As  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford,  who  made  the  same  point  in 
the  debate  last  year,  through  another 
person — and  not  with  his  consent,  I 
believe — similar  information  was  con- 
veyed to  the  Government.  The  differ- 
ence between  these  right  hon.  Gentlemen, 
and  those  who  have  brought  them- 
«3lvas  within  the  meshes  of  the  law, 
is  that  the  lattar  d9liberat3ly  express 
the  intention  again  and  again  of  breaking 
the  law.  But  apart  from  the  announce- 
ment of  their  intention  to  abide  within 
the  law,  the  Government  wera  well  aware 
that  in  any  speech  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  made  they  would  neither  coun- 
«el  nor  give  any  support  of  any  kind  to  in- 
timidation, nor  would  they  be  guilty  of  any 
incitijment  to  crime,  for  which  other 
«p3akers  hava  baen  proceeded  against. 
There  is  one  other  point  I  desire  to 
notice,  because  it  will  lead  up  to  the  few 


remarks  I  wish  to  make  upon  the  speech 
delivered  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North-East  Cork.  Amongst 
other  difficulties  which  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  see  in  the  present  situation 
in  Ireland  is  the  alleged  fact  that  arrears 
compel  tenants  to  pay  higher  prices  for 
their  holdings  than  they  would  otherwise 
be  disposed  to  pay.  It  is  constantly 
assarted  that  the  arreirs  question  is  the 
one  point  upon  which  this  Government 
have  failed,  and  we  are  told  that  if  they 
were  to  settle  that,  the  agrarian  difficulty 
would  practically  cease  to  exist.  The 
solid  facts  brought  before  the  House  to 
sustain  this  charge  have  been  largely 
drawn  from  the  Ponsonby  estate  and  the 
estate  of  Tipperary  town,  and  we  may 
presume,  therefore,  that  in  the  Ponsonby 
estate  hon.  Gentlemen  find  their  best 
arguments  against  the  Government. 
But  how  far  can  they  discover  on  the 
Ponsonby  estata  any  ground  for  the 
sweeping  allegations  which  are  generally 
put  forward,  not  to  justify — for  that  is 
impossible — but  to  palliata  the  adoption 
of  criminal  methods.  On  the  Ponsonby 
estata  the  Plan  of  Campaign  has  existed 
for  some  years..  The  Plan  of  Campaign 
has  been  described  as  a  criminal  con- 
spiracy, not  only  by  Chief  Baron  Palles, 
but  also  by  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien,  who  stated 
that  it  was  clearly  and  distinctly  illegal, 
upon  all  principles  known  to  the  Com- 
mon Law.  Now,  in  order  to  justify 
the  adoption  of  that  illegal  conspiracy 
the  House  will  surely  require  vastly 
stronger  reasons  than  have  been  brought 
before  it  to-night  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  North-East  Cork.  It  would  be  sup- 
posed, from  what  hon.  Members  opposite 
have  said,  that  every  one  of  the  errors 
of  judgment  which  have  been  attributed 
by  them  to  Irish  landlords  is  rampant  on 
the  Ponsonby  estate.  The  facts,  however, 
are  altogether  different.  As  to  the  charge 
of  rack-renting,  while  it  is  true  that  there 
has  been  a  slight  rise  of  rent  in  individual 
cases,  it  is  also  true  that  the  total 
rent-roll  has  been  only  increased  by  a 
sum  of  little  over  £100  since  the  years 
of  the  famine ;  and  it  is  likewise  true 
that  in  consequence  of  the  charges 
which  the  landlord  has  taken  upon  him- 
self the  net  increase  is  a  little  more  than 
JB50 — a  small  sum  for  a  landlord  who 
has  expended  £5,000  of  his  own  money 
on  the  estate,  and  has  procured  another 
£5,000  from  the  Board  of  Works  to  put 
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into  it.  Those  who  liaye  had  any  dealings 
in  land  know  that  a  man  is  entitled 
to  expect  some  small  retnm  pn  capital 
ontlay,  and  certainly  a  piltry  £50  is  not 
a  very  large  interest  on  a  capital  of 
jB10,000.  This  entirely  disposes  of  the 
charge  that  by  small  increases  of  rent, 
carried  on  over  a  long  period  of  years, 
the  landlord  has  succeeded  in  confis- 
cating the  tenint's  improvements. 
Therefore  we  must  tarn  onr  eyes  to  the 
immediatd  past  to  find  any  ezcnso  for  the 
adoption  of  this  illegal  conspiracy.  It  is 
sometimes  alleged,  that  by  the  rejection 
of  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
ample  warrant  was  given  to  the  tanants 
to  protect  themsalves  by  methods  un- 
known to  the  law.  But  that  Bill,  if  it 
had  passed,  would  have  touched  only 
one-fourth  of  the  tenants  of  the  Ponsonby 
estate  ;  so  it  is  clear  that  if  the  tenants 
were  compelled  thus  to  act  in  salf -defence 
in  the  aheence  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  they  would  equally 
have  had  to  act  in  like  manner  if  the 
Bill  had  b3en  pass  3d.  I  will  not  go  into 
details  as  to  the  conduct  of  this  landlord 
towards  his  tenants  ;  but  I  may  say  that 
the  fact  that  evictions  have  been  very 
rare  upon  the  estate  shows  conclusively 
that  the  landlord  has  made  no  efEort  to 
exterminate  his  tenantry,  as  it  is  some- 
times called,  and  has  no  design  of  con- 
verting his  prop3rty  into  grazing  land. 
It  has  been  generally  admitted,  both  by 
those  who  acted  on  the  part  of  the  land- 
lord and  those  who  acted  on  behalf 
of  the  tenants,  that  the  ultimate  so- 
lution of  the  diflBculty  which  had  been 
brought  about  by  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
must  be  in  the  adoption  of  same  scheme 
of  purchas3 ;  and  it  has  been  stated  by 
the  hon.  M6mb3r  for  North-East  Cork 
that  such  a  solution  had  been  almost 
arrived  at  on  the  Ponsonby  estate 
when  the  hoa.  Member  for  Huntingdon 
intarvened,  and,  as  the  hon.  Member 
puts  it,  "  wrecked  the  settlement.*' 
But,  Sir,  the  settlement  never  was  on 
the  verge  of  completion.  There  was  a 
discrepancy  between  the  offers  made  on 
behalf  of  Mr.  Ponsonby  and  of  his 
tenants,  not,  as  has  been  stated,  of 
£ifiOO  or  £5,000,  but  of  £20,000. 
1  am  aware  that  the  opposite  has  been 
alleged  on  the  authority  of  Canon  Keller. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  may  think  that  they 
must  either  believe  Canon  Keller  and 
disbelieve  Members  of  that  House,  or 
Mr.  G.  Wyndham 


believe  hon.  Members  and  disbelieve 
Canon  Keller ;  but  they  are  not  reduced 
to  that  very  disagreeable  issue.  They 
may  avoid  it  by  considering  that  two 
offers  have  been  spoken  of  in  the  course 
of  this  controversy ;  the  offer  which  Mr. 
Brunker,  the  agent,  made  and  the  offer 
which  Canon  Keller  understood  him  to 
make.  But  of  these  the  first  is  evidently 
the  only  one  of  any  material  interest, 
since  it  is  the  only  one  authorised  by  the 
landlord,  and  the  sum  mentioned  in  this 
offer  exceeded  by  over  £20,000  the  sum 
which  Canon  Keller  was  prepared  to 
give.  It  will,  therefore,  be  seen  that 
there  was  no  prospect  of  a  solution  when 
the  hon.  Member  for  Huntingdon  inter- 
vened.  So  for  from  wrecking  a  settle- 
ment on  the  verge  of  completion,  he  it 
was  who  induced  the  landlord,  when  an 
absolute  deadlock  existed,  to  make  the 
offer  of  a  settlement,  which  will  com- 
mend itself  to  the  minds  of  all  reason- 
able men.  That  settlement  was  wrecked, 
not  by  the  Member  for  Huntingdon ; 
but  by  those  who  control  the  operations 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  The  offer  was 
that  those  tenants  who  had  not  gone  into 
the  Courts,  and  who  constituted  with  only 
27  exceptions  the  whole  of  the  tenantry 
on  the  estate,  should  pay  an  instalment 
less  by  32  per  cent,  from  the  old  rent. 
Now,  the  original  demand  under  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  a  reduction  of  35 
per  cent.,  so  that  the  difference  was  one 
of  only  3  per  cent.  But  it  may  be  said 
that  arrears  stood  in  the  way. 
The  House  will  judge  whether  Mr. 
Ponsonby  adopted  an  intractable  atti- 
tude on  this  question.  Any  tenant 
whose  rent  was  £100  would  have 
had  to  pay  at  that  time  £400 ;  but, 
so  far  from  standing  stubbornly  on  his 
rights,  Mr.  Ponsonby  was  ready  to 
accept  £80,  and  extinguish  £320. 
Which  of  the  two  parties  in  this  case 
acted  as  the  faithful  servants  of  the 
tenants ^the  landlord,  who  had  not 
received  a  single  penny  for  four  years, 
and  who  was  prepared  to  extin- 
guish £320,  or  four-fifths  of  the 
amount,  or  the  controllers  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  who  during  that  time 
received  £65  a  year  and  yet  refused  to 
extinguish  the  remaining  £80,  or  only 
one  fifth  of  the  arrears  due  ?  If  it  be 
true  that  the  amount  poured  in  burnt  a 
hole  in  the  war  chest,  then  I  think  they 
might  have  fallen  back  on  the  £40,000 
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collected  for  the  Tenants'  Defence  Asso- 
ciation, largely  with  a  view  to  meeting 
the  exigencies  of  the  Ponsonhy  tenants. 
There  is  only  one  other  matter  in  re- 
gard to  which  I  shall  claim  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House.  The  Member  for 
Cork  censured,  in  no  measured  terms,  a 
letter  dealing  with  Press  prosecutions, 
for  which  the  Chief  Secretary  was 
officially,  but  for  which  I  am  alone  per- 
sonally, responsible.  The  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  described  the  state- 
ments contained  in  that  letter  as  most 
misleading,  and  selected  one  statement 
for  special  condemnation  as  the  most 
unfounded  ever  made  on  the  authority 
of  an  Irish  Minister.  I  am  prepared 
to  abide  by  every  word  in  that  letter. 
I  imagine  the  passage  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  referred  is  the  one  in  which  it 
is  stated  that, 

"  No  persons  cooDocted  with  the  Press  hkye, 
daring  the  preseut  Adgiinistration,  been  pro- 
oeeded  againsi,  even  though  they  may  have 
broken  the  law,  unless  by  their  illegal  conduct 
they  interfered  with  the  civil  rights  ut  persons 
entitled  to  protection  bylaw." 

The  hon.  Member  said  that  in  the  last  two 
years  Press  prosecutions  had  been  in  every 
case,  except  one,  not  for  editorial  comments, 
but  for  such  offences  as  reporting  meet- 
ings of  suppressed  branches  of  the  League. 
I  will  test  the  accuracy  of  that  statement 
by  examining  the  Press  prosecutions  of 
the  last  year.  I  find  that  out  of  13 
prosecutions  directed  against  the  Press 
last  year,  in  five  cases  the  illegal  matter 
was  contained  in  reports  of  suppressed 
branches,  in  one  case  in  a  leaderette,  and 
in  seven  cases  in  editorial  comments. 
Since  the  hon.  Member  draws  a  distinc- 
tion, which  I  do  not  recognise,  between 
cases  in  which  the  illegal  matter  occurs 
in  reports  of  suppressed  branches  and 
those  in  which  it  occurs  in  editorial 
articles,  I  have  shown  that  he  is  in  error 
in  supposing  that  the  case  I  selected  was 
the  only  example  of  the  latter.  In  the 
letter  censured  by  him  I  selected 
the  case  6f  Mr.  M*Enery  not  on 
that  account,  but  to  illustrate  the 
proposition  that  intimidation  through 
the  Press  is  exactlv  on  all  fours 
with  intimidation  outside  the  Press.  The 
victim  was  a  man  named  Ryan,  who  had 
been  subjected  to  boycotting  for  a  period 
of  four  years.  At  the  end  of  the  year  1 888 
a  meeting  was  held  for  the  sole  purpose 
of  whipping  up  that  boycotting.  Speakers 


at  that  meeting  were  sent  to  prison  for  the 
speeches  they  delivered,  and  the  result 
was  that  Ryan  enjoyed  comparative  peace, 
until  Mr.  M*Enery's  paper  commenced 
publishing  weekly  articles  holding  him  up 
to  execration  and  directing  his  neighbours 
to  ruin  him  in  his  business.  If  it  waa 
illegal  to  intimidate  Ryan — to  insist  on 
his  being  boycotted — outside  the  Press,  it 
was  equally  illegal  to  bring  about  a  like 
result  by  other  means.  To  prove  that  I 
was  entitled  to  select  this  case  as  typical 
of  the  policy  of  the  Government  I  have 
only  to  point  out  that  in  12  cases  out 
of  the  13  tried  last  year  the  charge  was 
incitement  to  intimidation  or  intimidation,. 
Is  the  Government  to  allow  illegal  acts  to 
pass  unpunished  because  they  are  afraid 
of  the  public  resentment  which  can  be 
called  up  by  an  appeal  to  the  liberty  of 
the  Press,  which,  under  the  circumstances, 
nobody  is  entitled  to  make  ?  A  well-known 
County  Court  Judge  recently  declared 
that  a  newspaper  writer  had  no  right  to 
make  his  paper  an  instamment  for  at«^ 
tacking  individuals.  I  think  the  Govern- 
ment have  done  only  their  duty  in 
these  13  cases,  in  12  of  which  persons 
were  held  up  to  obloquy  by  name.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  said 
the  last  Administration  did  not  inter- 
fere with  the  Press  to  the  same 
extent  as  this  Government  has  done. 
That  is  true.  But  why?  Not  because 
they  took  a  different  view  of  the  law,  but 
because  they  attached  more  importance 
to  the  kind  of  outcry  which  can  be  raised 
by  appeals  to  the  liberty  of  the  Press 
than,  I  am  thankful  to  say,  does  the 
Government  of  to-day.  If  it  were  other- 
wise we  should  expect  to  find  a  great 
distinction  between  the  kind  of  casea 
in  which  they  moved  and  the  kind  of 
cases  in  which  the  Government  are 
moving.  What,  however,  is  the  distinc- 
tion or  difference  between  the  offence 
for  which  Mr.  Walsh  (Mayor  of  Wex- 
ford) was  prosecuted  last  year,  and  the 
offcjnce  for  which  he  was  punished  under 
Lord  Spencer  ?  His  offence  in  the  latter 
case  was  not  that  he  published  a  report 
of  a  suppressed  branch,  but  that  he  re- 
ported a  meeting  of  the  Ladies  Land 
League.  And  the  matter  he  published 
was  by  no  means  of  a  violent  character. 
The  notice  merely  expressed  sorrow 
that  a  certain  man  held  a  grabbed 
farm,  from  which  the  tenant  wa& 
evicted    a    year     previously.      Nothing 
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could  ba  milder  than  that,  but  nothing 
more  illegal  considering  the  state  of  Ire- 
land.     The   power  conferred  upon  the 
Government  in  these  matters  is  exercised, 
not  merely  to  protect  private   persons, 
but  also  in  the  interests  of   the  public 
peac3.     In  cases  of  lilTel  and  intimidation 
it  is  the  duty  of    Government   to  act, 
ifor  if   it  failed  to   do  so   it  would  be 
^iiflBcult  to  censure  the  victim  of  a  news- 
paper attack  for  taking  the  law  into  his 
own  hands  and  breaking  the  head  of  his 
cowardly  assailant.     But  in  Ireland  the 
•consequences  of  intimidatory  notices  in 
the    Press    are   more    serious    than    in 
an     ordinaiy    case     of     ]ibel     in     this 
country.      What    we     fear     is    not    so 
much  that  the  victim  will  take  the  law 
into   his   bwn   hands,   as    that    he    will 
suffer,  perhaps  in  his  parson,  probably 
in    his    property,   and    sometimes  —  in 
rare    cases,    I   will   admit — in   his   life. 
To  show  that  I  do  not  exaggerate  the 
risks    to    which     persons    held    up    to 
obliquy  in  Ireland  are  exposed,  I  may 
refer  to  an  outrage  which  occurred  only 
the  other  day,  when  shots  were  fired  into 
a  house   and  a  servant  girl  received  a 
Jbullet  in   her  back,  from  the  efEects  of 
which  she  now  lies  in  a  precarious  con- 
edition.     This  statement,  which  appeared 
in  the  papers  of  February  11th,  has  been 
fully  confirmed.     Such  is  the  fate  which 
overtakes  those  persons  who  are,  as  is 
sometimes  said  by  the  Irish  papers,  put  in 
the  pillor}^  of  public  opinion.    1  think  it  is 
idle  to  say  that  it  makes  any  difEerence 
whether   these  offences   are   committed 
through  the  Press  or  not.     You  might 
as    well     shoot     a    man    with    a    bow 
and  arrow  instead  of  a^  gun,  and  then 
cjomplain     that     you     are     condemned 
for   archery.      I   am   sincerely   grateful 
to  the  House  for  listening  with  so  much 
kindness  to  a  speech  which  must  have 
.•seemed    somewhat    offensive    to    some 
Members.    And,  in  conclusion,  I  will  only 
say  that  while   the  present  Government 
possesses  many  titles  to  the  esteem  and 
support  of  those  who  sit  behind  them,  I 
Ahink   that   I   shall    be   expressing   the 
opinion  of  their  followers  when  I  main- 
tain that  that  which  appeals  more  nearly 
to  our  loyalty  than  any  other  feature  of 
their  administration   is   this — that   they 
interposed  to   defend   the    Curtins,    the 
Conuells,  the  Hegartys,  and  the  Ryans 
»of  Irish  life  whom  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  and  the  powerful  organissi- 
uifr.  G,  WyndJuim 


tion  which  they  control  seem  bent  upon 
grinding  to  the  dust. 

(7.32.)  ♦Sib  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham, 
Barnard  Castle)  :  I  think  I  maybe  allowed 
to  congratulate  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  on  the  able  manner  in 
which  he  has  addressed  the  House  in  a 
maiden  speech.     I  trust  that  there  will 
ever  exist  in  this  House  that  feeling  of 
esprit  de  corps  which  enables  us  to  con- 
gratulate   hon.     Gentlemen,    especially 
those    young    in    years,    who  on  their 
entrance  to  this    House   give  so  abun- 
dant   a   promise   of  becoming  valuable 
additions  to  its  debating  power.     I  find 
no  fault    with    the    hon.    Gentleman's 
speech  beyond  this — that  he  seems  to 
have  been   dealing  with  what   I  must 
call  the    smaller    details    of    the    Irish 
Question,  those  which  affect  the  law  and 
the  Government  of  the  day,   while   he 
apologises     for     those      things     which 
are    the    effects  of  a    policy    which    I 
think  will  not  be  very  long  maintained. 
I  have  endeavoured,  in  looking  at  this 
great  question,  not  to  shrink  from  the 
difficulties  by  which  it   is   surrounded. 
There  are  in  Ireland  a  very  large  pro- 
portion of  very  small   landowners,  who 
we  have  been  told  by  the  Fortescue  and 
the  Devonshire  Commissions  are  not  able 
to  hold  their  own.     Certainly  the  evi- 
dence of  the  Blue  Books  before  us  tends 
to   show  that  this  large  class   of  small 
holders  have  been  the  victims  of  a  certain 
class   of    landowners   who   have    taken 
advantage  of  the  improvements  made  by 
their  tenants  to  raise  their  rents.     There 
is    also    the    fact,     as    shown    by    the 
Cowper  Commission,   that    there   exists 
ia    Ireland     an     impoverished     set     of 
landlords;  indeed,  we  have  been  shown 
by   evidetce    there,    that    not    one-half 
of    the    landowners    are    able    to    deal 
with    their    own    affairs.       This     is    a 
problem    which    every   Administration, 
whether      advocating      a     scheme     of 
local  government  for  Ireland,  or  a  moral 
government  by  force  of  law,  will  have  to 
deal.      In   considering    this  *  question   I 
have  endeavoured  to  look  at  what  is  the 
actual  position  of  Ireland  at  the   present 
day,  and  one  naturally  asks   oneself   the 
question,  what  is  the  result  of  what  has 
hitherto  been  done  ?     I   have  examined 
various  public  souices  of  information,  and 
am    unable    to    find     anything     which 
presents  a  very  flattering  picture.      The 
picture  we  have  of  that  country   is   any- 
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thing  but  BatisfHctory  to  any  of 
find  tbatttierearcdisli)yatty  and  tliscoateiit, 
together  with  a  large  amount  iii  poverty, 
amongst  the  people,  and  that  the  lawn 
under  which  tliey  Kve  are  nnaatisfnctory 
to  the  large  majority.  Bnt  I  do  not  find 
any  evidence  in  the  nsaiil  Bources  of 
information  tliat  the  manner  in  which 
Ireland  is  being  governed  is  adding  in 
any  way  tci  the  material  prosperity  of  tbe 
coantry.  The  la^t  e]>eaker  has  stated  the 
population  of  Ireland  as  being  five 
millions.  In  my  time  it  wbs  nearly 
30  per  cent,  or  40  per  cent,  above  five 
millions.  In  1874  ib  was  5,298,000  ;  in 
1882.  5,097,000 ;  in  1886,  4,889.498  ;  in 
1888.  4,777,545;  in  1889,  4,716,000. 
These  figures  are  obtained  from  the 
Croveramout  computation  which  has  been 
placed  in  our  hands.  Bat  we  also  find 
that  while  Ireland  has  been  going  down 
since  1874,  by  something  like  half  a  mil- 
lion, Scotland,  which  began  upon  a  smaller 
basis  of  population  proportionately,  has 
increased  to  a  very  large  extent — the 
popnlation  o[  Scotland,  in  1874,  being 
3,477,000,  while  in  1889  it  had  increased 
to  4,077,000.  Then,  again,  if  we  look  at 
the  Irish  police,  we  find  that  in  1859-60 
the  cost  was  about  X700,000,  but  that  it 
has  risen  in  1889-90  to  1,439,000,  or  just 
double  what  it  was  in  1859-60.  Now 
let  ns  contrast  the  proportions  of  police 
to  population,  and  in  doing  go  X  wonid 
take  two  towns,  namely — Leeds,  with  a 
popnlation  of  309,000,  and  Dublin,  with 
n  population  of  34D,000,  the  ncreage  of 
the  two  places  being  equal.  Leeds  has 
421  polios  o:matahles  \  in  Dublin  the 
number  is  1,105.  Then  as  to  costs,  in 
Leeds  the  couRtabulary  charges  amount  to 
£37.117,  in  Dublin  to  £150,531.  Then 
again  if  we  ta'ie  police  rateable  value  we 
find  that  in  Leeds  it  is  7Jd.  in  the  £1, 
while  in  Dublin  it  amounts  to  2s.  fid. 
We  will  next  take  the  proportion  of 
police  to  inhabitants.  In  Binningham 
there  is  one  policeman  to  every  7,287 
inhabitants  ;  in  Bradfot-d,  one  policeman 
to  every  880  ;  in  Dundee,  one  to  every 
874  ;  in  Sunderland,  one  to  every  1,000  ; 
and  in  Dublin,  one  to  every  296  inhabi- 
tants. In  the  meantime  there  ha.<t  been 
a  steady  increase  in  the  number  of 
soldiers  in  Ireland,  until  at  the 
present  moment  there  are  26,864, 
supplemented  by  12,000  policemen.  This 
cannot  bs  a  satisfactory  stats  of  things  to 
aaj  one  who  is  desirous  of  promoting 
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the  true  prosperity  of  that  eountrr.  The 
right  hon,  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
hcs  fnrnishetl  us  with  Reports  in  which 
he  has  endeavoured  to  show  the  material 
prosperity  ef  Ireland  by  means  of  the 
Bank  Returns.  Looking  to  tiie  Joint 
Stock  Bank  deposits,  I  find  that  iu 
I87fi  there  are  £32,815,000.  in  ISfG 
£29,223,000  and  in  1889  £31.205,000, 
so  that  they  have  risen  £2,000,(100  since 
1886,  but  are  less  by  upwards  of  a  million 
and  a  half  than  in  1876.  The  Post  Office 
Savings  Bank  deposits  have,  however, 
gone  up  £800,000  between  1886  and 
1889,  bnt  then  comes  a  very  curious 
result  in  respect  of  the  Government  of 
India  Stocks,  which  in  1871  are  put  at 
£36,927,000,  while  in  1889  the  amount 
is  stated  at  £38,219,000.  In  1886  tbe 
amount  was  £30,484,000,  so  that  they 
have  gone  down  nearly  £2,000,000  since 
the  ,  present  Government  took  office. 
Then  if  we  look  at  the  agricultural  crops 
we  find  that  the  increased  yield  per  acre 
has  been  very  considerable  during  recent 
years,  but  in  1889  there  is  a  decrease  in 
the  acreage  of  wheat  and  oats  as  against 
the  previous  year  of  51,500  acres.  There 
is  an  increase  in  barley  of  17,000  acres, 
but  there  is  a  large  decrease  in  the  acre- 
age of  potatoes  and  vetches  amounting 
together  to  21,000  acres,  the  decrease 
in  potatoes  alone  being  19,000  acres. 
There  is,  however,  a  small  increase  in  the 
acreage  of  turnips  and  carrots,  namely 
6,500  acres.  Tliese  figures  relating  to  a 
purely  agricultural  country  show  a  great 
decrease  in  the  elements  of  prosperity  so 
for  as  the  acresge  under  cultivation  ia 
concerned.  In  regard  to  horses  and 
mules  and  cattle,  the  horses  have  in* 
creased  by  8,000  since  1880  and  there 
has  been  a  large  increase  over  t!ie  year 
1888  in  the  number  of  asses  ;  what  thafc 
arises  from  I  cannot  say.  In  cattle  thero 
has  biien  a  decrease  of  6,251,  a  slight  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  sheep,  while  in 
pigs  there  has  been  a  decreawL-  of  17,000 
in  18S9  aa  against  1888.  From  these 
statistics  it  is  quite  plain  that  the  agri- 
cuHui-al  interests  of  the  poor  in  Ireland 
have  not  been  thriving  during  the 
period  the  present  Government  has  been 
iji  power.  The  hon.  Member  who  just 
sat  down  and  one  or  two  other  speakers, 
have  referred  to  the  statistics  of  agrarian 
outrage.  I  have  been  enabled  to  go 
tlirough  the  contents  of  the  two  Rf  turns 
laid  on  the  Table  last  year,  although  noti 
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yet  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Memb-'ra,  but 
as  they  are  upon  the  Tablo  therj  can  bi 
no  objection  to  my  iisinj  them.  I  find 
thftt  when  the  preasnt  GoTernment  tcwik 
ofBci  in  the  Decjmb.ir  quarter  of  1886 
there  wero  only  80  agrarian  outrages, 
putting  oa  one  sid)  thosa  under  the  head 
of  thr^»at  jning  lettjrs  and  "  threats 
loado  otherwis'j."  During  that  quart.T 
there  was  no  murder  at  a!1  ; 
in  the  next  yaar  during  the  Saptembet 
quarter,  uudttr  the  Coercion  Act,  thera 
were  1 38  outrages,  while  in  the  DLicemb-r 
quarterthenumbef was  103.  Iu]888,two 
years  aftur  the  accession  of  the  present 
Government,  the  cases  went  down  in  the 
March  quarter  to  62  ;  in  the  June 
quarter  they  nnmbersd  82 ;  in  tho 
September  quarter  90,  andintheDdcember 
quarter  66.  In  1889  the  Return  is 
Bmailer:  March  56,  Jnne  78,  September 
S8,  December  58.  Theas  fi:^ures  plainly 
ehow  that  the  Coercion  Act  has  had  no 
effect  whatever  on  agrarian  outrages  in 
Ireland.  The  prosperity  of  the  farmers 
is  despite  Coercion,  and  arises  from 
the  fact  that  the  country  brings  out  n 
great  quantity  of  young  stock,  which  is 
lately  increased  in  value.  I  am 
perfectly  certiiin,  further,  that  the 
sympathy  which  lias  baen  shown  in  this 
country  with  the  Irish  people  in  their 
troubles  has  bad  an  enormous  efiuct 
in  doing  away  with  crime.  The  Irish 
are  a  slirewd  people,  and  they  well  Icnow 
that  much  of  our  sympathy  would  be 
withdrawn  if  there  were  any  attempt  to 
achieve  by  force  and  murder  the  solutiim 
cf  this  question,  to  which  some  of  ns 
have  set  our  minds.  Bat  there  is  another 
point,  and  I  think  clearly  a  most  serious 
one,— I  refer  to  the  tenants  and  snb. 
tcnan'a  whose  tenancies  have  been  deter- 
mined by  the  eviction  notices  under 
Section  7  of  the  Act  of  1887,  "the  evic- 
tion-made-easy  Clause,"  as  I  ventured  to 
c-»ll  it  on  one  occasion  in  the  House.  In 
March,  1888,  there  were  1,581 
eviction  notices ;  June,  1,975;  Sep- 
tember, 1,965  ;  December,  1,010. 
There  were  about  14,000  notices  of 
eviction  under  Cianse  7  of  the  Act 
of  1887  during  the  two  years.  But 
another  Return  was  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  with  resp?ct  to  these  evictions 
which  I  think  the  conntr}-  ought  to 
understand  and  appreciate.  It  is  the 
Return  showing  the  number  of  civil  bills 
and  ejectments  in  title  for  non-payment 
Sir  Joseph  Pease 


of  rant,  over  holdings  entered  at  quarter 
sessions,  and  writs  tor  recovery  of  rent 
and  possession,  issued  from  the  Superior 
Courts,  for  five  counties  of  Ireland — 
Clare,  Cork,  Galway,  Kerry,  and  Mayo. 
In  Ctire,  in  1885,  there  were  419  ;  in 

1886,  666  ;  in  1887.  908  ;  in  1888,  923, 
showing  a  constant  increase  of  these 
notices  and  writs  for  recovery  of  rent. 
In   Cork   in  1885,1,524;    1886,2,518; 

1 887,  2,023 ;  and  1888, 2,467.    In  Galway. 

1885,  804;  1886,  1,188  ;  1887,1.202;  and 

1888,  1,559.     In    Kerry.    1885,   1,191; 

1886,  2,084;  1887,  1,574  ;  and  in  1888. 
1,162.  In  Mayo,  1885,  784;  1886, 
1,264  ;  1887.  1,174  ;  and  in  1888,  1,838. 
There  is  no  Return  in  the  Library  that 
I  am  aware  of  wbicb  gives  similar 
figures  for  1889.  These  figures  show 
the  frightful  condition  of  these  poor 
people,  who  have  spent  their  lives  and 
their  money  in  building  their  homes  and 
improving  their  holdings,  and  under  the 
pressure  of  such  an  enormous  number  of 
evictions  it  is  impossible  to  have  a  con- 
tented and  happy  country.  The  poor 
people  are  on  the  horns  of  a  dilemma. 
They  do  not  know  whether  they  are  care- 
takers tor  many  weeks,  or  whether  they 
are  to  be  turned  out  into  the  cold  before 
many  days.  The  figures  which  I  have 
quoted  show  very  distinctly  that  there  is 
a  steadily  decreasing  population,  and  a 
steadily  increasing  cost  for  panperiam. 
There  is  also  a  steadily  increasing  charge 
tor  police,  which  is  quits  out  of  all  pro- 
por^on  to  other  districts  of  the  Unit«d 
Kingdom.  There  is,  too,  an  increasinp 
militaiy  occupalion.  There  is  a  standstlU 
of  mercantile  improvement,  and  I  tear  that 
the  linen  trade  and  other  indnstries  are 
very  much  affected.  There  is  a  decrease 
of  the  land  under  crops,  and  there  is 
little  or  no  improvement  in  horses  or 
cattle  in  comparison  with  the  prices.  I 
would  ask  right  hon.  Gentlemen  whether 
their  laws  have  increased  the  loyalty 
of  the  people  of  Ireland,  taken  aa  a 
whole  ^  There  is  no  man  on  earth  can 
answer  that  question  satisfactorily.  The 
people  of  Ireland  are  more  discontented, 
or  as  fully  discontented  as  they  were. 
We  have  been  carrying  on  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  country  in  a  manner  which. 
is  ni^inst  the  wishes  of  85  out  of  103 
of  its  representatives,  and  it  cannot  be 
claimed  that  such  a  mode  of  Govern- 
ment is  according  to  our  Constitution. 
We  have  always  before  us  the  fact  that 
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we   are  governing  Ireland  against  the 
wishes  of  her  people,  and  of  nearly  all 
her  corporate  bodies  and  municipalities. 
What  has    the    Government    done    to 
remedy  this  state  of  thing's  ?    The  ques- 
tion  of    arrears    has    fregnently    been 
brought  up.     The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  seemed  to  think  that 
there  is   not   much  in   the  question  of 
arrears,  but  I  believe  we  should  not  now 
be  discussing  Ireland  had  the  subject  been 
dealt  with.  The  greatquesbion  which  Irish 
Members  ask  is,  why  do  not  the  Govern- 
ment deal  with  the  question  of  arrears  ? 
The  returns  in  respect  of  the   Crofters 
show  that  their  arrears  have  been  can- 
celled to  the  extent,  in  some  cases,  of 
26,  50,  and  even  75  per  cent^.     Bat  in 
no    instanc3    have    the    arrears  of   the 
Irish     tenants    come    under    legislative 
action.     Your    att3mpt    to     put    down 
the   National  Laague    has    failed,    and 
t  ask  whether  any  man  will  maintain 
that  the   government   of   Dablin  Castle 
is      a      satisfactory     government?        I 
come,  now,  to  the  working  of  the  Ash- 
bourne Act.     I  was  very  much  opposed 
,  to  the  proposals  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  on  the  question  of 
land  purchasa,  but  I  regard  those  pro- 
posals as  much  more   satisfactory  than 
the    proposals    of     the    Government  in 
relation  to   the  extension   of    the  Ash- 
bourne Act.    Either  a  very  large  demand 
is  going  to  be  made  on  the  taxpayers  of 
this  country  to  buy  out  the  Irish  land- 
lords, making  the  English  and  the  Scotch 
people  practically  the  landlords  of  Ire- 
land, or   else  we  are  going  to   raise  a 
new  source  of  discontent  in  that  country. 
The  tenant  who  is  able  to  buy  his  holding 
attho  pres3nt  moment  will  sit  at  20  per 
cent,  less  rent  than  the  tenant  who  is  not 
able   to   purchase,  and   in  40  yeai*s  he 
will  become  the  owner,  while  the  tenant 
who  is  not  able  to  purchase  will  have 
paid  20  per  cent,  more  rent  and  remains 
a  tenant  still.     All  I  can  say    is    that 
it   seems   to   me    that   the  Government 
are     on     the     horns     of     a     dilemma, 
and    they    will    be    unable    to    main- 
tain      peace      between      neighbouring 
tenants    if     part    of    the     country     is 
purchased      under     Lord     Ashbourne's 
Act    and   all    the    rest  is  left    in    the 
hands    of    the    landlords    and    tenants. 
I     have    taken   the  trouble    to   analyse 
the     manner    in     which     our      money 
has  been  dealt  with  under  the  Ashbourne 


Act,   and   I  find  a  very  extraordinary 
state  of  things.      Where  has  the  money 
gone  ?     Eight  proprietors  in  Ulster  have 
got  £1,584,000  ;   in  Munster,  one  land- 
loi*d  has  obtained  £100,770 ;  in  Leinster, 
three     landlords,    £320,579  ;     in    Con- 
naught,    two    landlords,    £51,803.       It 
seems  to  me  that  the  money  has  gone 
where    it    is     least    wanted,    and    the 
impovecished    districts    have   not  been 
benefitted.      But,   Sir,  I   have    a   more 
s  rious   charge  to    make    against    Her 
Majesty's  Government  than  this.     You 
have  added  to  the  demoralisation  of  the 
Irish  people,  in  regard  to  respect  for  law, 
by  the   trumpery  offences  which    have 
been  made  the  subject  of  severe  punish- 
ment under  the  powers  of  the  Coercion 
Act — a    man  sent   to  gaol    for  having 
smiled  and  winked  at  another  man  in 
the    market  place,   to  stop  his  '  buying 
pigs,  and  an  old  man  and  woman  impri- 
soned    by    two     Justices    for     singing 
in     the      streets — "We      shall      have 
good  times     when    the    landlords  go." 
What  is  the   policy   of  Her   Majesty's 
Government?    Why  to  get  rid   of  the 
landlords  and   buy  them  out,  and  these 
people  were  only  singing  a  song  in   con- 
firmation  of  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.     There   is  another  conse- 
quence.      All    these    hon.    Gentlemen, 
whom    you    have    made  by   your   law 
criminals,  are   received  with  open  arms 
by  the  people  of  England.  At  the  public 
meetings   that  I   have  attended  all  that 
has   been  wanted  has  been  an  Irishman, 
and   if  the   Irishman  has  been  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  law  on  a   plank 
bed  he  is  always  much   more  acceptable 
to  the  meetings.     These  are  things  that 
ought  not  to  be.      [Mr.  A.  J.  BALrouR : 
Hear,    hear.]       But     they    are    conse- 
quences of  the  right   hon.    Gentleman's 
policy.     It  is   he  who  has  made  these 
men  who  are  apprehended   as  criminals 
heroes,  and  who   has  drawn   sympathy 
for  them  from  all  parts   of  the   civilised 
world.     It   is   he   who  has  done  infinite 
harm  not  only   to   present  but  to   all 
f ature    Government    in    Ireland.       To 
make  these   men  martyrs  is  about  the 
worst  thing  you  can  do  if  you  desire  to 
preserve  law  and  order.     I   thank  the 
House  for  having  listened  to  me.     What 
I  am  anxious   for  is   that,  whether  we 
adopt  Home    Rule    or  not,   something 
should  be  done  to  raise  the  whole  tone  of 
feeling  with  regard  to  law  in  Ireland. 
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Local  Coanty  Conncila  are  talked  of  for  establishment  of  the  Land  Conrta,  hot  lb 
Ireland,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  it  would  seema  to  me  tliat  any  periodical  repe- 
bo  vety  difficult  iudeed  to  govern  that  tition  of  airsara  legislation  would  be 
country  by  auch  means  as  yoa  can  adopt  as  undefiirEbla  in  Scotland  as  in  Tpb- 
in  England  or  Scotland.  In  many  :  land.  Nothing  conld  be  more  damaging 
of  the  poorer  districts  of  Ireland  i  to  the  character  of  the  tenants  of  either 
you  will  be  unable  to  find  a  population  country  than  to  allow  tJiera  to  Guppoae 
able    to   trndertiike   the  management  i>f  ,  that  if  thty  allow  anvars  to  accumulate 


public  bnsineaa,  therefore,  your  only 
resource  will  be  to  give  to  Ireland  the 
niftnagenieiit  of  their  own  affairs  in  an 
Irish,  but  always  a  subordinate,  Parlia- 

*(8.38).  Mb.  A.  CAMERON  COBBETT 
(Glasgow,  Tradestnn)  :  The  last  speaker 
made  one  or  two  comparisons  between 
Scotland  and  Ire'and  which  I  tiiink  it 
desirable  at  once  to  meet.  The  hon. 
Member  alleged  that  while  the  papula- 
tion of  Ireland  had  been  steadily  de- 
creasing, that  of  Scotland  had  been 
increasing.  !  tbink  if  he  had  considered 
the  figures  a  little  more  carefully,  he 
would  have  found  that  they  contributed 
nothing  to  the  advancement  of  his  cause. 
The  agricultural  population  of  Scotland 
has  not  been  increasing.  The  whole  in- 
crease hfw  been  in  the  industrial  papula- 
tion. Til  is  increase  of  commercial 
population  has  taken  place  wherever 
Scotchmen  have  gone.  It  has  not  been 
confined  to  Scotland  alone.  In  the 
North-East  of  Irelaaid,  where  you  have  n 
population  of  Scotch  extraction,  yon  find 
exactly  the  same  commercial  enterprise, 
and  exactly  the  same  commercial  in- 
crease, and  there  ia  no  town  of  Scotland 
which  can  show  a  more  striking  increase 
of  prosperity  and  population  than  the 
town  of  Belfaet.  The  hon.  Member  also 
dwelt  on  what  he  alleged  to  be  the 
different  treatment  meted  out  to  the  Irish 
tenants  and  the  Crofters  in  Scotland, 
oompbining  that  the  arrears  of  the  Irish 
tenants  had  not  been  dealt  with  as  the 
arrears  of  the  Crofters  had  been,  The 
two  cases  were,  however,  dealt  with  in 
the  same  way.  It  was  found  necessary 
in  the  cose  of  tlio  Irish  tenants  to  pass 
an  Arrears  Act,  so  as  to  make  it 
impossible  for  any  man  to  be  kept 
out  of  the  advantages  of  the  Land 
Courts  on  account  of  his  arrears. 
In  tbe  same  way,  when  tlie  Crofters  of 
Scotland  were  admitted  to  the  privileges 
of  the  Land  Oonrta  they  were  allowed 
to  have  their  arrears  dealt  with  liy 
special  legislation.  Tliat  was  a  fair  and 
reasonable  arrangement  to  make  on  the 
Sir  Joneph  Pease 


they  will,  in  the  long  run,  r^-ap  a  greftt 
advanUge,  because  the  Gove  rum  ent 
will  BtL'p  in  and  diminish  tho 
amount  they  Lave  to  pay.  As  to  the 
hon.  Member's  statistics  concerning  t^ 
prosperity  of  Ireland,  I  do  not  think  they 
need  much  examination  to  prove  that  the 
commercial  condition  of  Ireland  has 
largely  improved.  We  have  the  Dublin 
Chamber  of  Commerce  not  only  alluding 
to  that  improvement,  but  tracing  it  veiy 
largely  to  the  action  of  the  preaeutr 
Government.  The  last  speaker  used  one 
illustration,  which  I  do  not  think  he 
would  have  employed  if  he  bod  known 
the  searching  criticism  to  which  it  has 
already  been  exposed.  He  spoke  of 
ballad  singer*,  who  it  is  alleged  have 
been  punished  for  singing — "  We'll  have 
good  times  in  Ireland  when  the  landlord* 
go."  This  was  cited  as  an  illustration  of 
the  tyranny  emploj-ed  under  the  Crimes 
Act.  When,  however,  the  matter  is' investi- 
gated it  is  found  that  these  [wople  wer» 
summoned,  not  under  the  Crimes  Act  fti 
all,  but  under  the  Vagrancy  Act,  pre- 
cisely sia  they  would  have  b,jen  ia 
England  or  Scotland.  They  were  old 
offenders  and  they  were  tried  not  by 
those  magistrates  who  are  termed  "  re- 
movables," but  by  the  ordinary  justices 
of  the  peace,  and,  as  it  happens,  by  jus- 
tices who  were  oppointcd  by  Earl  Spen- 
cer. When  an  Amendment  to  the 
Address  is  moved  by  the  leader  of  the 
Nationalist  Party  concerning  the  iuvaaioD 
of  the  liberty  of  the  Irish  people,  we  are, 
I  think,  entitled  to  expect  that  he  will 
bring  forward  the  very  strongest  exam- 
ples of  the  oppression  which  is  said  to  be 
exercised  in  Ireland.  That  those  examples 
would  not  be  difficnlt  to  find  one  would 
certainly  imagine  from  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork 
(Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  that  there  are  thonsandB 
of  cases  c;f  oppression  in  Ireland  which 
would  be  worthy  of  Russian  despotJBia, 
only  that  they  are  more  mean  iu  theip 
character.  What  are  the  sort  of  exam~ 
pies  that  have  been  brought  before  ubI 
The  whole  weight  of  the  speech  cf  tlu 
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hon.    Member  for   Cork   (Mr.   Pamell) 
rested  on  the  charge  that  the  Govern- 
ment  suppressed  boycotting,  and  upon  the 
Sklleged   interference  with   the   freedom 
of  the  Press.  We  need  not  go  outside  the 
spaeches  which  have  been  delivered  by 
Nationalist  Members  during  this  debate 
to  realise  that  boycotting  does  interfere, 
and  terribly  interfere  with  the  liberties 
of  the  Irish  people  whenever  it  is  prac- 
tised.    The  hon.  Member  for  East  Water- 
ford  (Mr.  P.  J.  Power)  told  us  that  boy- 
cotting was  a  terror  to  the  land  grabbers, 
and    gave    with    great    satisfaction    an 
account  of  a  man  who  came  forward  and 
ofEered  an  abject  apology,  offered  to  make 
any  public  or  private  reparation,  and  to 
pay   any    fine  that    might    be    imposed 
by  any  properly-constituted    tribunal    if 
he    were    re-admitted    to    the    League. 
It  cannot  be  contended  that  such  a  state- 
ment is  consistent  with  the  existence  of 
a  state  of  freedom.     Boycotting  is  not 
only  suppressed  in  Ireland,  but  exactly 
the  same  kind  of  boycotting  is  illegal  in 
this  country  as  well.      In  adjudicating 
on  the  Salford  boycotting  case,  an  English 
Judge  declared  that  a  conspiracy  which 
prevents  a  man  carrying  on  his  business 
is  an  offence   against  the  English   law. 
"That  decision   would  have  covered    the 
case  of  Feeley  as  fully  as  it  covered  the 
•cases  of  Belle  w  and  Fitzgerald.     If  inter- 
ference with  the  carrying  on  of  a   man*6 
lawful   business   were    produced,  to  use 
the  words  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.    Pamell),  by  nods  and  winks  and 
smiling  a  humbugging    kind   of   smile, 
it  would  be  treated  in  Ireland  and  this 
country    in    the    same    manner.       The 
ijecond  count  in  the  indictment  brought 
against  the  Government  was  the  alleged 
interference  with  the  liberty  of  the  Press. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  has  complained 
that  editors  of  newspapers  are  prosecuted 
for  reports  of  the  meetings  of  suppressed 
branches   of   the   National   League,  and 
•draws   a   distinction   between   their   re- 
jsponsibility    for    such    reports   and   for 
leading   articles.     He   told  us,  however, 
in  the  same  speech,  of  the  hon.  Member 
ior  tlie  College  Green  Division  of  Dublin 
being   prosecuted   for   such  a  report,  al- 
though   there    was    no    proof     of     the 
reported    meeting    having    been     held. 
I      pass      over      the      fact      that     the 
hon.    Member   for  Cork   did  not   think 
the   fact  of  a   meeting   being    reported 
in  the  newspaper  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
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Member  for  College  Green  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sulli- 
van) proved  that  such  a  meeting  had 
taken  place.  The  point  I  wish  to  draw  at- 
tention to  is  that  if  in  such  a  case  you  are 
not  to  hold  the  editor  of  a  newspaper 
responsible  when  individuals  are  held 
up  for  the  purposes  of  intimidation 
nobody  can  be  made  amenable  for 
intimidatory  language  so  used.  There- 
fore if  the  Government  refrained  from 
taking  action  in  all  cases  where  the 
offence  was  merely  connected  with 
the  report  of  the  National  League 
meeting  the  Government  would  be 
entirely  unable  to  discharge  its  duty 
of  protecting  individual  citizens  from 
systematic  intimidation.  Something  was 
said  as  to  the  tenants  who  adopted  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  being  unfairly  used 
because  they  were  put  outside  the  law. 
It  seems  to  me  that  people  who  adopt 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  put  themselves 
outside  the  law  and  that  people  who 
adopt  such  a  policy  in  any  civilised 
country  would  equally  find  themselves 
outside  the  law.  If  the  tenants  of  an 
English  landlord  in  an  English  county 
made  for  themselves  a  conspiracy  of  that 
sort  such  a  conspiracy  would  be  outside 
and  against  the  law.  The  rij>ht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bridgeton 
(Sir  George  Trevelyan)  said  the  police 
should  use  their  iutiuence  to  preserve 
order  and  that  they  should  be  present 
and  pleasant.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  a  special  opportunity  of  judg- 
ing not  only  of  the  difficulties  of  the 
task  of  the  Constabulary  but  of  the 
obsolute  impossibility  of  the  task  he 
sought  to  impose  upon  them.  We  had 
an  interesting  experiment  tried.  One 
of  the  most  attractive  and  persuasive  of 
English  gentlemen  went  over  to  Ire- 
land a  few  years  ago.  He  tried  to 
administer  the  law  and  at  the  same 
time  to  conciliate  the  people.  And 
the  leading  organ  of  the  Nationalist 
Party  described  him  as  "the  poorest, 
meanest,  pitifullest  creature  who  had 
ever  held  sway  in  Ireland  in  the  name 
of  England."  We  cannot  doubt  with 
such  words  in  our  mind  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  failed  to  be  pleasant  when 
he  was  present  in  Ireland.  He  failed 
through  no  fault  of  his  own.  He  failed 
because  he  was  connect  ?d  with  that  law 
which  is  so  strongly  objected  to  by  a 
considerable  section  of  the  Irish  people. 
The  enmity    directed  against  the   Con- 
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sfcabulary  is  similar  to  the  enmity  which 
was  directad  against  him.  The  Consta- 
bulary could  not  sarve  opposing  masters  ; 
they  could  not  pleas 3  those  who  vilified 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Membar 
for  Bridge  ton,  and  at  the  same  time  carry 
out  the  policy  which  had  to  be  carried 
out  during  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
administration,  and  which  the  presant 
Government  had  still  to  pers3vere  with. 
I  rejoice  in  the  evidence  that  this  debate 
has  afforded  that  the  game  of  law  and 
order  is  not  up.  Law  and  order  are 
advancing  in  Ireland,  and  along  with 
their  advance,  the  bounds  of  individual 
freedom  are  being  widened.  I  trust  the 
time  is  not  far  distant  when  every 
individual  Irishman,  to  whatever  class  or 
party  he  balongs,  will  ba  secure  in  the 
fearless  enjoyment  of  all  the  great 
blessings  which  liberty  can  afford. 

(8.57.)  Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM 
(Bristol,  E.) :  I  think  we  must  all  ba  of 
opinion  that  it  would  have  bean  far  bettar 
if  tha  observations  to  which  we  have  just 
listaned  had  been  delivered  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  Anyhow,  of 
one  thing  I  am  certain,  and  that  is,  that 
the  Members  of  the  Party  to  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Cameron  Corbett) 
balongs  will  soon  have  to  re-consider  their 
position,  and  have  to  abandon  the  name 
which  they  at  present  give  themselves. 
Unionists  they  are  not ;  Liberals  they 
are  not,  because  more  illiberal  sentiments 
than  those  to  which  we  have  just  listened 
I  have  seldom  heard  uttered  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  I  was  very  much 
struc'c  with  the  hon.  Gentleman's  argu- 
ment with  reference  to  the  Irish  people 
not  being  entitled  to  the  same  considera- 
tion as  the  Crofters  in  the  matter  of 
arrears  of  rent.  As  I  understood  it,  the 
hon.  Member's  argument  is  that,  because 
the  Irish  tenants  did  not  get  relief 
in  this  respact  when  the  Land  Act  of 
1887  Wiis  passed  they  are  not  entitled  to 
it  now.  Why  did  not  the  Irish  tanants 
gat  relief  from  arrears  in  1887  1  Because 
the  hon.  Member  and  his  friends 
opposed  tlie  relief.  We  claim  for  the 
Iris'.i  tanants  what  ha-s  baen  given  to 
tlia  Crofter  tenants  of  Scotland  and  which, 
if  it  had  baen  given,  would  certainly 
have  preventad  a  great  deal  of  the 
trouble  and  vexation  and  irritation 
to  which  the  Government  of  Ire- 
land have  been  subjected.  I  have 
always  been  struck  with  the  idea  that 
Mr,  A,  Cameron  Corbett 


if  in  a  Land  Court  a  rent  is  reduced,  it 
is  reduced  bacause  it  is  too  high. 
I  heard  a  remarkable  case  that  illustrates 
this.  I  saw  a  tenant  evicted  from  a  farm 
the  rent  cf  which  had  been  reduced  front 
X57  to  X36  by  the  Court.  But  there 
were  four  year's  accumulation  of  arrears 
of  the  old  rent,  and  the  man  was  ejected 
on  these  accumulations  c>f  an  old  rent 
which  the  Land  Court  had  declared  un- 
just. Now  how,  in  the  name  of  common. 
sense,  can  any  man  support  a  policy  that 
subjects  people  to  ejectment  upon  a  rent 
the  Court  declares  unjust?  How  any 
man  can  persuade  himself  with  any  feel- 
ing for  justice  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
are  not  entitled  to  the  same  consideration 
the  Crofters  of  Scotland  are  I  cannot  un- 
derstand. I  was  very  much  struck  with 
the  remarks  of  my  hon.  Friend  on  boy- 
cotting. I  am  against  boycotting.  I  do 
not  believe  in  it  at  all,  but  I  am  as  much 
opposed  to  it  in  England  as  in  Ireland. 
Bat  where  there  is  one  case  of  boycotting 
in  Ireland  there  are  ten  cases  in  England. 
I  could  detain  the  House  for  hours  giving 
instances  and  illustrations ;  and,  in  my 
opinion,  boycotting  is  more  cruel,  or  at 
leastit  is  as  cruel,  in  England  as  in  Ireland. 
But  we  shall  get  rid  of  all  boycotting  when 
we  do  justice  to  the  people  of  Ireland.  It 
is  the  outcome  of  a  bad  system,  and  one 
comfort  I  draw  from  these  debates  is  ttat 
we  are  nearing  the  end  of  this  system. 
No  one  can  have  listened  to  this  de- 
bate without  feeling  that  to  a  great  ex- 
tent argument  has  been  exhausted. 
Certainly  argument  has  been  exhausted 
on  that  side,  and,  to  a  large  extent,  it  is  so 
on  our  side.  I  may  allow  one  exception.  I 
think  the  hon.  Member  for  Dover  (Mr. 
Wyndham)  has  put  as  much  of  a  new 
face  on  the  subject  as  it  is  capable  of. 
I  listened  to  his  remarkable  speech  with 
interest,  and  I  hope  as  days  go  on, 
and  that  power  which  the  hon.  Member 
undoubtedly  possesses  is  matured  by  age 
and  experience,  that  the  hon.  Member  will 
become  a  great  acquisition  to  the  House. 
I  think  he  said  everything  new  that 
could  be  said  for  the  Party  opposite,  but 
what  did  it  all  amount  to  ?  To  this : 
That  the  prosecutions  we  complain  of,  and 
which  have  deprived  the  Irish  people  of 
their  liberty,  have  not  been  so  numerous 
and  severe  as  they  have  been  described 
to  be.  But  suppose  we  on  this  side 
admit  that  even  ?  The  matter  is  not  one 
of  degree,  it  is  a  matter  of  right  and 
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wrong,  and  I  maintain  that  whether  it  is  a 
question  of  one  or  one  hundred  prosecutions 
a  Government  has  no  right  to  prosecute 
the    Press    for     publishing    raports    of 
meetings  that  have   taken  place,  every- 
one of  which  reports  might  be  published 
in  an  English  paper  without  the  slightest 
objection.      How  can  you   call   yours  a 
policy  of  equality  and  justice  when  what 
is  done  continually  in  England  cannot  be 
done  in  Ireland  without    subjecting    a 
man   to     prosecution   and    persecution  ? 
Then  the  hon.  Member  says  landlords  are 
not  so  bad  as  they  have  been  described 
to  be,  and  that  that  is  so  even  in  ragard 
to  the  Ponsonby  Estate  and  others  that 
have  been  the   subject   of    controversy. 
Well,  I  have  no  doubt  there  are  exaggera- 
tions on  both  sides  and  on  all  questions. 
I  do  not  pretend  that   everything  that  is 
said  on  our  side   can  be   supported  by 
actual     facts,  but     suppose     that    only 
half    of    what    has    been    described    is 
correct  is  ifc  not  our  duty  and  is  this  not 
the  time  for  this  House  to  find  a  remedy  ? 
There  is  one  point  that  especially  calls 
for  attention  in  such  a  debate  as  this,  the 
claim,  that  I  strongly  challenge,  made  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  that  his  policy  is  im- 
proving   the    condition    of    the  people. 
Nothing  could  be  more  misleading,  nothing 
more  absurd  was  ever  stated.     How  can 
you  improve  a  nation  by  this  repulsive 
policy  ?    I  drew  my  political  milk  from 
the  pail  of  the  great  statesman  who  used 
to  sit  in  this  House,  and  who  once  used  the 
magnificent   phrase   that    "  force   is   no 
remedy."     It  is  because  I  firmly  believe 
in  the  truth  of  that  that  I  cannot  believe 
and  do  not  expect  that  there  will  be  any 
improvement  in  the  condition  of  Ireland 
arising  from  the  policy  of  which  we  now 
complain.      The  lessons  of  history  teach 
us   that  repressive    laws   all   down   the 
history  of  the  world  have  been  failures 
for  the  improvement  of  the  people,  and 
experience  forbids  us  to  expect  happiness 
or  contentment  so  long  as  this  state  of 
things  exists.     Instead  of  leading  to  all 
we  want  to   see,  it   results  in  eviction, 
agitation,  and  constant  complaint.      Our 
debates    show     the     amount    of    strife 
engendered  by  the  attempt  to  hold  people 
down  against  their  will.      There  is  one 
thing  that  pleases  me  in  this  Debate — 
the   anxious   desire  evinced  more  than 
ever  before   for  a   union   between   the 
peoples  of  England  and  Ireland.    That  is 
one    of     the     brightest     and    happiest 


assurances  for  the  future.     I   will  not 
dwell  on  the  cause  of   that.     I  believe 
the  cause  is  mainly  the  desire  on   the 
part  of  a  large  party — not  the  majority 
in  this  House  for   the  moment,   but   a 
majority  in  the  country,  as  you  will  find 
when  an  appeal  is  made  to  the  electors — 
a  desire  and  a  determination  on  the  part 
of  this  party  that  the  present     state   of 
things  shall  not  exist  much  longer.     The 
next  General  Election  will  reverse  the 
present  policy,  and  then  we  shall  have  a 
closer  drawing  together  and  a  true  union 
of  the  peoples.     I  am  sometimes   asked 
why  the  government  of  Ireland  does  not 
succeed  as  the  government  of  Scotland 
does  ?    There  is  a  great   distinction  in 
the  conditions  of  union.     The  agreement 
with  Scotland  was   unanimous;  it   was 
arrived    at    with   the   consent  of  both 
parties.      There     was    a    sitting    down 
together  at  a  table  of  representatives  of 
each   side,   and  the    shrewdness  of  the 
Scotch  people  was  allowed   to  have   its. 
way  in  refusing  to  give  up  their   own 
laws  and  customs,  in  many  particulars. 
But  from  beginning  to  end  the  union  with 
Ireland  was  a  forced  union.     Hence  the 
difference  in  result.     Give  the  people  of 
Ireland  the  same  right   to   self-govern- 
ment as  is  recognised  in  this  House   so 
far  as  the  Scotch  people  are  concerned, 
and  the  strife  and  irritation  which  have 
existed  too  long  will  disappear.     Mean- 
while,   this   Amendment   points   in    the 
right  direction.     We  have  been  told  of 
a  Local  Government  Bill  for  Ireland,  but 
how   can   you   give   Local    Government 
under  a  Coercion  Law  ?     The  two  prin- 
ciples will  not  agree;  you  must  choose 
between  them.     I  j?gree  that  a  system  of 
Local  Government  will  help  to  remove 
the  evils  of  Ireland,  but  you  cannot  apply 
it  with  success  so  long  as  it  is  connected 
with  a  coercion  policy.     It  reminds  me  of 
what  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Cockermouth   once  said,  that  we  go  to 
Ireland  holding  in  one  hand  a  stick  for 
punishment  and  in  the  other  a  bag  of 
money  for  bribery.     That  is  a  union  of 
measures  that  will  never  succeed.     We 
must  have  a  union  which  will  recognise 
the  right  of  the  people   to   make   their 
local  laws  in  accordance  with  their  own 
views.     Do  that,  and  the  result  will  be  a 
more  healthy,  more  prosperous,  more  con- 
tented state  of  things  than  can  accompany 
any  other  line  of  policy  you  can  adopt. 
There  are  several  other  reasons  why  I 
U  2 
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object  to  your  policy.  It  is  most  costly. 
I  do  Dot  think  the  people  of  England 
quite  appreciate  this — that  every  Irish 
ian,  woman,  and  child,  including  babies, 
costs  for  government  25s.  per  head  !  Is 
there  another  such  a  fact  in  the  history 
of  the  world  ?  There  is  no  other  country 
in  the  world  where  five  millions  of 
people  cost  six  millions  sterling  annu- 
ally to  be  looked  after.  The  fact 
that  the  English  and  Irish  people  are 
paying  this  should  appeal  to  the 
pocket  side  of  the  question,  and  I  believe 
the  people  of  England  are  awakening  to 
the  fact  that  we  are  keeping  up  this 
costly  machinery  to  enable  a  few  land- 
lords to  exact  rents  to  which  they  have 
no  just  claim.  It  is  not  only  costly,  but 
cruel,  and  I  believe  it  is  tainting  the 
English  name  all  over  the  world. 
Wherever  I  go  Ireland  is  pointed  out 
-as  the  dark  spot  in  English  administra- 
tion. Balieving  as  I  do  that  the  Anglo- 
Saxon  race  have  the  greatest  mission  in 
the  world,  I,  for  one,  am  anxious  that  this 
dark  stain  on  the  reputation  of  our  race 
should  be  erased,  and  therefore  I  am 
•desirous  to  bring  Ireland  as  much  into 
accord  with  the  law  of  this  country  as 
any  ssction  of  the  Empire.  I  believe 
from  my  heart  that  when  this  miserable, 
wretched  coercive  policy  is  put  an  end  to, 
and  we  have  adopted  the  statesmanlike, 
and  1  will  say  Christianlike,  policy  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian,  all  will  be  struck 
with  wonder  and  surprise  that  it  has 
taken  s  >  long  to  get  to  a  point  we  ought 
to  have  reached  long  ago.  For  these 
reasons  among  many  others  I  shall  vote 
for  the  Amendment  as  a  step  in  the 
direction  we  wish  to  go. 

*(9.15.)  Mr.  FLYNN(Cork,  N.):  We 
have  had  from  this  side  of  the  House  from 
two  hon.  Members  who  reflect  the  opinion 
of  the  other  side  very  strong, 
and,  because  unwilling,  all  the  stronger 
testimony  to  the  utterly  hollow 
nature  of  that  paragraph  of  Her 
Majesty's  Gracious  Speech,  which  deals 
with  the  condition  of  Ireland,  and  to 
which  the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend 
is  directed.  The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone,  in  what  he  intended  to  be  a 
bitter  attack  upon  the  Irish  people  and 
their  representatives,  did,  in  fact,  draw 
up  a  formidable  indictment  against  the 
present  administration  of  afEairs  in 
Ireland,  because  from  first  to  last,  until 
J/r.  Ifandel  Cossham 


his  concluding  words,  there  ran  through 
his  speech  this  refrain — that  the  Govern- 
ment's Irish  policy  is  a  failure,  and  that 
the  combination  of  the  people  is  a  thing 
with  which  we  must  grapple,  thereby 
acknowledging  that  after  three  years  of 
coercion  the  Government  are  only  at  the 
beginning  of  their  difficult  task;  thus 
he  acknowledged,  that  which  is  acknow- 
ledged by  most  people  at  the  present 
time.  The  Chief  Secretary  has  em- 
barked on  a  Sisyphean-like  task,  And  when 
he  fancies  he  has  carried  his  burden  to 
the  top  of  the  hill,  it  recoils,  and  he  has 
to  commence  his  odious  and  discreditable 
task  over  again.  It  simply  comes  to  this 
the  more  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  suc" 
ceeds  in  his  work  of  co'ercion  the  further 
off  he  is  from  ultimate  success  ;  the  more 
he  finds  success  in  his  method  of  pacifica- 
tion the  less  are  the  people  of  Ireland 
pacified.  The  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  Russell),  as  well 
as  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tradeston  Division  (Mr.  Corbett),  both 
carry  out  the  same  argument,  that  you 
must  go  on  coercing  the  people  of 
Ireland,  that  you  cannot  afford  to  relax 
your  efforts,  that  the  people  are  doubly 
dosed  with  original  sin,  that,  in  fact,  the 
one  result  of  coercion  is  to  make  the 
perpetuation  of  coercion  imperative. 
What  are  the  tests  of  success  we  should 
apply  ?  Shall  we  take  the  test  of  the 
feelings  of  the  psople  of  Ireland  ?  If  so, 
is  it  not  notorious,  and  not  to  be  denied 
even  by  the  Chief  Secretary,  that  he  is 
further  off  than  ever  from  winning  the 
affections  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and 
that  there  is  greater  contempt  for  law  as 
at  present  administered  in  Ireland  than, 
perhaps,  at  any  time  during  the  past  half 
century  ?  Will  it  not  be  acknowledg  ed 
that  the  present  policy  hcs  done  more  to 
provoke  disorder  all  over  Ireland  than 
the  policy  of  any  Chief  Secretary  who 
has  undertaken  government  for  genera- 
tions past?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
brings  forward  as  a  test  the  prosperity  of 
Ireland.  Well,  I  wonder  that  he  and 
his  supporters  have  not  claimed  some 
credit  for  the  improved  character  of  the 
weather,  and  consequent  better  harvests 
for  two  years  past.  I  wonder  he  does 
not  take  credit  for  control  of  the  climatic 
conditions  that  have  resulted  in  an  allevia- 
tion  of  the  condition  of  the  agricultural 
interest  in  Ireland,  for  his  argument 
comes  to  this  and  nothing  else,  when  he 
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talks  of  increase  in  the  deposit  of  the 
Joint  Stock  Banks  and  Savings  Banks  in 
Ireland,  that  people  have  a  little  more 
money  because  prices  have  been  better 
somewhat.  If  this  contention  were  not 
followed  up  by  acts  of  cowardice  and 
cruelty  no  contention  could  be  more 
absurdly  whimsical.  This  increase  of 
deposits  is  due  to  circumstances  as  foreign 
to  the  Coercion  Act  as  eclipses  of  the 
moon,  the  action  of  the  tides,  or  any 
other  cause  entirely  beyond  the  wit  of 
man  or  the  ingenuity  of  the  Chief 
Secretary.  I  noticed  that  in  his  speech 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  made  a 
series  of  very  serious  charges  against 
the  inhabitants  of  a  certain  portion  of 
East  Cork,  and  he  contrived  in  the  fewest 
possible  words  to  convey  the  largest 
amount  of  misrepresentation  the  case 
could  possibly  bear.  He  referred  to 
boycotting  in  the  town  of  Youghal  in  con- 
nection with  the  imprisonment  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North-East  Cork. 
On  that  occasion  there  was  no  boycotting 
save  that  of  exclusive  dealing,  and  I  will 
prove  that  in  a  few  words  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  House.  My  hon.  Friend 
was  condemned  to  imprisonment  and 
treated  with  a  cruelty  and  barbaiity 
that  would  reflect  shame  on  the  adminis- 
tration of  any  Government.  He  was 
dragged  about  by  force,  his  beard 
and  hair  were  cut,  and  in  short  he 
was  treated  in  such  a  manner  that 
universal  indio^nation  was  excited 
throughout  Ireland,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary so  far  recognised  this  feeling  as 
intense  and  widespread  that  at  a  banquet 
a  night  or  two  after,  the  gentlemen  who 
attended  were  afraid  or  ashamed  to  give 
their  names  in  the  ordinary  manner  to 
the  reporters,  were  ashamed  to  admit 
reporters  in  an  honourable  open  manner 
to  a  banquet  given  in  the  Metropolis  of 
Ireland.  The  callous  and  sinister  nature 
of  the  remarks  made  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary on  the  occasion  on  a  subject  that 
should  have  been  one  of  reproach  to  any 
man  of  refined  feeling,  excited  to  the 
highest  piteh  the  feelings  of  the  people 
of  Ireland,  and  under  these  conditions 
all  over  Ireland  for  three  or  four  days 
shopkeepers  voluntarily  shut  up  their 
establishments.  The  proceeding  was  al- 
most universal.  In  Cork,  a  certain  num- 
ber of  shopkeepers  were  exceptions. 
There  was  no  intimidation.  There  may 
have   been   private   comment    on    their 


action  but  nobody  interfered  with  the 
right  of  any  person  to  give  proper  ex- 
pression to  his  disapproval.  In  Youghal, 
which  is  close  to  the  Ponsonby  Estate, 
the  people's  feelings  rose  to  the  most 
excited  piteh,  and  houses,  but  more 
especially  shops,  were  shuttered.  I  be- 
lieve for  a  period  of  three  or  four  days, 
a  certain  number  of  persons,  17  in  num- 
ber I  think,  not  20  as  the  hon.  Member 
said,  out  of  a  rather  populous  towu,  did 
not  acquiesce  in  the  expression  of  popular 
detestation ; did  not  shutter  their  windows. 
And  then  the  hon.  Member  endeavours 
to  make  out  there  was  an  attempt  to 
intimidate  these  people.  Now,  the  inter- 
ference was  of  this  character.  The  people 
were  excited,  loving  my  hon.  Friend  as 
they  do,  and  all  the  more  because  of  the 
persecution  to  which  he  was  subjected, 
and  of  their  own  free  will  avoided  these 
houses.  They  exercised  their  Common 
Law  right ;  no  matter  what  a  trained  and 
ingenious  lawyer  may  say,  they  have  an 
indefeasible  right  to  deal  where  they 
wish  to  give  the  preference,  and  they 
avoided  those  houses  where  the  pro- 
prietors had  not  shnttered  their  windows. 
Further  than  this  there  was  no  intimi- 
dation or  combination  or  anything  of  the 
kind.  It  was  an  entirely  spontaneous 
action  on  the  part  of  the  people.  There 
was  no  picketting  of  the  shops.  I  have 
it  on  the  authority  of  the  Chairman  of  the 
Town  Commissioners,  the  parish  priest^ 
and  leading  men  of  the  town,  that  nothing 
of  the  kind  was  attempted.  When  the 
matter  was  referred  to  in  the  meeting  of 
the  National  League  in  the  town,  that 
meeting  denounced  any  attempt  to  inter- 
fere with  the  right  of  those  men  to  show 
their  dissent  from  the  majority  of  their 
fellow  townsmen.  But  that  which  is  one 
of  the  least  respectable  elements  of 
argument  in  the  speeches  of  the 
hon.  Member  displays  itself.  He  con- 
trives to  introduce  the  sectarian  element, 
and  he  says  these  17  persons  were 
Protestants.  Perhaps  they  were,  but  it 
has  nothing  to  do  with,  the  case,  for 
several  Protestant  Nationalists  shuttered 
their  windows,  not  because  they  were 
Protestants,  but  because  they  were 
Nationalists,  and  disapproved  of  the 
inhuman  treatment  my  hon.  Friend  had 
received.  The  fact  is  that  Protestant. 
Nationalists  who  did  shutter  their 
windows  were  in  turn  boycotted  by  local 
landlords  and  their  supporters  in  the  very 
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same  way,  But  what  does  it  all  come 
to  ?  I  agree  with  the  generous  expres- 
sion of  sentiment  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bristol  (Mr.  Cossham),  boycotting 
should  be  denounced,  and  in  the  present 
state  of  society  ought  not  to  exist.  But 
taking  thfe  conditions  of  society  in  Ireland 
as  they  exist,  this  boycotting  I  have 
alluded  to  is  a  defensive  weapon  used  by 
the  people  of  Ireland  for  the  protection 
of  their  property  and  their  families.  It 
is  not  used,  as  it  is  in  England,  for  the 
basest  of  all  political  purposes,  for  crush- 
ing political  opponents,  used  by  the 
wealthy  against  the  poor,  used  by  the 
Primrose  League  against  poor  shop- 
keepers, used  by  Tories  against  their 
Radical  and  Liberal  opponents.  Boy- 
cotting is  to  be  deplored,  but  much  more 
so  is  that  the  case  in  the  villages  and 
towns  of  Norfolk  and  Cambridge,  where, 
I  know,  of  scores  of  cases  where  it  has 
been  used  against  Liberals  and  Radicals, 
who  dare  not  come  on  public 
platforms  and  avow  their  principles,  but 
steal  st3althily  to  the  polls  and  there  give 
an  honest  vote.  They  dare  not  openly 
express  their  sentiments  without  securing 
a  sentence  of  social  exclusion  from  the 
local  landlords  and  branch  of  the  Prim- 
rose League.  Boycotting  is  more  to  be 
condemned  with  such  cases  than  when  it 
it  is  the  act  of  a  people  fighting  for  the 
right  to  exist  against  unscrupulous  land- 
lordism. The  hon.  Member  who  made 
his  maiden  speech  to-night,  and  who  is,  I 
believe,  the  Private  Secretary  to  the  Chief 
Secretary,  said  that  Irish  landlords  are 
not  so  bad  as  they  are  painted.  Perhaps 
they  are  not.  But  to-night  we  are  not 
attacking  the  landlord  system,  and  cer- 
tainly not  individual  landlords,  but  when 
it  comes  to  a  contention  that  there  is  any 
parity  b3tween  landlords  in  England  and 
in  Ireland,  that  is  a  contention  so  inde- 
fensible in  argument  that  I  need  not 
refer  to  it  further.  We  are  led  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dover  gradually  up  to 
the  main  propositions  in  the  argument 
of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  and 
I  now  refer  to  that  part  of  his  argument 
to  which  he  addressed  all  his  ingenuity — 
when  he  said  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Cork  does  not  appreciate  the  fact  that 
boycotting  even  to  the  verge  of  starvation, 
if  unaccompanied  by  intimidation  and 
undue  influence,  cannot  be  punished 
under  the  Crimes  Act.  It  can  be  made 
Mr.  Flynn 


the  subject  of  indictment  under  the 
Common  Law. 

♦The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  word  that  I  used  was 
conspiracy. 

♦Mr.  FLYNN :  I  am  quoting  from  the 
Times  report,  which  I  thought  even  yet 
could  .be  relied  upon.  But  I  take  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  disclaimer.  Well, 
if  this  can  be  done  why  is  it  not  done  ? 
There  was  a  case  of  conspiracy  at  Liver- 
pool, but  though  there  were  elements  in 
that  prosecution  not  to  the  credit  of 
English  administration  of  the  law,  at 
any  rate  the  accused  had  the  protection 
of  a  jury.  Were  they  not  prosecuted 
under  the  Common  Law  ?  If  you  have 
equal  laws  and  if  these  offences  in  Ire- 
land can  be  made  subject  to  indictment 
under  Common  Law,  why  are  they  not  t 
If  any  of  my  constituents  are  accused  of 
conspiracy  why  are  they  not  indicted 
before  a  jury  ?  The  ex- Attorney  General, 
now  Chief  Justice,  knows  very  well  the 
process  of  manipulation  for  a  special 
jury  ;  why  have  you  not  tried  that  for 
the  past  three  years?  The  Attorney 
General  went  on  to  say  : — 

'*  If  roaglBtrates  confuse  the  two  kiads  of 
boycotting  and  deal  undur  the  Crimes  Act  with 
a  conspiracy  punishable  at  Common  Jaw,  thtir 
decision  can  be  reviewed  and  set  right,  as  in 
the  Killeagh  cat^e." 

I  suppose  it  is  because  there  is  to  be 
a  gradual  abandonment  of  the  Crimes 
Act  in  Ireland  that  in  so  large  a  propor- 
tion of  cases  we  are  getting  back  to  the 
musty  statute  of  Edward  III.,  for  obserre 
that  when  one  part  of  the  machinery 
for  the  administration  of  law  breaks 
down,  gets  out  of  order,  or  its  wheels 
get  clogged,  you  furbish  up  some  old 
machinery  and  make  it'  exactly  fit  the 
same  class  of  offences,  make  it  do  the 
same  dirty  work.  I  suppose  it  is  because 
these  decisions  of  magistrates  have  been 
received  in  this  way  that  a  respectable 
friend  of  mine  last  week  got  six  months 
imprisonment  (in  default  of  giving  bail) 
for  trying  to  influence  a  certain  man, 
and  to  influence  him  without  intimida- 
tion or  anything  of  that  kind.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  will  say,  "  This  is  one  of  the 
unworthy  quibbles  with  which  these 
arguments  abound  ;  it  is  all  very  well  to 
call  it  a  punishment,  but  it  is  no  punish 
ment  to  ask  a  man  to  give  bail."    But 
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^^e   have   the  opinion   of    Chief    Baron 
Pallas    on    that    point.     He   once   said 
nothing  on  earth  would  induce  him  to 
be  bound  to  be  of  good  behaviour  under 
these   circumstances   for   a  longer  or   a 
shorter  period  ;  and  it  is  in  default  of 
.^ving  such  bail  that  these  men  have  got 
«ix    months'    imprisonment    under    the 
rusty    Statute    of     Edward    III.     This 
illustrates  at  what  a  cheap  rate  the  Irish 
Administration  values  the  right  of  liberty 
of  the  subject  in   Ireland.     My  friend, 
and   others   like   him,   got  six   montlis' 
imprisonment  without   appeal — a   thing 
which  would  have  been  impossible  under 
the  Coercion   Act.      But  the    Coercion 
Act  will  not  suflBce  in  every  case.     The 
Chief     Secretary    ha«    resoited     to    an 
obsolete      statute,     and      this     statute 
during     two      years      of       the      right 
hon.     Gentleman's     regime     has     been 
put     in      operation      more      frequently 
than  during  the  20  years  preceding  his 
rule.      And  this  is  the  progress  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  making  with  law  and 
order.     L3t  us  test  the  statement  of  the 
Irish  Attorney  General,  that  to  conspire 
to  bring  p3ople  to  the  verge  of  starvation, 
if  the  conspiracy  is  unaccompanied  with 
intimidation  and  undue  influence,  is  not 
«n  oft'enca  under  the  Crimes  Act.     But 
it  has  been  dv3alt  with  under  that  Act. 
I  know  it  from  what  occurred  in  my  own 
constituency,  whera  a  local  landlord,  who 
was  refused  supplies,  was  advised  by  a 
district  inspBctor  to  wait  on  certain  shop- 
keepers and  demand  certain  goods,  and 
where,  because  the  shopkeepors  refused 
to  supply  the  goods,  they  were  prosecuted 
and   imprisoned.     Then   the   right   hon. 
Gentleman    the    Chief    Secretary   must 
know   something  about  the   cases    that 
occurred  at  Cashel.     Two  members   of 
the   local   police    force    the    other    day 
accompanied  an  emergency  man,  who  is  in 
care  of  one  of  Smith-Barry's  evicted  farms 
in  the  district,  to  several  of  the  principal 
«hops,    demanding    to   be    served    with 
provisions  and  other  necessaries.   Almost 
in  every  case  a  blunt  refusal  was  given. 
Amongst  the  shops  visited  were  those  of 
Mr.  Patrick  Condon,  baker  ;  the  Messrs. 
C/onnolly,  bakers  ;  Mr.  Michael  Dar^^an, 
publican  and  grocer ;  Mr.  Patrick  Grifl&n, 
fiour  and  moal  merchant ;  Messrs.  Maher 
Brothers,  drapers,  &c.     In  some  of  the 
«hops   threats   of    prosecutions    and  im- 
jjrisonment    wera    made    to    the    shop- 
ieepers,     but     without     avail.      "The 


authorities,"    said    a  newspaper  corres- 
pondent,— 


it 


appear  to  bo  itchiog  for  a  prosecution  here* 
aod  faince  the  begioDing  of  the  8niiih-Barry 
dispute,  some  three  or  four  months  ago,  the 
constitution  of  the  local  force  has  been  much 
altered.  InoffeiiHive.  ea^y- going  men  have 
been  exchanged  for  those  who  have  been  pro- 
minent in  working  up  cases  of  a  similar  nature 
in  other  districts.*' 

Well,  these  were  cases  in  which  there  was 
no  intimidation,  and  in  which  the  threats 
came  not  from  the  shopkeepers  but  from 
the  other  side ;  but,  nevertheless,  many 
of  the  shopkeepers  have  been  sent  to 
prison.  It  does  not  matter  what  words 
are  used  to  clothe  the  ridiculous  sum- 
monses. It  is  the  actual  ofEence  we  are 
bound  to  look  at,  and  the  evidence 
brought  forward  in  the  Courts  in  support 
of  the  charges.  We  arj  getting  from 
bad  to  worse  in  Ireland  in  regard 
to  these  matters.  At  one  time,  if  a 
man  had  a  complaint  to  make,  he  either 
went  to  the  magistrates  for  a  summons, 
or  to  the  local  police  barracks  ;  but  now, 
unfortunately,  it  has  become  the  custom 
for-  the  local  police,  no  doubt  acting 
under  the  instructions  of  the  Chief 
Secretary,  to  get  up  these  cases  on  their 
own  initiative,  and,  after  three  years  of 
this  system,  the  Chief  Secretary  is 
boasting  of  the  success  of  his  administra- 
tion. Truly  had  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  described  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's policy  as  one  of  exasperation,  for  it 
was  one  of  exasperation  tempered  by 
contempt  on  the  part  of  the  bulk  of  the 
Irish  people  for  the  mean,  shabby, 
and  despicable  way  in  which  the  Coercion 
Act  is  carried  out.  To  show  how  the 
Police  Force  are  used  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  up  prosecutions,  we  have  only  to 
look  at  the  circular  prepared  by  the  late 
Captain  Plunkett  and  issued  to  the 
District  Inspector  about  the  time  of  his 
death.    That  document  runs  as  follows  : — 

"  BOYCOTTING. 

"  D.  I. 

**  In  any  prominent   case   of   boycotting  in 

your  diHtrict,  eRpecially  in  the  casfl  whore  the 
person  boycotted  is  under  Police  protection,  the 
proper  steps  to  take  are :  — 

••  I.  Get  person  boycotted  to  consent  to  go 
with  police  and  demand  supplies  from 
tbone  uho  have  refused  or  are  likely  to 
refuse  him,  and  more  especially  if  such 
person  refusing  is  a  publican. 

"][.  If  he  consents  send  with  him  one  or 
two  intelligent  policemen,  with  instructions 
to  note  carefully  anything  said  and  done^ 
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and  wTipther  the  article  or  articles  asked 
for  are  in  the  shops  for  sale. 

"II[.  If  refused  hy  two  or  more  the  boy- 
cotted person  and  the  police  should  at  once 
make  informations  settinsf  forth  what  took 
place,  and  submit  them  to  me  for  di- 
rections. 

**IV.  It  is  absolutely  necessary  that  there 
should  be  a  distinct  refusal,  and  not  an 
evasive  one,  and  it  does  not  follow  that 
the  ppTsons  refusing  to  supply  the  boy- 
cotted individual  should  be  all  traders  or 
shop-keepers.  The  smith  may  refuse  to 
shoe  his  horse,  the  baker  to  supply  bread, 
the  provision-dealer  flour,  the  coal  mer- 
chant coal,  and  all  can  be  prosecuted  for 
conspiracy.  If  three  or  more  persons  re- 
fuse to  supply  they  should  not  cease  asking, 
but  go  to  others.  It  is  advisable  to  have 
as  mnny  refusals  as  possible  to  show  the 
conspiracy. 

**T.  O.  Plunkett,  D.M. 

"December,  1887.'* 

Where,  I  aslc,  is  intimidation  if  it  is 
not  on  the  side  of  the  police?  If  the 
police  had  set  out  with  the  avowed 
object  of  exasperating  the  people  of  Ire- 
land they  could  not  have  succeeded 
better  than  they  have  done.  There  is 
another  point,  which  illustrates  the  spirit 
which  has  guided  the  right  hon.  Gente- 
inan's  administration.  The  Manchester 
Martyrs  celebrations,  which  occur  in 
November,  and  which  have  ceased  to 
have  reference  to  present  politics,  are 
proclaimed  by  the  Government,  and  we 
have  had  more  baton  charging  and  more 
disorderly  scenes  on  the  part  of  the 
police  of  late  than  we  have  had  at  any 
time  since  1881.  The  Chief  Secretary 
claims  that  the  relations  between  the 
Government  and  the  people  have  im- 
proved. If  he  thinks  so  let  him  put  it 
to  the  test.  There  will  be  elections  in 
West  Waterford  and  in  one  of  the 
divisions  of  Tipperary.  If  he  thinks 
his  policy  has  been  successful  and  has 
secured  the  approval  of  an  influential 
8 action  of  the  Irish  people,  let  him  put 
up  nominees  at  thes3  elections  to  repre- 
8:int  his  idea  of  law  and  order,  and  let 
us  Sie  whether  his  minority  is  increasad 
or  whether  the  people  are  not  more 
emphatic  in  denouncing  his  parody 
on  constitutional  administration.  If 
you  believe  in  your  policy,  if  you  really 
balieve  in  the  words  you  put  into 
the  Royal  Speech,  I  ask  you  to  test  it  in 
any  part  of  Ireland.  If  you  succeed  we 
shall  then  acknowledge  that  you  are 
right  and  we  are  wrong,  and  that  the 
coerciv3  policy  has  some  chance  of 
success. 

Jft'.  J>7ynn 


(9.48).  •Mr.  De  COBAIN  (Belfafit, 
East)  :  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell)  has  argued  that  the  tranquility  of 
the  Irish  people  arises  very  largely  from  a- 
feeling  of  hope,  and  not  from  the  firm 
and  just  administration  of  Irish  affairs  by 
Her  Majesty's  present  Grovernment. 
But  I  think  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  pulver- 
ised that  argument  when  he  reminded 
us  of  the  fact  that  in  the  interregnum, 
between  the  introduction  of  the  Home 
Rule  Bill  and  its  rejection  by  the 
House  the  statistics  of  crime  show 
an  enormous  preponderance  over  those 
of  the  present  time.  The  hon. 
Member  who  a  short  time  ago  addressed 
the  Hous3  from  the  opposite  side  spoke 
of  "  the  matsrial  depression "  in  Irish 
affairs.  I  think  he  could  hardly  be- 
conversant  with  the  fact  that  trade  and 
commerce  have  greatly  improved,  as  s 
shown  by  the  returns  of  railway  and 
other  companies.  Hon.  Members  opposite 
have  said  that  my  hon.  and  gallant. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Armagh 
(Col.  Saunderson)  is  supported  only  by 
a  handful  of  Orangemen  in  the  North  of 
Ireland.  The  Orangemen  of  Ulster  are 
not  a  mere  handful  of  men,  and  they  are 
the  exponents  of  a  feeling  which  pervades, 
I  should  say,  a  million  of  the  population- 
of  the  country,  whilst  at  least  two 
millions  of  people  out  of  the  entire 
population  are  in  entire  accord  with  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  last  spoke  challenged  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  test  the  opinions  of  the 
constituencies  in  the  South  of  Ireland ;. 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  I  challenge 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  contest  such  a 
constituency  as  North  Antrim.  If  the 
principle  of  proportional  voting  were  to- 
be  applied  to  Ireland,  the  number  of  loyal 
representatives  of  that  country  would! 
be  increased  from  18  to  40.  I  believe 
that  so  far  as  the  elements  of  industrial 
enterprise  and  stability  and  obedience  to« 
the  law  are  concerned,  those  who  are  in 
accord  with  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's 
present  advisers  represent  a  very  large 
and  continually  growing  section  ii* 
Ireland.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  while  Her  Majesty ^s  Government  by 
a  policy  of  continuous  firmness  and  justice 
have  restored  tranquillity  to  the  Irish 
people,  and*  have  shattered  that  con- 
spiracy which  intimidated  and  prevented 
I  material  progress,  tiie  condition  of  things. 
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is  day  by  day  growing  better.  I  believe 
that  what  we  want  is  to  have  jnst  laws 
administered  justly  and  fairly,  and  to 
have  the  law  of  contract  observed.  The 
area  of  agitation  id  daily  growing 
narrower  and  narrower,  and  within  a 
comparatively  short  period — or  long 
before  we  reach  the  end  of  20  years  of 
firm  and  -just  Government — we  shall 
have  a  condition  of  things  which  all  the 
supporters  of  justice  g-nd  order  wish  to  see 
inaugurated  in  the  Sister  Country.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell), 
adverted  the  other  day  to  the  formation 
of  the  magisterial  tribunal  in  Ireland. 
I  am  free  to  say  that  I  am  in  entire 
agreement  with  hon.  Gentlemen  in 
so  far  as  the  men  who  act  as  Resi- 
dent Magistrates  are  not  men  trained 
in  the  law.  I  do  not  think  the 
Magisterial  Bench  should  be  a  place 
of  refuge  for  worn-out  officials  and 
officers  of  the  Irish  Constabulary.  I  think 
the  magistrates  ought  to  be  trained  in 
the  fair  and  just  and  impartial  adminis- 
tration of  the  ia'v.  At  the  same  time, 
it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
Hesident  Magistrates  are  not  the 
creation  of  Her  Majesty's  present 
Government,  and  that  a  large  pro- 
portion of  those  who  now  occupied 
seats  on  tlie  Bench  were  appointed  by 
former  Governments.  It  must  also  be 
remembered  that  their  decisions  have 
been  very  seldom  impugned  by  higher 
tribunals.  I  should,  however,  prefer, 
as  a  matter  of  principle,  that  men  trained 
in  the  law  should  occupy  these  positions. 
With  regard  to  the  relations  of  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary  to  the  people,  I  am 
prepared  to  say  that  as  far  as  my  experi- 
ence has  enabled  me  to  judge  of  the  civic 
capacity  of  the  police,  they  are  not  a 
competent  police  force  properly  so-called. 
I  cannot  forget,  however,  thit  when 
some  years  ago  the  relations  of  the 
police  force  to  the  population  was  im- 
pugned, the  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  rushed  to  the  rescue,  and 
expressed  their  unbounded  confidence 
in  the  manner  in  which  those  men 
serve  the  Crown.  I  balieve  if  the 
constabulary  throughout  Ireland  were 
constitutad  on  the  basis  of  the  Metro- 
politan Police,  it  would  ba  a  mora 
efficient  force.  It  is  the  Huty  of  a 
polica  force  to  be  on  terms  of  sympathy 
with  the  p3ople,  to  be  slow  to  resort  to 
menac3,  and  so  to  discharge  its  functions 


that  conflicts  with  the  people  shall  very 
seldom  occur.     Generally  speaking,  the 
Irish   Constabulary    ought   to  give    far 
more   attention  to  such  matters  as  are* 
within  the  purview  of  the  Metropolitau 
Police  and  less  to   military   pomp  and 
circumstance.     I  hold  that  the  constabu- 
lary might  be   a  good  deal  improved, 
and   I  am  also  clearly  of  opinion   that 
the  Magisterial  Bench  might  with  justice 
ba   reformed.      The    marked    improve- 
ments  to   ba    saen    in   Ireland  in    the 
observance  of  the  law,  in  the  manner  in 
which  the  people  deport  themselves,  ancT 
in  the  deposits   in   the  Savings   Banks^ 
afford  indications  of  a  prosperous  future  ;. 
and  I  hope  that  soon  the  Queen's  Speecb 
will  contain  nothing  but  congratulation* 
on    the    tranquillity  and    happiness    of 
that  country. 

(10.5.)  *Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRK 
(Bradford)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  it  is. 
matter  of  serious  comment  that  we  have 
reached  nearly  the  end  of  the  second 
day  of  the  debate,  and  we  have  not 
heard  any  speech  from  the  Chief  Sec- 
retary for  Ireland,  or  any  other  Member 
of  the  Cabinet.  We  have  had  a  speech 
from  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,, 
who  is  always  sansible,  courteous,  and  fair. 
I  congratulate  him  on  achieving  the  pos6 
of  Attorney  General  very  much  ;  I  think 
the  change  in  that  post  from  the  late- 
occupant  will  be  to  the  advantage  of  Ire- 
land,  and  I  hope  his  appointment  is  some- 
indication  of  a  change  of  policy  in  thfr 
administration.  I  shall  be  very  much 
disappointed  if  it  is  not  so.  We  have- 
also  had  a  speech  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dover,  a  speech  of  great  promise,, 
though  he  necessarily  went  into  details^ 
and  disclaimed  any  intention  of  entering 
on  the  question  of  policy.  But  it  does* 
appear  to  me  that  by  this  time  we  ought 
to  have  had  a  speech  from  some  Member 
of  the  Cabinet  of  a  more  general 
character,  and  entering  upon  the  genera? 
policy,  past  and  future,  for  Ireland ► 
It  is  not  fitting  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
should  reserve  his  speech  until  the  clos& 
of  the  debate,  when  no  Member  will 
have  an  opportunity  of  replying.  So 
far,  the  defence  of  the  Government  liasi 
been  solely  of  the  character  of  that 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
sit  down— that  the  improvement  in 
Ireland  is  wholly  due  to  the  wise- 
policy  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  and 
also     to    the     firm     administration    o£' 
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the  Coercion  Act.  I  am  perfectly  will- 
ing, after  personal  inquiries,  to  concede 
that  the  condition  of  Ireland  is  greatly 
improved.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Halifax  stated  that  he  had 
attended  a  great  nu'nber  of  meetings  in 
Ireland,  but  that  he  was  on  no  occasion 
shadowed  by  the  police.  Hestatedalso  that 
he  had  on  many  occasions  spoken  on 
Irish  questions  in  terms  for  which  Irish 
Members  had  been  prosecuted.  My  own 
experience  is  contrary  to  that  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend.  Wherever  I  went 
in  Ireland  I  was  shadowed  by  the 
police  in  the  most  complete  manner. 
My  movements  were  telegraphed  from 
Dablin  when  I  left  that  city  to  go  any- 
where, and  I  found  on  my  arrival  at  any 
place  a  body  of  police  prepared  for  me. 
The  police  followed  me  about  in  cars. 
When  I  went  to  the  Ponsonby  estate 
with  Canon  Keller  I  was  followed  by  a 
car  full  of  armed  police.  I  remonstrated 
with  the  sergeant  in  charge  of  them. 
He  said  they  were  only  patrolling  the 
country,  but  on  further  cross-examination 
he  informed  me  that  he  knew  who  I  was, 
and  that  he  had  received  orders  to  follow 
me.  Then  I  went  to  Tipperary.  In 
that  interesting  town  I  was  followed  by 
a  considerable  number  of  people  to  the 
house  where  [  was  staying.  There,  not 
unnaturally,  I  was  called  upon  to  say  a 
few  words  to  the  crowd.  Almost  im- 
mediately there  appeared,  as  if  by  magic, 
a  force  of  police  armed  with  rifles  and 
bayonets,  under  the  charge  of  Colonel 
Cadell.  I  had,  therefore,  to  make 
my  observations  under  the  very  dis- 
agreeable apprehension  of  a  conflict, 
which  was  almost  menaced  by  this  body 
of  armed  police.  Such  a  condition  of 
things  is  as  absurd  as  it  possibly  can  be. 
There  was  not  the  slightest  possible 
danger  of  conflict  except  such  as  might 
be  provoked  by  the  police.  At  Gal  way 
I  attended  the  tenants*  convention,  to 
which  a  police  reporter  applied  for  admis- 
sion. As  it  was  a  private  meeting  his 
application  was  refnsed,  although  I 
did  mv  best  to  secure  his  presence, 
as  I  did  not  wish  it  to  be  supposed  that 
I  was  afraid  to  speak  before  a  police 
reporter.  Latir  I  went  to  Drogheda  for  the 
purpose  of  receiving  the  freedom  of  the 
city — an  occasion  when  it  might  have 
heen  supposed  one  would  not  be  sub- 
jected to  these  attentions.  I  must  say  I 
«do  not  admire  the  taste  of  the  Chief 
J/r,  S/uiw  Lefevre 


Secretary  in  making  thct  an  occasion  for 
the  presence  of  a  police  reporter.  Appli- 
cation, however,  was  made  that  he  should 
be  admitted ;  the  Mayor  refused  the 
application  ;  but  when  I  said  it 
would  be  more  pleasing  to  me  that  the 
police  reporter  should  be  present,  he  was 
admitted.  While  in  Drogheda  I  also 
received  an  unexpected  address  from  the 
tenants  of  Lord  Masse reene,  and  the 
presence  of  a  police  reporter,  I  must  say, 
only  induced  me  to  speak  my  mind  more 
fully.  I  have  no  doubt  it  was  thought 
by  the  Chief  Secretary,  or  those  who 
manage  these  a&irs  in  DubHn,  that  the 
sending  of  a  police  reporter  on  this 
occasion  would  deter  me  from  speaking 
my  mind.  But  I  spoke  fully  on  the 
subject,  even  as  I  have  spoken  in  this 
House  and  in  other  parts  of  the  country. 
I  said  that,  in  my  opinion,  the  tenants  of 
Lord  Massereene  were  perfectly  justified 
in  standing  by  their  combination  and 
refusing  to  come  to  terms  with  their 
landlord  until  all  these  evicted  tenants 
were  replaced.  I  did  not  feel  any  risk 
at  the  moment  in  speaking  in  that 
manner,  because  I  was  convinced  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  would  take  no  notice. 
At  the  same  time,  some  of  my 
hon.  Friends,  Irish  Members,  who  have 
spoken  in  Ireland  in  terms  less  strong 
tban  I  used,  have  been  sent  to  prison.  I 
could  quote  several  cases  on  that  point, 
but  there  is  one  to  which  I  should  like 
specially  to  call  attention — that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Cork  on  the 
25th  February,  1888,  when  he  was 
prosecated  for  a  speech  he  had  made.  It 
is  not  necessary  to  go  at  length  into  what 
he  said,  because  the  magistrate,  in  giving 
his  decision,  after  quoting  parts  of  Mr. 
Flynn'  speech,  said — 

**  So  far  these  remarks  mean  a  simple  nar- 
ration of  historical  facts,  but  there  is  the 
unfortunate  obs-^rvation  of  Mr.  Fly  an.  *  I  beg 
of  you  to  remember  the  words  of  a  great 
English  orator,  and  stick  firm  to  your  just  and 
lawful  combination,  and  do  not  be  driven  from 
that  either  by  the  intimidation  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Casile,  or  by  the  opon  violence  of 
the  bludgerinen.'  We  consider  that  the  speech 
has  been  correctly  interpreted  by  the  Crown, 
and  that,  on  the  whole,  it  amounts  to  an 
incitement  of  certain  tenants.*' 

H3  convicted  him,  and  sentanced  him 
to  imprisonment  as  a  common  criminal 
for  this  very  moderate  speech.  I  can- 
not think  how,  if  the  Chief  Secretary 
compared  the  speech  which  I  made  at' 
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Drogheda  ^ith  that  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Cork,  he  could  think 
the  one  a^^d  not  the  other  a  subject  for 
criminal  indictment.  But  it  throws  an 
unpleasant  light  upon  the  matter,  and  many 
Members  for  Ireland  have  been  prose- 
cuted, convicted,  and  sent  to  prison,  to 
sleep  on  the  plank  bed,  and  to  live  on 
prison  fare.  If  that  is  a  sample  of  just 
administration,  I  am  very  much  mis- 
taken in  my  view  of  it.  Now,  Sir, 
I  am  surprised  this  course  should  be 
adopted.  I  am  still  more  surprised, 
having  regard  to  what  took  place  last 
year  on  the  subject.  It  will  be  recollected 
that  I  brought  this  matter  of  the 
"  shadowing "  of  Members  before  the 
House,  and  in  the  course  of  the  debate* 
the  Chief  Secretary  replied  to  me  across 
the  Table  in  language  which  certainly  is 
very  unusual  when  used  by  one 
Member  of  the  Front  Bench  to 
another — language  for  which  he  was 
called  to  account,  evidently  by  his 
Chief,  the  leader  of  the  House,  and  for 
which  he  made  something  like  an 
apology  in  the  course  of  the  debate. 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALB^OUR :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  i^  mistaken.  I  was  not 
called  to  account  by  anybody.  I  thought, 
perhaps,  I  had  hurt  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's feelings,  and  it  was,  therefore, 
I  made  the  observation  he  has  alluded 
to.     I  have  since  regretted  it. 

♦Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  regrets  the  apology  ? 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Yes. 

♦Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  I  can  only 
say  that  from  all  appearance  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  been  called  to 
account  for  those  words  by  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury.  He  certainly  did 
make  an  apology,  but  it  was  a  very  lame 
one ;  it  hardly  amounted  to  an  apology, 
and  I  do  not  think  he  haa  any  need  to 
regret  that  he  made  it.  It  was  the 
poorest  apology  ever  made.  I  am  glad 
to  add  my  testimony  to  that  of  other 
Members  in  the  course  of  this  debate,  as 
the  result  of  my  own  observation,  that 
undoubtedly  a  great  improvement  has 
taken  place  in  the  condition  of  Ireland. 
But  my  impression  is  that  the  improve- 
ment is  due  to  other  causes  than  the 
administration  of  the  Coercion  Act.  It 
is  chiefly  ^owing  to  increased  agri- 
cultural prosperity,  arising  from  two  good 
harvests,  and  to  the  settlement  of  grave 
disputes  between  landlords  and  tenants. 


I  shall  presently  show  that  the  Coercion 
Act  has  not  only  had  no  effect  in  bringing 
^bout  a  settlement  of  these  disputes,  but 
that  it  has  had  an  exactly  contrary  effect. 
Then  hope  has  risen  higher  in  the  hearts 
of  the  people  that  the  day  is  not  far 
distant  when  they  will  manage  their 
own  affairs  in  a  Parliament  of  their  own. 
If  the  Coercion  Act  had  been  directed 
against  crime  only  they  would  not  have 
opposed  it  as  they  did.  If  that  Act  had 
produced  any  good  effect  it  would  be 
found  in  the  larger  number  of  convic- 
tions in  proportion  to  the  crimes  reported. 
But  the  statistics  show  no  improvement 
in  this  respect.  I  have  not  the  statistics 
of  1889,  but  I  find  that  whereas  in  1886, 
when  there  was  no  Coercion  Act,  540 
agrarian  crimes  were  reported,  out  o*f 
which  there  were  only  54  convictions  ;  in 
1888  the  agrarian  crimes  reported  were 
reduced  to  344,  but  the  convictions  were 
only  32,  a  smaller  proportion  than  in 
1886.  There  rre  some  crimes  of  which 
it  is  difficult  to  say  whether  they  are 
purely  agrarian.  Of  incendiary  fires,  in 
1886  there  were  103,  with  only  five  con- 
victions. In  1888  there  were  75,  with 
only  three  convictions.  In  1886  there 
were  75  cases  of  killing  and  maiming 
cattle  and  only  three  convictions  ;  and  in 
1888  55  cases,  with  only  two  convictions. 
These  figures  do  not  tend  to  show  that 
any  diminution  in  crime  has  been  due  to 
the  Coercion  Act.  But,  Sir,  after  all, 
everyrne  knows  that  the  Coercion  Act 
has  not  been  directed  against  crime  ;  it 
has  been  directed  against  combination, 
and  practically  the  whole  and  sole  use 
made  of  it  during  the  last  three  years 
has  been  to  put  down  combination  on  the 
part  of  the  tenants  and  to  assist  the  land- 
lords in  collecting  arrears  of  rent.  As 
&.r  as  I  can  ascertain,  there  have  been 
something  like  3,000  prosecutions  and 
convictions  under  the  Coercion  Act,  and 
some  hundreds  more  under  the  Statute 
of  Edward  III.,  Vhich  has  been  used  to 
a  larger  extent  and  degree  than  has  ever 
been  the  case  before.  The  probability  is 
that  something  like  3,500  prosecutions 
have  taken  place  under  these  two  Acts  of 
Parliament.  I  challenge  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to  say 
that  95  per  cent  of  these  prosecutions 
are  not  directed  to  the  great  disputes 
between  landlords  and  tenants,  such  as 
where  the  tenants  have  combined,  as  in 
1886,   for  the  purpose   of  resisting  the 
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fall  payment  of  the  rent  in  consequence 
of  the  pressare  of  agricoUnrftl  distress 
in  thftt  year.  I  aat  the  Chief  Secretary 
what  evidence  he  can  produce  to  show 
that  tliese  3,000  or  4;000  prosecutions 
have  had  any  sacuess  in  putting  down 
these  combinatloua  or  in  bringing  these 
disputes  to  a  BatisfoctAiy  coDclnsion. 
My  strong  conviction  is  that  he  cannot 
show  anything  of  the  kind.  The  modw 
operandi  of  the  Chief  Secretary  is  this  : 
wherever  combination  or  dispatea  exist 
the  first  step  taken  is  to  proclaim  the  dis- 
trict ;  then  proseoutions  are  issued 
agwnat persons  who  are,  or  who  have  been, 
members  of  the  loail  Land  League,  or 
who  have  attended  meetings  in  the  re- 
motest degree  connected  with  the  Lei^rne. 
Then,  if  meetinga  of  the  tenants  are  called, 
they  are  proclaimed  as  illegal,  and  the 
neit  step  is  to  institate  Star  Chamber 
inquiries,  the  tenants  being  brought  be- 
fore that  tribunal  and  presanre  employed 
to  make  the  fanners  give  evidence  against 
their  brother  tenanta 
breaking  up  the  combination.  The  nest 
step  is  to  use  the  Acts  to  prosecute  those 
who  resort  to  boycotting,  and  the  mode 
in  which  it  is  done  is  tliis :  A  police- 
man goes  round  with  a  boycotted  person 
to  various  shops  in  the  district  aud  de- 
mauds  goods,  when,  if  they  are  refused, 
prosecutionfi  are  instituted,  and  the  shop, 
keepers  are  seat  to  gaol.  Then,  when 
any  of  these  persona  come  out  of  gaol 
and  dsmonstratiouB  take  place,  further 
prosecutions  are  instituted  on  the  ground 
that  these  demonstrations  are  held  to  be 
ill^ral  meetings.  The  result  is  that  in 
these  various  ways  different  hatches  of 
people  are  tient  tu  prison  as  common 
criminals  for  the  espress  purpose  of 
breaking  up  the  existing  combination, 
and  of  thus  settling  existing  disputes. 
In  the  single  diapnte  between  Lord 
Clanricarde  and  hia  tenants,  no  fewer 
than  170  parsons  wore  sent  to  prison. 
In  the  Olphert  caw  upwards  of  200  per- 
sons went  tw  gaol,  and  in  the  Leader  dis- 
pute the  nunibsr  was  upwards  of  80, 
similar  proportions  being  observable 
in  a  number  of  other  cases.  I  believe  I 
am  right  in  saying  that  many  hundreds 
of  persona  have  beeuaentto  prison  for  bet ug 
members  of  local  Land  LeoaTiea  or  attend- 
ing meetings  of  Land  League  branches. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dover  hassiid  that 
in  the  past  year  only 
victad  under  the  Co. 
J/>:  Shaw  Le/cvi 


present  at  a  Land  Ijeague  meeting— that 
may  be  true.  But  it  ftpj)earB  that 
during  the  past  year  the  authoritie* 
thought  it  better  to  take  proceedings 
nndcr  the  Statute  of  Edwanl  III.,  and 
[ai^e  numbers  of  people  were  sent  to 
prison  under  that  Statute  for  being  pre- 
sent at  meetinga  of  the  Land  Leo^e, 
I  will  give  an  illnstration  which  came 
under  my  own  notice.  In  the  town  of 
Cftstlere^h  no  fewer  than  16  persone 
were  prosecuted  under  the  Statute  of 
Edward  III,  for  being  present  at  meet- 
ings of  the  local  I^nd  League.  There 
wna  no  evidence  that  the  meetings  were 
held  ;  but  the  magistrate  called  upon  the 
defendants  to  give  bail  to  be  of  gooci 
behaviour,  and  in  default  to  go  to  prison 
for  three  months.  The  18  wi-re  sent  to 
prison  for  refasing  to  give  bail  under 
this  Statute  of  Edward  III.  It  will  be 
asked,  "Why  did  they  not  give  bailT' 
The  answer  has  been  given  by  Chief 
Baron  Palles,  who  stated  from  the 
Bench  that  nothing  would  induce  hini 
to  give  ball  in  preference  to  going  to 
gaol  for  an  offence  which  he  had  nok 
committed.  But  what  evidence  is  there 
that  these  proceedings  have  had  tho 
slightest  effect  in  inducing  people  (o 
give  up  becoming  members  of  tb© 
League  i  In  those  districts  wher» 
prosecutions  of  this  nature  have  been 
most  numerous,  the  only  effect  lias  been 
to  increase  the  number  of  members 
joining  the  local  branch  of  the  National 
Leiigue.  Father  Kennedy,  the  parish. 
priest  of  the  district  in  which  the  Leader 
estate  is  situated,  and  where  proseca- 
tions  have  been  verj'  rife,  wrote  recently 
a  letter  to  the  Freeman'^  Jimnial,  in 
which  he  said — 

"  In  no  previonB  yeRT  hare  we  hnd  such  * 
nnmber  of  insmtiers  to  take  the  Geld  with. 
Tbaoka  to  our  ttectuititit'-SeTefaat  Balfoo* 
every  lull-Hizeii  man  in  Sleelin  is  8nlisl«d  at 
tbin  momeat  under  the  btinner  of  the  sup- 
pressed  NatioQiil  League.  At  tbe  nill-odl 
last  Mondn}'  quite  a  legion  of  rci^riiita  plsdgeA 
ibeir  support  lo  the  veteran  leaguers,  of  whom 
severiLl  bUII  bear  traces  of  tbe  wo^indi  recciTMl 
he  forcea  of 


1  hai 


Out  of  thi 
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parish  alone 


ir  having  attended  u  poUu 


I   dragged   to- 


I  believe  there   is  no  doubt  as    to  thtt 

con-    accuracy  of  that  statement,  and  that  tho 

Act  of  being    issue  of  theae   120  summonses  has  had 
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the  efEect  of  increasing  the  membership 
of  that  particular  branch  of  the  League 
from  185  to  314.     I  will  ask  again  what 
has  been  the  success  of  these  proceed- 
ings ?     Now,  there  have  been  numerous 
proceedings  against  the  Press  of  the  last 
three  years  for  reporting  the  meetings  of 
the  National  League.     The  hon.  Member 
for  Dover  has  stated  that  all  the  Press  pro- 
secutions, save  one,  during  the  past  year 
were   for  "  intimidation."      But  this  is 
no  refutation  of  the  assertion  that  the 
prosecutions  were  for  the  mere  reporting, 
without  editorial  comment,  the  proceed- 
ings of   local  branches  of   the  League. 
The  hon.  Member  will  excuse  me  if  I 
say  that  the  Government  devised  a  plan 
of  prosecuting  under  the  head  of  intimi- 
dation for  merely  reporting  the  proceed- 
ings of   the   League.      If  a  boycotting 
resolution  was  passed  by  a  branch  and 
this  was  published  in  the   local  paper, 
the  editor,   if   prosecuted,  was   charged 
with    "intimidation,"    though    his    act 
was  merely  that  of  publishing  a  report  of 
the    proceedings   at  a    meeting   of   the 
branch  League.     The  Mayor  of  Wexford 
wafl  prosecuted  for  intimidating  certain 
persons  unknown,  but  the  only  proof  in 
support   of    the    prosecution    was    that 
he  had  reported  in  his  paper  a  resolution 
passed  at  a  meeting  of  a  branch  of  the 
National  League.     What  he  did  publish 
was  merely  a  narrative  of  what  occurred 
■at    the     meeting,   in    a    paragraph    in 
an     obscure    part   of    the    paper;     the 
defendant    made    no    comment    on    i^, 
but  for  inserting  the  paragraph  he  was 
sent  to   prison   as  a  common  criminal. 
All  these  prosecutions  against  the  Press, 
save  one,  during  the  past  year  were  of  this 
nature.  What  evidence  is  there  that  these 
prosecutions  have  been  of  the  slightest 
avail  ?     They  have  not  stopped  the  publi- 
cation of  such  reports.     Notwithstanding 
such   prosecutions    all    the    Nationalist 
papers  continue  to  publish  these  reports. 
Similarly,   the   Star   Chamber   inquiries 
have     been    quite    fruitless.       Tenants 
would     not     give     evidence,     and     no 
successful   prosecution   has   taken   place 
as  a  result  of   such    inquiries.     I  chal- 
lenge the  Chief  Secratary  to  produce  a 
single    case    of    successful     prosecution 
arising  out  of  proceedings  under  the  Star 
Chamber  Clauses  in  respect  of  combina- 
tions.     I  now  come  to  the  question  of 
boycotting.       As   I    understand    it  the 
Governmant  take  a  great  deal  of  credit 


to    themselves    for    the   diminution    in 
boycotting,     but     I     should     like     to 
know    if    it    can    be     said     that    that 
diminution   is   in   any   way  due  to   the 
proceedings  under  the  Crimes  Act.     So 
far  as  I  have  observed  that  part  of  the 
Act    has  proved  a  failure.     Since   the 
Killeagh   case   in    1888,   in   which    the 
Judge  held  that  it  was  not  merely  neces- 
sary, in  order  to  found  a  prosecution  and 
obtain  a  conviction,  to  give  evidence  of 
refusal  to  sell,  but  that  it  was  also  neces- 
sary  to   show   there    had    been    actual 
conspiracy  to  compel  and  induce  others 
in  the   way    of    intimidation   or   undue 
influence.      Since    that    decision    there 
have    been    very    fow    prosecutions,     it 
being  impossible   to   convict.     The   Act 
has,  consequently,  proved  almost  a  dead 
letter  as  against  boycotting.     Thus,   in 
Tipperary  lately  eight  householders  were 
severely     boycotted,    and    in    Youghal 
20    shop-keepers,    but    no   prosecutions 
were  undertaken,  for  it  was  known  by  the 
Government  that  they  could  not  be  main- 
tained.     The   only   prosecution   in  Tip- 
perary was  that  of  an   editor,  although 
some  hundreds  of  persons  were  engaged 
in  boycotting  the  shop-keepers.      Now  I 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  name  any  case 
in    which    any    conbination    lias     been 
broken  up  by   the  Coercion  Act  ?     Has 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  been  put  down  by 
it?   I  will  not  deny  that  a  very  large 
number      of      disputes       have       been 
brought   to   a   conclusion.    J  think  that 
that  is  a   most  fortunate   circumstance, 
but  they  have  been  brought  to  a  conclu- 
sion by  direct  agi'eement  between  land- 
lord and  tenant,  or  in  other  cases  by  a 
resort  to  arbitration.     And  in  those  cases, 
I  believe,  in  which  settlements  have  been 
come  to  the  landlord  has  conceded  the 
very  thing  which  in  the  first  instance  he 
refused,  and  the  refusal  of  which  led  to 
the  combination.     I  believe  that  in  every 
case  the  settlement  has  been  arrived  at 
on  the  understanding  that  the  evicted 
tenants    should    be    replaced    in    their 
holdings,  and  the  same  result  has  been 
obtained  in  the  cases  in  which  there  was 
arbitration,     while    the    arbitrator   also 
awarded  an  abatement  of  rent  equal  to, 
if   not    in    excess   of,  that   which   they 
originally  demanded.     But  for  coercion 
these  settlements  would  have  been  arrived 
at  at  a  much    earlier    date,  and  those 
few    disputes    which     are    still     going 
on      would      have       been      adjusted. 
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It  is  bacaiLse  the  landlords  believe 
themselves  to  be  supported  by 
the  Coercion  Act  that  they  are  prevented 
coming  to  a  final  settlement.  With 
regard  to  the  existing  disputes,  I  wish 
to  point  out  that  the  present  condition 
of  things  is  totally  different  from  that 
which  prevailed  at  the  inception  of  the 
dispute.  Now  the  landlords  are  prepared 
to  make  concessions  in  the  shape  of  rent 
abatements,  which  they  originally 
refused,  and  this  is  so  on  the  Clanricarde, 
Massereene,  Tottenham,  and  Ponsonby 
Estates.  Even  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Huntinofdon  has  made  an  offer  of  terms 
to  the  tenants  on  the  Ponsonby  estate 
equal  to  if  not  better  than  the  terms 
demanded  before  the  dispute  began. 
The  tenants  admit  that  they  would 
gladly  accept  the  offer,  but  they  point 
out  they  are  bound  in  honour  to  stand 
by  the  evicted  men  if  they  will  not  come 
to  terms,  unless  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Huntingdon  is  prepared  to  re-instate 
those  tenants.  Lord  Clanricarde,  in  his 
case,  refused  to  re-instat3  any  of  the  111 
tenants  he  has  already  evicted,  but  he, 
too,  makes  offers  to  the  other  tenants 
which  they  would  gladly  accept,  and 
which  they  are  only  deterred  from 
accepting  because  of  the  refusal  of 
re-instatement.  Lord  Massereene  and 
Colonel  Tottenham,  while  willing  to 
re-instita  some  of  the  men  they  have 
evictad,  are  not  prepared  to  re-instate  the 
leaders.  They  say  that  the  leaders  of 
the  tenants  already  evicted  are  respon- 
sible for  the  dispute  which  has  occurred, 
and,  although  they  give  the  terms 
originally  demanded  by  the  tenants,  the 
thing  which  causes  the  continuance  of 
the  dispute  is  this  refusal  te  reinstate  the 
leaders.  The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Huntingdon,  while  willing  to  re-instate 
evictsd  tenants,  will  only  do  so  on  terms 
which  they  cannot  possibly  fulfil.  These 
tenants,  it  must  be  remembered,  have 
been  out  of  their  holdings  for  two  or 
three  years ;  their  houses  have  been 
battsred  down,  or  they  are  in  a  state  of 
dilapidation  caused  by  emergency  men. 
The  farms  have  been  derelict  for  two  or 
three  years ;  they  have  gone  out  of 
cultivation,  and  I  believe  I  am  right  in 
saying  that  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Huntingdon,  while  willing  te  re-instate 
the  tenants,  will  not  forego  the  costs, 
and  also  insists  on  payment  of 
the  arrears  of  rent  which  have 
Mr,  SJuiw  Lefevre 


accumulated  during  the  period  the 
tenants  had  been  out  of  the  holdings ; 
neither  will  he  agree  to  re-build  the 
houses  which  had  been  battered  down. 
The  tenants  still  in  possession,  thinking 
not  of  themselves,  but  of  the  evicted 
men,  have  declined  to  be  parties  to  an 
ari'angement  which  cannot  possibly  be 
fulfilled.  One  point  seems  to  come  out 
clearly  in  the  present  state  of  things, 
and  that  is,  that  the  existing  disputes  are 
being  carried  on  in  a  spirit  of  vindictive- 
ness  by  the  landlords.  For  the  most 
part  the  landlords  are  now  being  sup- 
ported by  syndicates  of  landlords,  or  by 
subscriptions  handed  to  them  on  condition 
that  they  do  not  give  way,  but  insist 
upon  terms  which  will  secure  a  victory 
against  the  tenants.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Dover  devoted  a  great  deal  of  his  speech 
to  a  defence  of  the  action  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Huntingdon.  1  think 
he  would  have  done  better — seeing  that  he 
is  so  closely  connected  with  the  Grovem- 
ment — if  he  had  shown  a  little  more 
impartiality  in  the  matter  of  this  dispute. 
His  is  another  proof  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  thrown  the  whole  of  their 
infiuence  on  the  side  of  the  land- 
lords in  this  case,  and  that,  I  be- 
lieve, IS  clearly  borne  out  by  the 
history  of  the  case.  No  step,  indeed,  is 
now  taken  by  Mr.  Ponsonby  or  by  the 
hon.  Membar  for  South  Huntingdon 
without  the  advice,  support,  or  approval 
of  the  Government.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Dover,  in  giving  an  account  of  the 
dispute,  omitted  to  mention  the  most 
essential  feature  of  the  whole  thing,  and 
that  was,  the  motive  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Huntingdon  in  forming  a 
syndicate  of  landlords.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Soath  Huntingdon  told  us  that  the 
estate  was  bought  by  himself  and  a  few 
friends  for  the  express  purpose  of  de- 
feating the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and  he 
added  that  they  hoped  to  inflict  such  a 
lesson  on  those  who  had  taken  part  in 
the  Plan  as  would  deter  other  tenants 
upon  other  estates  from  embarking  in 
a  like  adventure.  The  hon.  Member 
evidently  bought  the  estate  for  political 
purposes ;  he  bought  it  for  the  purpose 
of  inflicting  punishment  upon  the  tenants, 
in  the  interests  of  all  landlords,  and  with 
the  view  of  preventing  other  tenants 
from  combining  for  the  purpose  of  ob- 
taining a  reduction  of  rent.  By  a  strange 
invention    of    logic    immediately    after 
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effecting  the  purchase,  the  hon.  Member 
made  an  offer  to  the  tanants  of  the  very 
abatement    which   they   had    originally 
demanded,  and  the  refusal  of  which  had 
caused  the  dispntes.      By  so   doing  he 
practically   admitted  the   justice   of  the 
tenants'  demands.     All  these  proceedings 
go  to  show  that  there  has  been  a  vindic- 
tive exercisa  of  the  rights  of  property, 
and  I  believe  it  will  come  out  in  every 
other  case  of  dispute  that  there  is  the 
same  kind  of  vindictiveness.     Last  year 
I  had  some  negotiations  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  on  the  subject 
of  the  Olphert  dispute.     It  appeared  to 
me  to  be  one  which  could  be  settled  by 
negotiations,  and  the   hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  seemed  to  be  anxious  to 
facilitate  such  arrangement.     But  even- 
tually  Mr.  Olphert  refused   to  go   any 
further,     and     the     hon.    Member    for 
South  Tyrone   afterwards  told  me  that 
the   main   reason   for  that  refusal  wrs 
that    Mr.    Olphert    had    received    sub- 
scriptions from   other  landlords  in   the 
district,  who   had   made   it  a  condition 
that  he   should   not    give    way   to    the 
tenants    without    achieving    a    victory 
over    the    combination.      I    say  .  it    is 
another     illustration     of     the     vindic- 
tiveness   shown     against    the     tenants. 
Although  the  landlord  was  most  probably 
prepared  to  refer  the  matter  to  arbitra- 
tion,   yet    the    other    landlords    in   the 
district  we^e  not  willing  that  that  course 
should  be  pursued  unless  a  substantial 
victory  was   obtained  against   the  com- 
bination of  the  tenants.  In  the  same  way, 
in  the   case  of   Lord  Clanricarde,   it  is 
certain,  on   his   own    admission   in   the 
letters  which  he  sent  to  the  Freeman's 
Journal^  that  he  is  actuated  by  vindictive 
feelings    against   the  tenants,  and   that 
he    believes    that    he    has    received    a 
legacy     of     hatred    from     his     father, 
and  is  bound  to  treat  them  in  that  spirit. 
What  I  hold  under  these  conditions  is 
that,    in   the    first    p'ace,   the    tenants 
in    any    dispute,    who   have   combined 
together,  are  bound  as  honourable  men,  to 
stand  by  the  evicted  men  and  to  insist 
upon  the   re-instatement   of  the  evicted 
men  as  a  condition  of  a  settlement.     The 
other  point  I  wish  to  insist  upon  is  that 
the  Government  is  not  justified  in  allow- 
ing   the    vindictive   exercise  of  rights, 
and  in  supporting  the  wholesale  evictions 
which  are  uncalled  for  in  these  estates 
where  the  remaining  disputes  exist.       I 


cannot  d(»ubt  that  if  they   were  to  use 
their  personal  influence  with  their  land 
lords   the  difficultv  would  be  removed, 
but  if  not,  they  ought  to  legislate  with 
the  object  of  removing  it.     Arbitration, 
voluntary  or  compulsory,  is  the  remedy 
for  this  difficulty.     The  tenants,  on  their 
part,  are  perfectly  prepared  for  arbitra- 
tion,   and    are   anxious   to  bring  their 
disputes  to  a  conclusion.      The  House,  I 
think,  ought  to  understand  how  serious 
is  this  difficulty.     There  are  900  of  these 
evicted  tenants — they  are   all   living  in 
huts  or  outhouses  within  sight  of  their 
former    holdings,   except  on   the   Cool- 
greany   and  Massereene   estates,  where 
a   certain  number  of    sickly  Protestant 
plants,   as   they    are  called,   have  been 
bribed   into   taking    the .  evicted  farms. 
The  holdings  of  these  evicted  men  are 
still  untenanted.     They  are   being  sup- 
ported by  contributions  drawn  from  the 
whole  of  Ireland,  and  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that  this  support  will  be  continued 
till  their  re-instatement  takes  place.     If 
the  wholesale   evictions   on   the  Clanri- 
carde, Olphert,  and  Ponsonby  and  other 
estates  take  place,  the  number  of  these 
evicted  tenants  will  be  trebled.      They 
must,  and  will  in  the  future  still  more, 
constitute     a    most     serious      difficulty 
for   the    Irish    Government      I    would 
ask  the  Chief   Secretary   what   he   con- 
templates  doing   in   respect    of     them  % 
I  think  it  would  be  a  wise  course  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  take  time  by 
the  forelock,  and  to  provide  in  some  way 
for  compulsory  arbitration.     In   conclu- 
sion, let  me  say  that,  in  my  opinion,  the 
Coercion   Act  ha-s  been  used  wholly  and 
solely  for  the  purpose   of  putting   down 
combination,  used    wjth    an    incredible 
meanness,    and    in    absolute     contempt 
of  every  constitutional  right  and   every 
principle   of   justice.      But    it    has   not 
succeeded    in   putting    down    a    single 
combination,     and     my     conviction     is 
that  if  it  had  not  been  for   coercion   the 
disputes  would  long  ago  have  been  settled. 
On  the  other  hand,   coercion   affords   no 
promise  in   the  future  of  settling  these 
disputes,  and  the  Queen's  Speech  affords 
no   indication   of   the   intention   of   the 
Government  to   deal  with  this  question, 
which,  in  my    opinion,   is   one   of  such 
enormous  importance,  and  which  ought 
to   be  settled   in    accordance    with   the 
almost    unanimous    wish    of   the   Irish 
people. 
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(11.5.)  *Mr.  SMITH-BARRY  (Hunt- 
ingdonshire, S.)  :  When  I  came  down  to 
the  Hons3  this  afternoon  I  expected  that  a 
strong  attick  would  b3  made  upon  me 
with  regard  to  my  connection  with  the 
Ponsonby  estite.  I  confess  that  I  find 
my  task  much  easier  than  I  expected. 
There  seems  to  ba  very  little  in  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  to  which  I  need  refer.  What 
(there  was  in  it  was  fully  answered  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dover.  As  to  the 
spaech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down,  I  will  say  .that  I  have 
nothing  to  be  ashamed  of  in  the  remarks 
I  addressed  to  my  constituents  last  year. 
Now,  I  shall  not  go  at  greater 
length  than  I  can  help  into  the  details 
of  the  disputa  on  the  Ponsonby  estate.  I 
have  gons  into  them  fully  on  a  previous 
occasion.  I  have  shown  that  the  rents 
that  wera  being  exacted  by  Mr. 
Ponsonby  were  fair  and  just  rents.  The 
tjharge  of  rack-renting  has  completely 
broken  down,  and  the  best  proof  of  that 
is  that  a  certain  number  of  tenants  went 
into  the  Courts  soon  after  the  Act  of 
1881  was  passed,  and  were,  in  the  words 
of  Canon  Keller,  "  So  disgusted  with  the 
paltry  reductions  given  by  the  Sub- 
CJom  miss  ion  that  they  did  not  consider 
it  worth  the  trouble  or  the  expense  t) 
submit  their  cases  to  them."  I  know 
^hat  Canon  Keller  has  said  that  the  Sub- 
Commission  Courts  were  packed  Courts. 
If  so,  they  were  packed  by  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  Many  land- 
lords have  not  been  very  well 
satisfied  with  the  reductions  made 
by  the  Sub-Commission  Courts.  They 
consider  that  the.  reductions  were  ex- 
cessive, and  the  tenants  consider  that 
they  were  not  sufficient.  Probably 
impartial  people  will,  under  these  circum- 
stances, think  that  the  reductions  made 
were  very  nearly  fair.  With  regard  to  the 
reduction  offered  by  Mr.  Ponsonby  at 
the  time  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was 
started  on  his  estate  in  1886,  the  reduc- 
tions were  20  ner  cent.,  which  were 
fully  equal  to  the  reductions  made  by 
the  Sub-Commissioners  plus  the  reduc 
tions  afterwards  made  by  the  Land  Com- 
missioners under  the  schedule  of  the 
Act  of  1887.  Therefore,  the  charge  that 
•the  reductions  offered  then  by  Mr. 
Ponsonby  were  inadequate  clearly  falls 
to  the  ground.     But  Mr.  Ponsonby  was 


prepared  to  give  further  redactions  in 
individual  cases,  and  was  prepared  to 
remit  a  considerable  amount  of  arrears. 
Amongst  the  charges  made  by  the  hon. 
Meml^r  for  North-East  Cork  there  was 
one  with  regard  to  a  letter — a  stolen 
letter — written  by  my  agent,  with  regard 
to  a  small  portion  of  the  estate.  Mj 
agent  wrote  a  confidential  letter,  stating 
his  opinion  of  the  value  of  the  land  over 
which  he  had  been.  He  stated  that  the 
rent  of  some  of  that  land,  he  thought, 
would  be  reduced  30  per  cent,  if  the 
tenants  went  into  the  I^nd  Court.  He 
stated  in  his  letter  that  some  of  the  land 
was  let  at  20s.  per  acre  ["  Read  "],  and 
that  he  thoupfht  that  the  rent  would 
probably  be  reduced  to  12s.  or  13s.  But 
it  turned  out  that  the  land  this  gentle- 
man had  seen,  and  which  he  supposed 
to  be  rented  at  20s.,  was  really  let  at 
15s.  an  acre  ;  so  that,  c-ilculating  the 
reduction  on  that  very  land,  it  woxdd 
have  brought  it  down  to  the  value 
which  this  gentleman  considered  might 
be  put  upon  it  by  the  Land  Court. 
But  if  the  tenants  were  to  get 
such  a  large  reduction  as  had  been 
stated  all  over  the  estate  by  going 
into  the  Sub-Commissioners*  Court  why 
had  they  not  gone  into  the  Courts] 
That  is  the  very  thing  Mr.  Ponsonby  has 
been  asking  them  to  do  for  some  years 
past.  It  is  clear  that  either  the  tenants 
thought  that  this  gentleman  was  wrong 
in  his  calculation,  or  they  were  awara 
that  they  had  much  better  remain  as 
they  were.  The  next  point  is  with 
regard  to  the  negotiations  for  sale  which 
were  being  carried  on  between  Mr. 
Brunker  and  Canon  Keller.  I  am  sup- 
posed to  have  stepped  in  and  stopped 
negotiations  when  they  were  just  on  the 
point  of  being  satisfactorily  concluded. 
That  point  has  been  answered  satis- 
factorily by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dover. 
I  have  said  before,  and  I  repeat  it  now, 
that  the  difference  was  not,  as  stated  by 
Canon  Keller  and  the  advisers  of  the 
tenants,  £4,000,  but  £20,000  ;  and  the 
sum  offered  to  Mr.  Ponsonby  was  such 
that  neither  he  nor  his  trustee— for  he 
was  only  a  limited  owner — could  accept, 
and,  Mr.  Brunker  having  written  to  him 
to  say  that  he  must  be  prepared  to  send 
an  answer  without  delay,  negotiations 
were  then  broken  off.  At  that  point  I 
myself  stepped  iu;  I  maintain  that  I 
had  a  perfect  right  to  step  in  and  save 
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any  goalleman  from  running  the  risk  of 
"being  crushed  by  nu  illegnl  conspirooy. 
Then  it  has  been  asked  why  do  we  not 
submit  these  questions  to  arbitration. 
No  proposal  for  arbitratioii  has  been  anb- 
mittod  to  Mr.  Ponsonby  under  which  he 
'would  not  hftvu  been  hound  bj  such  con- 
ditions that  no  landlord  could  ever  accept. 
Besides  thtit,  we  hold  that  the  CourtH  are 
proper  arbiirators.  The  Courts  are 
amply  sufficient  to  denl  with  this  case. 
Not  only  that,  but  I  really  cannot  under- 
stand how  hoii.  Gentlemen  opposite  con 
have,  I  was  almost  going  to  say,  the  im- 
pertinence; to  ask  any  landlord  to  anhuiit 
to  arbitration  after  the  result  of  the 
great  arbitration  on  the  Vandeleur  estate. 
What  has  happened  there  1  The  rents 
on  the  Vandeleur  estate  were  submitted 
to  the  arbitration  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Hackney  (Sir  Charles 
Rnssell),  who  submitted  an  elaborate 
award,  which  was  stated  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  be  a  complete 
victory  for  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
Whether  that  is  so  or  not  I  cannot  say  ; 
bnt,  at  any  rate,  it  was  so  in  their  view. 
One  would  have  naturally  supposed  that, 
anch  being  the  case,  the  tenants  wonld 
have  accepted  the  award  and  fnltilled  all 
its  conditions  ;  but  they  have  declined 
to  do  so,  and  of  the  very  first  instalment, 
due  on  the  2Sth  of  last  October,  only 
a  portion  has  been  paid.  [An 
hon.  Member  :  It  is  untrue.] 
ia  absolutely  true,  and  I  can  prove  it  up 
to  the  hilt.  I  ask  how  we  on  the  Pon- 
Bonby  estate,  or  any  gentleman  who  has 
an  estate  under  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
can  be  expocttid  to  submit  to  arbitralnon 
when  the  award  of  such  an  arbitrator 
OB  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
Hackney  wits  sot  at  naught  and  not 
carried  out  1  Very  much  the  aame  thing 
had  happened  on  the  Kill  estate  il 
Donegal.  In  such  a  state  of  things  ii 
is  idle  to  talk  of  arbitration.  Aftei 
ihese  negotiations  with  Mr.  Brunker, 
and  after  I  myself  and  this  much-abused 
syndicate  stepped  in  to  assist 
Ponsonby  through  his  difficulties, 
offer  WBS  made  to  the  tenants,  the  l«rma 
of  which  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
TSoBt  Cork  and  Canon  Keller  have  care- 
fully avoided  mentioning,  though  they 
have  been  all  round  the  country  abusing 
Die.  The  right  hon.  Gentlenian  who 
has  just  sat  down  has  given  some  sort 
^nf  raafion  why  the  tenants  have  not  ac- 
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ipted  that  offer ;  but  the  offer  has 
remained  practically  nuattackcd  by  any 
hon.  Member  opposite  who  has  spoken 
this  question.  That  offer  was  such 
that  the  rents  of  the  judicial  tenants 
would  have  been  reduced  at  once  hy  32 
per  cent.,  and  by  paying  instalments 
they  were  to  liave  all  their  arraars  and 
costs  and  everything  else  wiped  out. 
To  tJio  non -judicial  tenants  the  same 
terms  were  offered.  By  tliis  offer  nearly 
£22,000  of  arrears  would  have  been 
extinguished,  and  tlie  right  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Meml)er  for  Bradford 
has  just  said  he  considered  that  offer 
quite  equal  to  the  demands  of  tJie  Plan 
of  Campaign,  But  T  want  to  know,  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  considered 
that  offer  equal  to  the  terms  demanded 
by  tlie  Plan  of  Camptugn,  why  did  not  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  friends  re- 
commend the  tenants  to  accept  it  1  Why 
should  they  encourage  the  tenants  to 
resist  it  and  put  tlie  landlords  in  the 
extremely  painful  position  of  having  to 
resort  to  eviction,  hecauso  every  other 
means  of  settling  the  dispute  was  im- 
possible. It  is  said  that  no  terms  were 
offered  to  the  evicted  tenants.  That  was 
pointed  out  immediately  aftei-  the  offer 
was  made,  and  a  letter  wa^  sent  round 
to  the  estate  bailiff,  published  in  tlie 
newspapers,  and  circulated  among  the 
tenants  as  far  as  possible  considering  the 
eiistence  of  the  Plaji  of  Campaign,  in 
which  the  evicted  tenants  and  care  takers 
were  told  they  should  be  treated  in 
a  similar  way  to  the  other  tenants 
provided  they  paid  the  costs  incurred 
by  the  landlord,  or,  if  they  could  not 
do  that,  that  they  might  pay  3  per 
cent  upon  those  coKt«— 3  per  cent  upon 
a  few  pounds.  We  know  what  money  is 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Tenants'  Defence 
Association,  and  I  should  have  thought 
this  would  have  been  a  most  excellent 
and  admirable  way  of  disposing  of  some 
of  it.  With  regard  to  the  destroyed 
houses,  the  demand  is  made  that  those 
houses  should  he  restored  at  the  expense 
of  the  landlord,  Hon,  Gentlemen  know 
perfectly  well  that  nearly  all  those 
houses  have  not  been  destroyed  1^  the 
landlord,  but  have  been  gutted  by  the 
tenants  themselves.  This  is  not  a  ques- 
tion of  hardship  between  Mr.  Ponsonby 
and  his  tenants :  it  ia  hut  one  episode 
ia  tho  great  Plan  of  Campaign.  This 
is    a    fight   forced    upon  Mr.  Ponsonby. 
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not,  becartBe  he  is  nn  unjuRt  or  rack- 
renting  landlord,  bnt  benitise  ho  happens 
to  be  selecbed  oat  of  a  number  »s  one 
to  try  the  Plan  of  Campaign  nptm. 
We  Cork  landlords,  when  we  saw  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  started,  said,  "This 
is  aj)  attack,  not  upon  one,  but  upon  all 
of  us.  It  is  a  combination,  not  merely  of 
thii  tenants,  it  is  a  new  development  of  the 
old  Ijind  League,  it  is  a  conspiracj  to 
impoverish  and  expel  the  Irish  land- 
lords." We  saw  that  then,  and  we 
have  had  our  opinion  very  fully  and 
thoroughly  endorsed  by  a  tribunal  which 
the  greot  majority  of  tliis  Houne  would 
respect.  This  is  a  combination,  if  you 
please,  of  landlords  to  fiflht  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  Be  it  so  ;  1  maintain  the 
landlords  have  nn  absolute  right  to  cnm- 
binc.  I  have  never  denied  the  right  of 
the  tena,ntB  or  of  any  other  body  of 
men  to  combine,  provided  that  the  com- 
bination be  for  a  legal  object,  and  ciin-ied 
out  in  a  legal  munner.  I  shoald  like 
to  quote  a  speecli  made  in  this  Houst- 
on the  Irish  Land  agitation  in  1882 — 

'■  Unfortunately,  (or  many  reasons,  the  land- 
lords in  many  parts  of  Irelaad  were  inpiue 
aed  were  Dot  enfordDgtheirrightB,  [A  laugi.'\ 
Now  bon.  Membora  might  laugh,  but  that  wae 
really  no,  Peraon&Uy  he  thoaght  thsre  vae 
nothing  of  gToater  importance  than,  that  the 
Landlords  of  Ireland  should  press  their  rights 
Grmly  aud  bravely,  but  vith  jusCicaand  modera- 
tion.'" 

That  is  an  extract  from  n  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre).  The  Cork  landlords  did 
carabine  to  assist  Mr.  Ponsonby,  but 
first  of  all  we  held  a  meeting,  and  we 
considered  most  carefully  before  we 
decided  to  help  Mr.  Ponsonby.  We 
found  he  had  a  just  and  proper  case  and 
that  his  hiLuds  were  clean,  and  we  decided 
to  support  him,  and  I  am  proud  to  thtnk 
we  have  done  mo.  One  would  be  led  to 
suppose  that  my  own  intei-ference  on  this 
estate  began,  not  in  1886,  bnt  in  18^D. 
when  the  n^otiatioutt  betweeu  Mr. 
Brunker,  and  Canon  Keller  and  Mr. 
Ponsonby  were  going  on^that  I  bad 
possibly  dropped  fi-om  the  clouds. 
Perhaps  I  may  hn  permitted  to  quote 
a  passage  from  a  speech  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  fur  North-Eaet  Cork  at  a 
place  called  Inchiquin  on  the  Ponsonby 
estate  on  the  6th  of  March,  1887,  a  few 
mouths  after  the  Flan  of  Campa^n  vras 
started.  The  hou.  Member  said — 
Jfr.  Smith-Barry 
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"  Don't  hariu  a  boDe  in  Lheii  DUBantUe 
caroaMB,  for  that  would  only  ba  playing  thiir 
gsme.  But  I  do  ask  yon  publicly,  every  man 
in  this  great  county,  to  draw  a  ring  of  Br« 
around'every  man  of  those — a  circle  of  exeom- 
manication  1  boycott  them  ;  atop  their  hontiiig  ; 
don't  deal  m  the  same  abop  with  them.  .  .  , 
We  have  tomo  hoco  to-day  to  throttle  one  of 
the  vilest,  one  of  the  moat  atrocious  conipi(«dea 
that  was  everfornied  against  tbe  homM  andths 
happiness  of  a  body  of  indnstrioiu  IiUh 
tenants  —  a  oonepiracy  to  eslernunate  onr 
people  and  to  insult  our  priests— a  conspiracy 
with  Captain  SaisSeld  Ht  the  bead  of  it,  and  Hr. 
Broadleyand  Mr.  Smith- Barry  and  Mr.  Pennaa 
Fitxgarald  at  the  taU  of  it.  Well,  the  flnt 
thing  I  will  make  cledu*  hero  to-daj;  is  that  it  is 
not    Mr.   Ponsonby  we  are    fighting 


estateH  alone' up  to  the  present  ...  I  tell 
tbem  here  publicly  that  if  one  of  the  homea  on 
the  Fmuonby  estate  is  unroofed,  that  we  will 
tlirotcle  them  at  their  own  rent  offices. " 

Were  we  not  rightJ  Were  we  not  men 
of  ordinary  common  scnst^  to  think  of 
combining  in  fitoe  of  proceedings  to 
attftok  us,  and  of  the  speecli  di  the 
hon.  Member  for  North- East  Cork  1  Now 
I  think  I  need  say  no  more  about  the 
Ponsonby  estate  ;  but  I  should  like  to 
say  a  few  words  about  an  estate  in  whioh  I 
am  even  more  deeply  interested  thftn  tiie 
Ponsonby — that  is  my  own  estate  in  Tip- 
perary.  That  was  until  lately  a  thriving 
and  prosperous  town  ;  ils  fairs  were  well 
attended,  and  it  w»a  doing  one  of  tks 
best  basinesses  in  the  south  of  Ireland. 
My  tenants  and  I  got  on  well  enougfL  j 
they  paid  their  rents  readily,  and  in  bad 
times  1  made  what  was  considered  a  Efttr 
id  adequate  reduction.  1  spent  a  great 
deal  of  money  in  the  place  and  on  the  «k- 
tate,and  the  tenants  nodoubt  spent  a  great 
deal  of  money  there  too.  Here  ww  a  boWD 
in  a  perfect  state  of  peace  until,  in  the  be- 
ginning of  last  spring,  after  the  Ponsonby 
iyndiofcte  had  been  staxted,  when  the 
fight  against  me  was  originated  by  a 
letter  from  Canon  Keller,  a  parisli  priset 
the  Ponsonby  estate,  to  the  paTtah 
priest  in  Tippeniry,  asking  how  it  waa 
that  my  Tipperary  tenants  were  fDniiab- 
ing  me  with  the  supplies  to  help  Mr. 
Ponsonby.  After  a  short  time  tlie  mat- 
ter seemed  to  drop,  until  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North-East  Cork  went  to  Tippe- 
rury.  At  first  his  visits  were  withml 
effect,  but  utter  he  had  gone  thera  Arc 
times  the  determination  to  withhoU  rent 
finally  mwlo.  The  contest,  started 
by  two  priests,  and  supported  bytliehoti. 
Member,  was  bleesod  by  the  Biehc^  of 
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the  diocese,  of  whom  the  hon.  Member 
has  said  that  one  blast  npon  his  bngle- 
horn  is  worth  10,000  meu.  It  was  not 
until  that  blast  was  blown  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  eloquence  sncceeded  in  fan- 
ning the  flame  and  starting  this  conspiracy. 
A  deputation  of  my  tenants  was  sent  over 
to  me  urging  me  to  withdraw  from  the 
Pbnsonby  syndicate,  which  I  courteously 
but  firmly  declined  to  do.  I  considered, 
and  I  consider  still  it  was  no  earthly 
business  of  theirs ;  I  considered  then  and 
I  consider  still  that  my  tenants  had  an 
equal  right,  which  they  would  probably 
have  exercised  next,  to  say  that  I  was 
sitting  in  this  House  and  giving  votes 
not  in  sympathy  with  the  Irish  people, 
and  that  if  I  continued  to  do  so  they 
would  decline  to  pay  me  any  rent.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  analogy  is  perfect. 
I  explained  to  my  tenants  that  although 
the  consequences  to  me  might  be  serious, 
they  would  be  far  more  serious  to  them  ; 
that  my  withdrawal  from  the  Ponsonby 
syndicate  would  not  have  the  slightest 
effect  upon  the  action  of  Mr.  Ponsonby 
towards  his  tenants,  that  the  fight  on 
the  Ponsonby,  estate*  would  go  on  all  the 
same  with  or  without  me,  and  that  their 
attack  would  be  nothing  but  pure 
vindictiveness  against  me,  because  I 
had  taken  part  in  a  fight  on  another 
estate.  What  has  happened  ?  The  town 
of  Tipperary,  which  had  been  so  thriving 
and  prosperous,  is  almost  in  a  state  of 
dilapidation  and  decay.  It  is  a  melan- 
choly thing  to  see  how  trade  has  been 
driven  away  from  it  and  how  business 
that  used  to  be  done  there  is  already 
being  carried  to  Limerick,  Waterford, 
and  elsewhere,  and  if  a  settlement  were 
arrived  at,  even  now,  it  would  take  years 
before  the  town  could  recover  the  injury 
that  has  been  done  to  it  simply  to  gratify 
the  vanity  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  and  those  Ministers  of  Religion 
who  have  aided  and  abetted  him.  I 
charge  it  against  those  rev.  Gentlemen 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  that 
the  woes  that  have  fallen  on  Tipperary, 
the  evictions  that  will  have  to  take  place 
there,  the  misery  inflicted  upon  people 
who  will  be  turned  out  of  their  homes, 
will  lie  at  their  doors.  This  is  the  way 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are  endeavouring 
to  develop  Irish  industries.  That  is  the 
way  in  which  priests  of  the  Holy  Roman 
Gharch  in  Ireland  are  inculcating  the 
idoctrines  of  Christian  morality.     For  my 


part  I  have  done  what  I  believe  to  be  my 
duty,  not  merely  as  an  Irish  landlord, 
but  as  an  Irishman  who  loves  his 
country.  Whatever  may  be  the  fate  of 
Tipperary,  and  whatever  may  be  the 
result  to  myself,  I  shall  continue  in  the 
course  I  have  chosen,  because  I 
feel  in  my  conscience  that  I  have 
done    what    is    right    in    this     matter. 

(11.40.)  Motion  made,  and  Question' 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,* 
— {Mr.  Campbell  Bannermcm) — ^put,  and 
agreed  to. 

I 

TREES  (IRELAND)  BILL.— (No.  70.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 
— (Dr.  Tanner.) 

Mr.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.)  :  I  do 
not  rise  to  make  a  hostile  objection  to 
this  Motion,  but  to  express  a  hope  that  if 
the  Second  Reading  is  taken  now  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  press  the  next  stage, 
but  allow  sufficient  time  to  consider  pos- 
sible Amendments.  I  do  not  wish  to 
make  any  bargain  in  respect  to  my  Bill, 
which  has  not  yet  been  circulated,  and  I 
am  quite  ready  to  give  this  Bill  a  fair 
hearing,  but  will  the  hon.  Gentleman 
agree  to  put  it  down  for  Committee  not 
earlier  thjin  next  week  ? 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  Cer- 
tainly. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

SCHOOL  BOARD  FOR  LONDON  (SUPER- 
ANNUATIONS) BILL.— (No.  84.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  theBill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 
— (Sir  R,  Temple.) 

Dr.  TANNER:  I  must  object  that 
the  Bill  has  not  yet  been  printed. 

♦Sir  R.  TEMPLE  (Worcester,  Eves- 
ham) :  It  has  been  printed,  and  this  is  a 
copy  I  have  obtained  from  the  Vote 
Office. 

Mr.  CONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.)  :  I  should 
like  to  see  the  Bill,  but  it  has  not  yet 
been  circulated. 

♦Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wolverhampton, 
E.)  :  There  is  another  question  of  prin- 
ciple  that  arises  and  may   arise  here- 
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after.  It  is  an  undesirable  practice  (or 
an  hon.  Membur  to  Binjply  niftko  a 
Motion  for  a  Second  Eendiiig,  ofEfring  not 
a  word  of  explanation  as  to  the  pui'pose 
of  the  Bill.  There  were  instances  East 
Sesaion  showing  the  danger  of  legislation 
without  discDBBion,  It  is  perhaps  an  u.n- 
fortonftte  operation  of  the  12  o'clock  rule, 
that  if  after  that  hour  any  Member  makes 
nn  objection  the  prt^ess  of  ft  Bill  in 
blocked,  bat  the  hon.  Baronet  liae  twenty 
miimtea  during  which  he  may  h^ll  some- 
thing about  his  measure.  1  itm  opposfd 
to  the  principle  of  pensions,  and  I  shoiild 
like  to  know  why  it  is  proposed  to  intro- 
duce a  new  does  to  be  paid  from  the 
public  funds.  But  we  know  o.bsolutely 
nothing  of  the  proposal. 

(11.45.)  •Sir  RICHARD  TKMPLE: 
With  the  permission  of  the  Honse  perhape 
I  may  be  allowed  to  offer  a  short  explana- 
tion. The  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  obtain 
the  security  of  the  London  rates  tor  the 
paying  of  pensionM  .and  superannuation 
allowances  provided  by  a  fund  derived 
from  deductions  of  two  per  cent,  from 
the  salaries  of  London  School  Board 
teachers.  These  d[}ductions  hawc  been 
almost  unanimously  assented  t<i  by  a 
Iwdy  of  tuaohers  nearly  7,000  in  number, 
and  quite  unanimously  by  a  body  of 
other  emjiloy^n  some  3.000  in  number. 
Further  arrangement  lias  been  made 
with  the  teachers  whereby  a  second 
fund  will  be  raised  tor  the  repay- 
ment of  deductions  to  those  who  leave 
the  service  of  the  Board  without 
sufficient  length  of  serviee  to  entiti 
them  to  a  pension.  But  that  is  a  suboi 
dinate  matter.  The  really  important 
part  of  the  Bill  is  that  for  the  payment 
of  these  superannuation  allowances 
deductions  are  made  at  the  rate  of  2  per 
cent,  from  the  salaries  of  all  teachers  and 
also  all  other  eni/)JoyA  of  the  Board.  The 
maiadiScnlty  has  been  with  the  teachers, 
but  that  has  been  fully  overcome  and 
now  this  measure  applies  to  all  emjihy^n, 
whether  teachers  or  not.  This  fund  thus 
formed  by  deductions  from  salaries 
amounts  already  to  a  considerable  snni. 
Wa  have  realised  from  these  deductions 
£14,000  or  £15,000  a  year,  and  the  total 
amonnt  collected  and  deposited  in  safe 
securities  amonnts  lo  nearly  £40,000, 
and  will  soon  reach  £60,000.  It  haebben 
considered  that  this  is  the  sum  required 
to  commence  the  scheme,  and  that  the 
above-mentioned  rate  of  dednction  will 
-///-.  //.  &.  bowler 


suffice,  and  we  arrived  at  tlmt  conclusion 
several  ways.  We  have  the  experience 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  who 
ithout  estublishiu^  a  fund  on  the  same 
tooting  paid  their  superannuation  allow- 
ances during  a  period  of  more  tluin  20 
years,  and  the  result  justifies  our  imita- 
tion of  the  armn^nient.  For  bad  that 
Board  instituted  a  fund  with  two  per 
cent.  deduGtions,  it  would  have  bad  a 
surplus  in  hand  after  iliHi'harging  pen- 
sionary liabilities.  Further,  we  have  had 
the  opinion  of  u  tiret-i-ate  actuary,  Mr. 
Sprigg,  who  though  he  does  not  pro. 
nounce  with  us  upon  all  points,  the  main 
drift  of  his  opinion  is  to  the  same  effect. 
Further,  we  have  had  considerable 
experience  from  the  working  of  suoh 
a  plan  by  Railway  Companies.  In  these 
several  ways  we  have  arrived  at  the  eon- 
elusion  that  2  per  cent  deductions  will 
cover  all  the  superannuations  which  we 
desire  to  give  on  the  scale  provided 
in  Act  29  Victoria,  c.  31, 

•Me.  H.  H.  POWLER  :  Without  any 
contribntiou  from  the  rates  > 

•Sir  R.  TEMPLK;  Without  any  con- 
tribution from  the  rates,  or  any  burden 
whatever  impo.'ied  upon  the  ratepayers. 
That  is  an  absolute  condition  of  our  ar- 
rangement. As  ft  guarantee  to  onr 
rmpfoyK*  the  Board  are  desirous  that 
there  shonld  be  the  security  of  the  rates, 
not,  ns  we  hope,  that  the  rates  will  ever 
be  trenched  upon,  but  it  is  just  conceiv- 
able—just  possible — tlmt  there  might  be 
in  a  time  of  great  necessity  an  advance 
from  the  rates  required,  but  we  have 
every  hope  that  that  will  never  happen, 
and  we  are  convinced  that  ultimately  no 
burden  will  tall  upon  the  rates,  and  that 
is  a  sine  <]uA  -non  of  our  arrangemenL 
Security,  however,  of  this  absolute  kind 
is  considered  necessary  t"  give  law- 
ful stability,  and  hence  it  is  we 
ask  the  assent  of  the  House  to  this 
Bill.  For  the  creation  of  the  fnnd  we 
have  made  arrangements  with  some 
10,000  men  and  women,  but  for  thia 
security  of  the  rates  we  require  the  sanc- 
tion of  Parliament.  I  entreat  the  HottBS 
to  look  kindly  and  indulgently  on  this 
matter,  for  it  is  a  subject  of  great  interest 
to  a  large  number  of  (jcrsons  upon  whom 
the  strain  of  the  work  of  teaching  tails 
heavily,  and  who  require  an  arrangement 
such  as  this,  whereby  they  may  have 
something  to  bll  back  upon  when  tbej 
can  no  bngor  carry  on  their  employment 
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I  allow*  Uvea.  I  was  reading  lately  in  the  first 
number  «i  the  Smieiv  of  Beviewe  the 
article  addressed  by  the  editor  t«  "All 
Euglish  epcaking  folk,"  in  which  he 
speaks  of  tie  influence  of  education,  and 
the  infiuence  he  would  bring  to  bear  on 
the  good  fortunes  of  the  Empire,  as  work 
B.S  worthy  of  niLtional  expenditure  a.B 
the  Army  and  Xavy  ;  au4  he  dwells  on 
the  magnitude  and  importance  of  the 
work  of  equipping  the  individual  citizen 
for  hia  shflre  of  responsibility,  and  he  goe^ 
on  to  say  that  no  amount  of  money  in 
achieving  that  result  would  be  badly 
apenL  The  training  of  youth  to  become 
citizens  is  also  a  moat  important  work. 
Yet  I  am  aorry  to  say  the  machinery 
that  produced  such  great  results  in  the 
way  of  the  diminution  of  crime  and 
making  the  youths  of  our  country  better 
citizens — this  machinery  is  lost  sight  of. 
I  am  sore,  in  regard  to  this  question  of 
superannuation,  that  if  from  the  State 
surplus  we  could  set  aside  some  two  or 
three  millions,  and  make  that  the  basis  of 
such  a  Bchemp,  we  could  not  make  a 
better  investment.  But  here  we  have 
the  ton.  Baronet  taking  the  best  paid 
teachers  in  the  country  as  the  recipients 
of  superannuation  allowances.  1  know 
there  aro  many  of  these  receiving  £400 
n  year  or  more,  and  I  know  one  gentle- 
man whose  wife  receives  £250  a  year. 
He  is  opposed  to  this  scheme,  because  he 
is  in  favour  of  a  general  scheme  from 
which  his  leas  fortunate  brethren  in 
Eiondon  and  the  country  shall  not  be  ex- 
clu'ded.  But  here  we  have  an  hon.Gentle- 
man,  pledged  to  stand  up  for  voluntary 
Bcliools,  coming  to  the  House  and  asking 
us  to  select  those  teachers  in  London 
who  an.!  best  paid,  and  give,  to 
them  only,  superannuation  allowances, 
I  hope  the  House  will  not  assent  to  the 
Hecoud  reading  of  a  Bill  containing  such  a 
proposal  for  those  who  do  not  form  a 
mfiiety  of  the  whole  of  the  teaching  class 
in  London.  If  you  pass  this  Bill  the 
necessary  result  will  be  that  you  will 
have  the  school  boards  of  Mancheater,  of 
Sheffield,  and  of  Birmingham  coming 
here  with  their  Bills,  and  you  must 
recognise  their  claim.  It  happens  that 
the  Loudon  School  Board  is  a  ricb 
Corporation,  and  they  can  fall  back  upon 
the  i-ates  without  any  perceptible  increase 
in  tlie  rates  to  individual  ratepayers. 
But  in  Manchester,  in  She^ld,  in 
Birmingham,  or  in  Liverpool,  the.  Boards 


satisfactorily.  Without  sucb  ai 
auce  as  our  scheme  will  provide 
not  get  rid  of  teachers — men  or  women 

who,  from  failure  of  health,  are  una  bio 
to  perform  their  arduous  duties,  while 
yet  nothing  can  be  alleged  i^ainst  them 
to  justify  their  removal  or  supersession. 
The  scheme,  then,  is  needed  both  out  of 
consideration  towards  the  servants  of  the 
Board  and  for  the  efficiency  of  tl[i> 
Educational  Service. 

Mb.  CONWAY:  1  cannot  help  ei- 
pressing  my  surprise  at  the  speech  we 
have  just  heard.  The  hon.  Baronet  was 
elected  to  the  London  School  Board  to 
look  after  the  general  interests  of  all 
teachers,  and  not  of  one  section  only.  I 
am  also  within  the  recollection  of  the 
Honse  when  I  say  that  last  year 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee 
of  Council  on  Education  oxpre.'ised 
sympathy  in  relation  to  a  scheme  of 
inperannuatioD  for  all  t«schers.  If  it 
were  necessary  for  me  to  do  so  I  could 
repeat  the  arguments  in  favour  of  that 
view,  but  jterhaps  there  is  one  section  of 
this  class  more  deserving  of  public 
symitathj  in  the  country  than  another  ; 
and  if  there  is,  that  class  consists  of  the 
teachers  not  in  the  Board  schools,  but  in 
the  Tolnntary  schools.  But  the  hon. 
Baronet  has  not  taken  into  consideration 
at  all  the  teachers  who  are  outside  the 
scope  of  the  interests  of  the  Board.  He 
declares  there  are  7,000  teachers  working 
under  the  Board  ;  but  he  did  not  tell  the 
House  that  there  are  also  10,000  volun- 
tary school  tethers  in  Tjondon  ;  that 
tlime  laat  are  ratepayers,  directly  or 
indirectly,  and  that  it  the  Board  teachers 
have  the  power  to  full  back  upon  the 
rates  to  bolster  up  this  scheme,  then 
10,000  voluntary  teachers  will,  in  a 
email  way,  each  contribute  to  pensioning 

~  a  seotion  of  their  bretliren.  Not  only 
80,  but  the  Board  teachers  aro  the  best 
I»id  set  of  teachers  in  the  country.  Did 
time  allow,  I  could  obtain  from  the  last 
Report  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  the  figures  that  bear  upon 
this,  from  which  it  would  be  seen  that  a 
very    big    percentage    of    the    teachers 

I   the  voluntary  schools  in  the  country 

■ceive  less   than  £150  a  year;  that  a 

lai^e  proportion  receive  less  than  £100, 

and  some  less  than  £50.      These  are  the 

people  whom  we   ought  to    look  to  after 

,   they  come  l«  old  age,  having  served  the 

mtry  during  the  best  years  of  their 
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must  fall  back  npon  the  rates,  with  the 
result  that  the  latter  will  be  materially 
afEected,  and  instead  of  the  school  boards 
being  the  popular  bodies  they  are  now 
considered,  they  will  become  unpopular, 
and  people  who  now  advocate  them  will 
rise  against  them.  The  hon.  Baronet 
has  been  identified  with  the  voluntary 
system ;  but  yet  he  is  now  identifying 
himself  in  this  Bill  with  the  School 
Board  he  has  stigmatised  in  his  speeches. 
Since  October,  as  he  knows,  I  have 
been  engaged  in  a  paper  warfare  with 
Board  teaichers  on  this  subject,  with  the 
result  that  the  assistant  masters  of  the 
Board  have  passed  a  resolution  asking  me 
to  advocate  a  general  scheme  of 
superannuation.  The  hon.  Baronet  has 
not  been  able  to  get  the  adhesion  of  the 
School  Board  tesM^hers  to  his  scheme,  ex- 
cept through  the  pressure  of  the  Board, 
and  not  until  engagements  of  teachers 
had  been  cancelled,  and  new  engagements 
were  put  before  them  which  they  were 
compelled  to  sign  under  threat  of  losing 
their  position.  Now  this  amount  of 
£60,000  is  altogether  mythical.  When 
a  scheme  was  brought  forward  for 
teachers  in  Ireland  the  sum  of  £1 ,300,000 
was  required. 

It  being  midnight    the  debate  stood 
adjourned. 

Debate   to   be   resumed   upon   Thurs" 
day. 

AfOTIONS. 


PARLIAMENTARY  PAPERS 
DISTRIBUTION. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed 

<*  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appoioted  to 
assist  Mr.  Speaker  in  superintendiDg  the  form 
and  regulating  the  Distribution  of  Parliament- 
ary Papers."—  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell.) 

*Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  would  just 
like  to  ask  whether  the  Committee  is 
to  report  on  the  mode  of  distribution  ? 
I  think  the  House  should  decide  how 
Papers  should  be  distributed.  I  do  not 
think  the  mode  adopted  last  year  was 
satisfactory  ;  it  was  by  no  means  an  im- 
provement on  the  system  of  a  short  list 
and  a  long  list.  I  think  we  ought  to 
have  some  explanation  of  what  is  in- 
tended. _  ^  ^ 
Jfr.  Contooff 


A  LORD  OP  THE  TJIEASURY  (ffir 
Hebbebt  Maxwell,  Wigton)  :  Last'  year 
there  was  a  general  and  almost  an 
unanimous  expression  of  opinion  in 
faronr  of  some  alteration  in  the  distri- 
bution. It  ifi  to  be  observed  the  Com- 
mittee is  not  only  to  regulate  the  dis- 
tribution of  Papers,  but  also  to  take 
practical  part  in  the  control  of  the  form 
and  expense  of  Papers  in  consultation 
with  the  Controller  of  the  Stationery 
Department  and  the  Librarian. 

Objection  being  taken  to  further 
proceeding,  the  debate  stood  adjourned. 

voters'  successive    occupation  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Causton,  Bill  relating  to 

Voters*  snccessiye  occupation,  ordered  to  Ve 

brought  in  by  Mr.  Causton,  Mr.  Beaufoy,  Mr. 

Sydney  Buxton.  Mr.  Cremer,  Mr.  Howell,  Mr. 
LawBon,  Mr.  Montagu,  Mr.  Octaviot  V. 
Morgan,  Mr.  PickersgiU,  Mr.  James  fiowkada, 
and  Mr.  James  Stuart. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Billl48.] 

POOR     LAW    (IRELAND)    RATING    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  De  Ck>bain,  Bill  to  amend 

the  Poor  Laws  of  Ireland  in  relation  to  Rating, 

ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  De  Cobain, 
Mr.  Lea,  Colonel  Waring,  and  Mr.  Macartney. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  149.] 

SLAVERY    LAW     AMENDMENT    BILL. 

On  Motion    of  Mr.  Alfred  Pease,   Bill  to 

amend  the  Law  relating  to  Slavery,  ordered  to 

be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Alfred  Pease,  Mr.  Sydney 

Buxton,  Sir  Robert  Fowler,  Mr.  Bryce,  Sir 
John  Kennaway,  Mr.  Winterbotham,  and  Mr. 
Anstruther. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  160.] 

GUARDIANS    OP   THE   POOR  (QUALinCATION) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Henry  J.    Wilson,  Bill  to 

amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Qoalification  of 

Guardians  of  the  Poor,  ordered  to  be  brought 

in  by  Mr.  Henry  J.  Wilson,  Mr.  Broadhjnrat, 
Mr.  James  Stuart,  Mr.  McLaren,  and  Mr. 
James  Rowlands. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  151.] 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 
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ing  what  was  the  best  appointiaeiit 
to  make  I  need  hardly  assure  your  Lord- 
ships that  I  looked  to  the  Report  of  that 
Committee  with  a  desire  to  give  effect 
on  the  first  occasion  to  the  principle  of 
their  suggestions,  which  pointed  to  ob- 
taining efficiency  and  economy  in  the 
establishment  by  filling  some  of  the 
places  at  the  Table  with  officers  selected 
from  amoncrst  the  Clerks  of  the  House. 
I  felt  myself  at  the  same  time  bound  by 
engagements  handed  down  to  me  by  my 
predecessors — my  adherence  to  which 
was  recently  stated  in  both  Houses  of 
Pieirliament — to  take  an  opportunity  when 
it  might  arise  of  abolishing  the  office  of 
Secretary  of  Presentations,  whose  dutiea 
might  be  otherwise  provided  for.  1  am 
fortunate  in  being  able  to  make  an  ap- 
pointment which  will  at  the  same  time*^ 
vacate  that  office  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred and  transfer  to  the  Table  one  of 
the  Clerks  of  the  House  who  has  served 
your  Lordships  for  no  less  than  28  years,, 
and  has  manifested  a  high  character  and 
ability,  to  which  most  of  your  Ijordships 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  can  testify. 
I  feel  I  may  confidently  invite  your 
Lordships*  approval  of  my  appointment 
of  Mr.  Thesiger.  I  will  not  trouble  your 
Lordships  with  the  details  of  the  eco- 
nomical and  departmental  results  of  this, 
arrangement,  but  will  merely  state  that 
I  believe  your  Lordships  will  find  th6m 
to  be  more  effective  than  could  be  ar^ 
rived  at  by  any  other  arrangement  at 
the  present  time.  An  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment will  be  required  for  disposing  of 
certain  statutory  duties  of  the  Secretary 
of  Presentations,  and  I  will  presently  ask 
your  Lordships*  leave  to  introduce  a  Bill 
for  that  purpose. 


SWEATING  SYSl'Eir. 

Ordered,  That  the  evidence  taken  by  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  Sweating  System 
daring  the  Sessions  of  1888  and  1889  be 
referred  to  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Sweating  System  of  the  present  Session. 

PUBLIC  TRUSTEE   BILL. 

A  Bill  for  the  appointment  of  a  public 
trustee— Was  presented  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor; read  !•;  and  to  be  printed.— (N«  19.) 

RESIGNATION  OF  THE   CLERK 
ASSISTANT. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :  I  have 
to  inform  year  Lordships  that  I  have 
received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Ralph  Disraeli 
tendering  his  resignation  of  the  office  of 
Clerk  Assistant.  In  moving  that  his 
resignation  be  accepted,  I  desire  to  add 
that  I  am  snre  the  good  wishes  of  all 
your  Lordships  will  follow  Mr.  Disraeli 
into  his  retirement  after  his  long  period 
of  service  in  fulfilling  his  duties  at  the 
Table  of  this  House. 

Moved, 

^^That  it  be  an  instruction  to  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  House  of  Lords  Office  to 
report  to  the  House  the  amount  of  retiring 
allowance  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
mittee, should  be  awarded  to  Ralph  Disraeli, 
Esquire."— (2%#  Lord  Chancellor.) 

On  Motion,  "  That  the  said  resignation 
be  accepted,"  agreed  to. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR:  Your 
Lordships  are  aware  that  the  duty  of 
appointing  to  the  second  and  third  places 
at  the  Table  is  provided  for  by  Statute 
(5  Geo.  IV.,  c.  82,  s.  3),  which  vests  it 
in  the  Lord  Chancellor  for  the  time 
being,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
House.  A  Committee  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House  went  very  f  ally,  last  Session, 
into  the  subject  of  the  clerical  establish- 
ment attached  to  the  House,  including 
the  officers  at  the  Table ;  and  it  is  in 
accordance  with  their  Report  that  the 
number  of  those  officers  should  continue 
to  be  three.  There  is  no  question, 
therefore,  at  present  as  to  the  neces- 
sity of  filling  up  the  vacancy  which 
has    recently    occurred.      In    consider. 

VOL.    CCCXLT.      [third   series.] 


Moved  to  resolve, 

'<  That  this  House  do  approve  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Honourable  Edward  Peir^on 
Thesiger,  C.B.,  as  their  Lordships-*  Clerk 
Assistant,  in  the  room  of  Ralph  Disraeli, 
Esqaire,  resigned.'' — {Th$  Lord  Chaneillor,) 

The  Earl  op  KIMBERLEY  :  My 
Lords,  I  am  sorry  my  noble  Friend  Earl 
Granville  is  not  present,  because  I  know 
he  desired  to  make  one  or  two  observa- 
tious  upon  this  matter.  My  reason  for 
rising  is  to  remind  your  Lordships  that 
there  was  a  Report  last  Session  from  the 
Black  Rr  d  Committee  dealing  with  the 
Clerks  c  the  Table,  and  I  refer  to  it  in 
order  tnat  your  Lordships  may  clearly 

Y 


547 


Resignation  of  the 


{LORDS} 


Clerk  Assistant, 


548 


understand   what  the    point    is.      The 
Heport  states  that  the  Clerk  Assistant  and 
Heading  Clerk  -were  formerly  appointed 
Jaj  the  Clerk  of  Parliaments ;  but  since 
1824  the  Lord  Chancellor  for  the  time 
being,  by  the  Statnte  5  Geo.  IV.,  cap. 
82,  sec.  3,  had  the  appointment  of  those 
officers,   and     the    Committee    strongly 
recommend  that  the  appointment  t6  at 
least  one  of  those  clerkships  should  revert 
to  the  C  lerk  of  Parliaments — who  formerly 
"had   those  appointments — and  that    he 
•should  have  the  right  to  promote  one  of 
the  senior  clerks  to  be  Clerk  at  the  Table. 
That  change  would,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
H^Jommittee,  conduce  to  efficiency  not  less 
i;han  economy.      The   appointment  now 
rests   by  statute    with   the  noble    and 
learned  Lord  on  the   Woolsack  ;   but   I 
cannot  help  regretting  that  it  has  not 
been  found  possible  or  convenient  to  give 
efEect  to   the  recommendations  of    the 
Black  Rod   Committee.     One   mode   in 
which  that  might  have  been  done  would 
have   been    by  the    promotion  of    the 
Reading    Clerk    to    the    place  vacated 
by  Mr.  Disraeli,  for  whose  resignation  of 
his  post  I  am  sure  we  are  all  very  sorry. 
If  Mr.  Bethell  could  have  been  appointed 
to  succeed  to  that  position,  of  course  his 
-place   would   have   been    open   for  the 
appointment  of  one  of  the  clerks  of  the 
Department,    and    that,     I   apprehend, 
might   have    been    done   by   the   Lord 
Chancellor   himself,  without  giving  up 
the  statutory  rights  which,  of  course,  he 
possesses  until  an  alteration  is  made  by 
Act  of   Parliament.     I   merely  express 
that  regret,  not  the  least  in   the  world 
wishing  to  disparage  Mr.  Thesiger,  who, 
I  have  no  doubt,  is  a  very  efficient  clerk 
indeed ;    but    there   has    been  a  great 
desire  expressed  in  the  other  House  that 
we,   in    this  House,   should,   as  far  as 
possible,  bring  our  establishment  within 
such  limits  as,  while   not  impairing  the 
efficiency  of  our  establishment,  will  con- 
duce to  economy.     The    whole    recom- 
mendations of  the  Black  Rod  Committee 
would  conduce  to  those  results ;   and   I 
had  hoped  that  upon  the  occurrence  of  a 
vacancy  such  as  this  it  would  have  been 
possible    to    have    complied   with    this 
Report.     There    is  another  point  in  this 
IReport  which    I   would   mention.     The 
Oommittee  recommend  that  the  appoint- 
ment, which  has  been  hitherto  at  £1,800 
a  year,  with  X300  allowance  for  a  house, 
should  be  reduced  to  XI, 500,  without 
The  Earl  of  Khnberley 


such  allowance.  I  hope  that  change  will 
be  made.  The  Committee,  who  carefully 
considered  these  matters,  were  of  opinion 
that  that  would  be  an  adequate  salaiy  for 
this  post.  With  thoss  remarks  I  will  not 
refer  further  to  a  matter  which  really 
rests  with  the  Lord  Chancellor,  for,  of 
course,  practically  the  appointment  is 
that  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
alone. 

The     Earl    of      SELBORNE:     My 
Lordsi  it  is  not  very  easy,  when  personal 
considerations  arise,  to  take  part  in  the 
discussion  on   such    a    matter  without 
seeming  to  make  comparisons  l)etw^n 
person   and    person.      But    I    disclaim 
altogether  any   intention  of  that  kind. 
What  I  think  it  my   duiy  to  do   is   to 
explain  tKe  grounds  on  which,  if  1  had 
myself  been  in  the  position  of  my  noble 
and    learned    Friend,    I     should    have 
thought  it  right  upon   this  occasion  to 
make  the  same  appointment  as  he  has 
made.     That  is  not  the  lea«t  by  way  of 
disparagement  of   any  other  gentleman 
whose   services  may,  quite   consistently 
with  that  course  being  taken,   deserve 
the    greatest    recognition     from     your 
Lordships.     But  the  matter,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  is  this.     In  the  first  place,  the 
recommendation  of  the  Committee  which 
has  been  referred  to  cannot  possibly,  in 
all  respects,   receive   effect  without  an 
Act  of  Parliament,  vesting  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  in  the 
Clerk  of  Parliaments,  as  the  Committee 
proposed,  and  the  proposition  is  that  the 
privilege  so  given  to  the  Clerk  of  Parlia- 
ments should  be  exercised  in  a  certain 
and,  as  I  think,  an  exceedingly  proper 
manner  ;  but,  in  the  meantime,  until  an 
Act  of  Parliament  is  passed,  the  particular 
vacancy  is  to  be  filled  up  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor.   I  take  it  for  granted,  as  my  noble 
Friend  who  has  just  sat  down  has  said, 
that  it  will   be  an  appointment  with  a 
reduction  of  salary;  and  I  assume  there- 
fore that  the  public  will  get  the  benefit 
of  the   reduction   of  salary  that  is  to  be 
effected  by  the  change,   and  the  further 
reduction  which  the  Lord  Chancellor,  or 
at  least  the  holder  of  that  office  for  the 
time  being,  must  be  considered  as  engaged 
to  make  at  any  time  at  which  a  suitable 
and  proper  opportunity  may  offer.   When 
I  was  in  office   the  subject  of  the   re- 
arrangement of  the   Lord    Chancellor's 
offices   was   much   discussed    with    the 
Treasury ;  and  after  most  deliberate  con- 
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fiideraidon  it  was  determined  to  place  the 
•ofl&ces  upon  a  footing  which  would  in- 
volve considerable  reductions  in  favour 
of  the  public.  That  could  not  be  done  all 
<it  once,  because  the  interests  of  those 
who  had  long  served  the  particular 
offices  should  not  be  summarily  set  aside. 
One  of  those  offices  was  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor's Secretary  of  Presentations,  which 
liad  been  held  for  upwards  of  20  years 
by  Mr.  Thesiger ;  and  I  must  bear  my 
testimony — as  I  think  everyone  who  has 
filled  the  office  of  Lord  Chancellor  would 
bear  testimony — ^to  the  discretion,  the  dili- 
gence, and  the  very  great  value  of  the 
services  which  he  performed  during  the 
whole  of  that  time  ;  in  addition  to  which 
he  is  a  very  experienced  clerk  in  the 
general  service  of  the  Hous?.  The 
arrangement  made  at  that  time  was  that 
wheuever  Mr.  Thesiger  vacated  the 
office,  as  of  course  he  might,  by — I  will 
not  speak  of  death,  that  being,  I  hope, 
unlikely  to  happen — ^but,  by  resignation, 
which  was  again  unlikely,  or,  there  was 
a  third  way,  by  promotion  to  an  office 
which  it  might  be  worth  his  while 
to  accept — he  should  be  deemed  to 
be  eligible  for  any  office  for 
which  he  would  be  legally  qualified. 
Not  many  such  offices  are  in  the  gift  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor;  I  am  not  quite 
flure  whether  there  is  one  except  this  for 
which  Mr.  Thesiger  would  be  legally 
qualified ;  but,  at  all  events,  I  must  say 
this  ;  I  feel  that  I  should  not  myself  have 
ibeen  acting  in  the  faith  and  spirit  of  that 
arrangement  if,  supposing  an  opportunity 
had  occurred  to  me  of  bestowing  on  the 
Secretary  of  Presentations  an  office  for 
which  he  was  legally  and  otherwise  well 
qualified,  I  had  not  taken  advantage  of 
it  in  the  way  now  proposed  by  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend — a  re-arrange- 
ment which  would  immediately  effect 
a  saving  to  the  public  purse  of  £725  a 
year.  If  Mr.  Thesiger  had  not  been  a 
person  in  every  respect  admirably  quali- 
fied for  the  place  to  which  it  is  proposed 
to  appoint  him,  I  believe  the  Loi  d  Chan- 
cellor would  not  have  made  the  appoint- 
ment at  the  present  time  ;  but  knowing 
that  in  all  respects  he  is  admirably 
qualified  for  it,  though  I  do  not  say  there 
might  not  be  other  gentlemen  who  would 
be  as  well  qualified,  I  think  this  is  an 
opportunity  of  effecting  the  re-arrange- 
ment contemplated.  If  this  opportunity 
bad  been  neglected,  I  think  it  is  possible 


that  many  years  might  have  elapsed  be- 
fore such  another  would  recur ;  because 
Mr.  Thesiger  is  a  man  who  I  believe  will 
be  able  to  give  service  to  the  public  for 
at  least  as  many  years  to  come  as  he  has 
done  hitherto.  My  Lords,  those  are  inj- 
reasons  for  thinking  that,  quite  con- 
sistently with  the  spirit  and  purpose  of 
the  Report  of  the  Select  Committee,  and, 
at  the  same  time,  carrying  out  the  en- 
gagement which  the  Lord  Chancellor  at 
the  time  came  to  with  the  Treasury,  this 
is  an  appointment  which  will  be  advan- 
tageous to  the  public,  as  I  have  no  doubt 
it  will  also  be  to  the  House. 

*  The  Earl  of  MORLE Y  :  My  Lords,  as 
I  was  Chairman  of  the  Committee  to 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on 
the  Woolsack  has  referred,  perhaps  I 
may  be  expected  to  m^ke  a  few  remarks 
upon  their  Report  and  recommendations. 
I  shall  not  in  any  way  refer  to  the' pre- 
sent appointment,  or  venture  to  criticise 
adversely  or  otherwise  the  manner  in 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  has 
exercised  his  undoubted  right.  But 
I  do  venture  to  say  that  in  the  event 
of  any  further  vacancy  occurring  at 
the  Table,  which  I  hope  may  be  far 
removed,  I  trust  the  recommendation 
will  not  be  lost  sight  of;  and  that  it 
may  be  found  possible,  upon  the  occur- 
rence of  such  a  contingency,  that  the 
office  of  Clerk  at  the  Table  should  be  com- 
bined with  one  of  the  headships  of 
Departments  of  this  House,  and  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Committee  should 
be  carried  into  effect.  I  make'  those 
remarks,  not  in  any  way  with  the  view 
of  criticising  the  appointment  made  on 
the  present  occasion. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  My 
Lords,  I  merely  wish  to  correct  the  mis- 
apprehension which  I  think  the  noble 
Earl  is  under,  and  I  make  the  correction 
for  the  sake  of  Mr.  Bethell,  who  is  not 
present,  but  who,  of  course,  will  ascertain 
what  has  been  done  by  your  Lordships. 
The  recommendation  of  your  Lordships' 
Committee  was  one  which  would  not 
have  comprehended  Mr.  Bethell ;  and  if 
he  had  been  selected,  I  should  have  dis- 
regarded the  recommendation  of  the 
Black  Rod  Committee,  as  he  was  not  one 
of  the  class  of  persons  to  whom  such 
recommendation  applies. 

The  Earl  op  KIMBERLEY  :  With- 
out  desiring  to  recur  to  the  appointment 
of  Mr.  Thesiger,  which  I  think   will   be 
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advontageous,  I  would  make  one  remark 
as  to  the  position  lie  'will  occupy-  I  do 
not  apptrehend  that  ia  Mr.  Thesiger's 
pOBJtion  as  aecoad  clerk  at  tbe  Table  it 
will  be  possible  for  hira  to  combine  with 
it  tbe  position  of  clerk  in  the  establish- 
ment. I  think  that  is  out  of  the 
question.  He  will,  no  doubt,  have  that 
office  atone  ;  but  my  point  is  that  if  the 
Rea^iing  Clerk's  office  should  become 
vacant,  there  might  be  a  combination  of 
the  office  of  Reading  Clerk  with  that  of 
Clerk  of  the  Establishment.  Thatmight, 
I  think,  be  done,  though  my  noble 
Friend  would  be  much  better  able  to 
speak  to  that  tban  myself. 

The  Earl  of  MORLEY  :  Yes. 

The  Eakl  of  KIMBERLET  r  My  noble 
Friend  says  I  am  riglit. 

On  Question,  resolved  in  the  affirma- 
tive. 

CROWS  OFFICE  EILL. 
A  Bill  to  aboliati  tho  office  of  Seoretarf  of 
PreBCDlnlians,  aod  to  proride  tor  the  perform- 
imcB  of  the  duties  attachad  to  that  oEcb— 
Wits  presented  bv  the  Jjord  Chancellor  ;  read 
1';  and  to  be  printed.     {No. 20.) 


fItCST  COaPANlES  BILL. 
A  Bill  to  eoable  inoaTpointed  compan  iea  to 
act  as  executors.  adrDiniHtrators,  and  trustees, 
and  i  n  other  fiduciary  capacities — Was  pre- 
sented by  the  Lord  Herachell  i  read  1'  :  and  to 
be  printed.     (No.  21.) 

APPOINTMENT    OP   STANDING 

coMuirrEEs. 

Moved, 

That  two  Standing  t^mmitteeB  be  appointed, 
the  one  for  the  conaideration  of  Biila  relating 
to  taw  and  coaria  o\  justice  and  legal  proce- 
dure,  and  the  other  for  tbe  conaideration  of  all 
other  Public  BilU,  that  may  be  cominilted  to 
them  by  tbe  Houie,  aod  that  tbe  first  of  such 
Committeei  be  designated  "  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  &c.,"  and  the 
second  of  such  Committ^ei  -'the  Standing 
Oonmittee  for  OenersI  Dills."— (TAt  Viieomil 
Cranbritok,  L.  Praidml.) 

•LobdBBABOTJRNE:  MyLords.Igave 
notice  last  Session  upon  the  Motion  for 
the  re-appointment  of  these  Committees, 
tliat  if  such  a  proposition  were  made  I 
should  move  an  Amendment.  I  desire 
to  say  a  few  words  to  your  Lordships 
upon  the  subject.  Whenthese  Comnuttees 
were  tirat  proposed  I  pointed  out  that 
the  House  of  Commons  having  appointed 
Standing  Committees  because  they  had 
r///f  Earl  o/KxK^erhy 
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too  much  business,  your  Lordships  were 
recommended  to  appoint  them  because 
you  had  too  little  business  to  transact; 
and  I  I'emarked  at  the  time  that  there 
must  be  some  strange  virtue  in  this 
remedy  if  it  were  auitfld  to  every  com- 
plaint. My  opposition  has  been  entirely 
borne  out  by  experience.  In  this  re- 
spect the  Hou^e  has  already  practically 
disfranchised  itself,  and  will  again  dis- 
franchise itself,  by  the  appointment  of 
these  Committees,  unless  you  choose  to 
enact  that  every  Member  of  your  Lar^ 
ships'  Hoose  who  desires  shall  be  a 
Member  of  tbose  Committees,  and  liave 
the  opportunity  of  attending  their 
sittings  if  he  pleases.  In  that  way 
the  hard-working  Members  will  m 
able  to  take  an  interest  in,  and  have  a 
share  in  dealing  with,  the  subjects  which 
come  before  yonr  Iiordships'  House. 
A  noble  Lord  may  be  very  much  inter- 
ested in  certain  Bills,  which  come  before 
one  Committee,  and  in  other  Bills  wliidt 
come  before  tbe  other  Committee,  and  if 
he  is  iiota  mcmberof  both  Committees,  hs 
i3  virtually  disfranchised  ns  regards  those 
Bills  which  come  before  that  Committee  of 
which  heisnotamember.  Thisisnomer^ 
idea,  but  an  absolute  fact,  becanfte  your 
Lordships  will  remember  at  once,  from  the 
proceedings  lust  Session,  that  the  disciiB- 
sions  on  Bills  which  take  place  in  Com- 
mitee  virtually  supersede  their  discussion 
in  this  Honse.  Noble  Lords  who  wish  ti> 
object  to  Bills  which  have  been  before  a 
Committee  of  which  they  are  not  members 
feel  themselves  in  a  disadvanta^oDa 
position.  Another  point  with  regwd  t» 
the  transaction  of  the  business  in  this 
House  is  that  in  the  public  Press  thepn>- 
ceedings  of  the  Committees  arc  generalhfi 
not  reported,  so  that  the  belief  has  been, 
oudwill  i^aiu be, induced  among  thepuUio 
that  your  Lordshi|is  do  less  business  than 
you  roally  do.  My  Lords,  I  do  not  ven- 
ture to  set  my  opinion  Bgainst  the  array 
of  talent  on  tlie  Treasury  Bench,  still  leS9 
do  I  venture  to  set  it  gainst  the  opinion 
of  my  uoble  Eriend  at  the  head  of  the 
Government,  whose  absence  I  greatly 
regret ;  but  there  is  one  thing  to  which 
1  beg  to  call  special  attention.  Eart 
Session  it  hap|iened  ag^in  and  agaift 
that  the  Grand  Committees  were  m^ettn^ 
upstairs  and  considering  Bills  at  the  very- 
time  that  your  Lordships  were  sitting  in 
this  House.  What  was  the  consequenosi 
I  romemberon  one  occasion  my  noble  and 
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learned  Friend  Lord  Herschell,  who  is 
an  authority  in  this  House,  and  who 
always  brings  to  the  discussion  of  eveiy 
subject  a  weighty  and  sound  opinion,  had 
<;harge  of  two  Bills,  which  at  one  of  their 
stages  he  had  to  leave  in  other  hands  be- 
cause he  was  at  that  moment  engaged  as 
Chairman  of  one  of  the  Standing  Com- 
mittees. My  Lords,  let  us  minimise  this  evil. 
Do  not  let  us  have  the  scandal — for  it  is 
really  little  less  than  a  scandal — that 
while  your  Lordships  are  meeting  here 
solemnly  going  through  the  farce  of  read- 
ing through  a  few  Bills,  a  large  number 
of  those  who  would  otherwise  take 
part  in  the  discussion  of  those  Bills 
are  attending  Standing  Committees 
upstairs,  where  their  labours  are  shut 
out  from  the  knowledge  of  the  pub- 
lic. My  Lords,  I  should  not  venture 
to  oppose  the  unanimous  wish  of  the 
Government;  in  the  first  place,  out  of 
respect  to  them,  and  in  the  second  because 
I  know  it  would  be  perfectly  useless.  I  do 
not  object,  therefore,  to  the  appointment  of 
Committees,  but  I  think  it  would  be 
well  to  add  words  to  the  effect  that  such 
Committees  "shall  not  sit  during  the 
time  the  House  is  sitting  without  the 
special  leave  of  the  House." 

Amendment  moved 

To  add  the  words  (^^and  such  Committees 
may  meet  at  any  time  except  during  the  sittings 
oi  the  House,  but  not  without  special  leave 
during  any  sitting  of  the  House.*')— (TA*  Lord 
Mrabourue). 

Viscount  MIDLETON:  My  Lords, 
I  think  there  is  great  force  in  what  has 
fallen  from  the  noble  Lord.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  Grand  Committees,  administered 
as  they  were  last  year,  were,  in  any 
sense  a  success.  On  the  contrary,  I 
think  they  diminished  the  efficiency  of 
the  legislation  in  your  Lordships* 
House ;  and  I  certainly  think  it  is 
anomalous  that  Committees  should 
be  sitting  upstairs  at  the  same  time  that 
this  Hous9,  which  is  too  often  but  thinly 
attended,  is  sitting  below.  That  system 
withdraws  from  our  deliberations  many 
noble  Lords  who  would  take  a  part  in 
them  with  great  benefit  to  both  the  House 
and  the  country,  and  I  think  if  such  a 
suggestion  as  that  made  by  the  noble 
Lord  were  adopted  great  advantage 
would  flow  from  it.  The  position  of 
affairs  here  is  very  differ  ant  indeed  from 
that  which  prevails  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons; and  I  cannot  think  that  measures 


which  facilitate  the  despatch  of  business 
in  the  House  of  Commons  are  of  equal 
advantage  in  your  Lordships'  House.  1 
therefore  trust  that  the  Government  will 
be  able  to  give  practical  effect  to  the  sug- 
gestions of  my  noble  Friend. 

Lord  HERSCHELL :  My  Lords,  I  feel 
quite  unable  to  agree  with  the  noble  Vis- 
count who  has  just    spoken,   that    the 
Standing  Committees  do  not  contribute 
to  the  deliberations  of  your  Lordships' 
House.     They  have,  I  thmk,  the  contrary 
result.     I  believe  that  no  change  which 
has  been  made  in  the  procedure  of  this 
House  at  any  time  has  contributed  more 
to  increase  its   efficiency  for  legislation 
than  the  change  made  in  the  creation  of 
Standing  Committees.     I  say  this  having, 
I  suppose,  as  carefully  as  anyone  attended 
and  watched  the   proceedings  of  these 
Committees.      When  these   Committees 
were  first  suggested  it  was  felt  that  cir- 
cumstances rendered  it  more  than  ever 
necessary   that  this  House  should   pay 
close  attention  to  the  details  of  legisla- 
tion, both  in  Bills  coming  from  the  other 
House  and  in  Bills  originating  here.     I 
am   not   going   into    the    circumstances 
which  have  occurred  which  have  led  to 
the  alteration  of  procedure  in  the  other 
House,  nor  am  I  going  into  the  merits  of 
the  alterations  which  have  been  made ; 
but  anyone  who  has  had  experience  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  other  House  must 
be   conscious    that   the    changes  which 
have  taken  place   in    that    House    are 
calculated  necessarily  to   lead    to  what 
I    will    call  the     smaller    legislation — 
that  is,  the    legislation  which  is  other- 
wise   than    general,  and    certainly    the 
greater  part  of  the  measures  of  the  year 
— being  less  considered  than  in  times  gone 
by.     Whereas  formerly  measures  passed 
only  after  discussion  in  the  other  House, 
and  (although  it  might  be  at  a  very  late 
hour  of  the  night)  very  solid  and  thorough 
discussion,  at  the  present  time  it  is  im- 
possible for  a  Bill  to  pass  at  all  unless 
it  can   pass   without  discussion.      And 
how  is  the  object  obtained  ?     A  Bill  is 
brought  in,  and   there   is  opposition  to 
the  details  of  it :  it  is  known  very  well 
that  if  that  opposition  continues  tbe  Bill 
can  never  pass  into  law,  and  the  neces- 
sary consequence  is  that  the  Mover  of 
the  Bill  has  to  go  to  its  opponents  and 
put  in  one  thing  to  satisfy  one  objector 
and  strike  out  something  else  to  satisfy 
another,  and  the  Bill  is  ultimately  passed 
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in  the  form  in  which  it  reaches  your 
Lordships'  Honsa — a  condition  very 
often  the  reverse  of  satisfactory.  Now, 
it  has  always  seemed  to  me  that  one  of 
the  most  important  functions  of  this 
House  is  the  revision  of  legislation  ;  that 
you  can  in  that  respect  do  a  work  which 
will  arouse  no  opposition,  the  utility  of 
which  will  be  recognised  by  everybody, 
and  which,  if  not  done  by  your  Lord- 
ships, will  remain  undone.  You  can 
ma^e  legislation,  in  the  general  object  of 
which  there  is  a  common  concurrence 
efficient  for  its  purpose  which  other- 
wise would  remain  inefficient.  You 
can  see  that  the  measure  takes  such  a 
shape  that  litigation  will  b3  avoided, 
instead  of  created  and  fostered,  and  it 
seems  to  me  those  are  functions  which 
your  Lordships  ought  to  discharge  in  the 
best  manner  possible.  Experience  has 
shown  that  those  functions  are  not  well 
discharged  if  Bills  are  considered,  as  they 
have  been  in  the  past,  by  Committees  of 
the  whole  House.  I  say,  without  the 
slightest  hesitation,  and  with  means  of 
knowledge,  that  the  legislation  of  last 
Session,  by  means  of  the  Standing  Com- 
mittees, assumed  a  better  shape  than  it 
would  otherwise  have  had  a  chance  of 
doing  if  it  had  not  undergone  the  revision, 
to  which  it  was  thus  subjected.  Surely, 
my  Lords,  that  is  a  matter  of  great 
importance,  but  I  admit  that  importance 
has  often  not  been  sufficiently  recognised. 
The  fact  that  the  proceedings  were  not 
so  fully  and  amply  reported  as  they 
would  have  been  if  they  had  taken  place 
in  the  House  has,  no  doubt,  tended 
to  keep  the  public  in  ignorance 
of  what  your  Lordships  have  done. 
But  surely  it  is  necessary  and  better  for 
your  Lordships  to  do  the  work  you  have 
to  do  as  efficiently  as  you  can  do  it.  It 
is  unfortunate  that  the  public  do  not 
recognise  it,  but  it  is  better  that  you 
should  do  it  well.  My  noble  Friend 
seems  to  think  it  moi*e  important  that 
we  should  rather  be  seen  at  work  legis- 
lating in  this  House  than  that  wc  should 
take  steps  to  make  our  work  efficient. 
My  noble  Friend  shakes  his  head.  At 
all  events,  I  say  that  has  been  the  result. 
I  am  not  going  into  the  details  of  the 
measures  which  were  passed  last  Session  ; 
but  I  can  quote  chapter  and  verse  to 
show  how  much  that  legislation  was 
improved  by  means  of  those  Committees 
' — an  improvement  which  never  could 
Lord  Uerschell 


have  taken  place  from  diiKnuBsions  in 
Committees  of  the  whole  House.  I  will 
refer  to  only  on^  measure  of  last  Session^ 
and  that  is  the  measure  for  the  Preyen* 
tion  of  Cruelty  to  Children.  A  great 
deal  was  heard  of  the  alteration  which 
was  made  in  your  Lordships'  House^ 
which  some  people  thought  made  the 
Bill  less  satisfactory  than  it  would  have 
been,  namely,  the  provisions  with  regard 
to  children  between  seven  and  10  veara 
of  age.  Your  Lordships  altered  that. 
Bill  in  the  direction  of  making  it  mmch 
more  effective,  and  the  result  of  several 
hours'  discussion  in  the  Standinf^  Com- 
mittee was,  I  say  without  hesitation,  to 
more  effectually  carry  out  the  object 
which  that  Bill  had  in  view,and  it  became 
a  ^  more  efficient  measure  than  it  waa 
when  it  left  the  House  of  Commons^, 
or  than  it  would  have  been  if  dis- 
cussed here  in  Committee  of  the  whole 
House.  Surely  that  is  a  matter  of 
very  great  importance.  And  the  same 
observations  apply  to  the  measurea 
which  originate  in  your  Lordships'  House,, 
because  if  there  can  be  little  or  no  dis- 
cussion of  them  when  they  go  to  the 
other  House,  owing  to  the  Rules  of  that 
House,  it  is  surely  vital  that  we  should 
send  them  there  in  the  best  form  that  the 
case  admits  of.  Tlierefore,  my  Lords, 
I  assert  that  the  result  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  these  Standing  Committeea 
has  been  to  enable  your  Lordships 
to  discharge  one  of  your  most  im- 
perative duties  in  a  far  better  and  more 
efficient  manner  than  they  have  been 
discharged  heretofore  ;  and  it  has  also 
resulted  in  this,  that  the  measures 
coming  from  the  other  House,  and  which 
have  been  passed  into  law,  have  been  for 
better  measures  than  thev  would  have 
been  if  this  course  had  not  been  adopted. 
And  certainly  at  a  time  when  the  existence 
of  your  Lordships'  House — the  existence 
of  a  sacond  Chamber  at  all — has  become  a< 
matter  of  public  discussion,  it  is  of  the 
utmost  importance  for  us  to  show  that 
we  are  doing  good  work,  and  that  we  are 
taking  such  steps  as  we  can  to  make  that 
work  as  efficient  as  it  possibly  can  be 
made.  Now,  with  regard  to  the  objection 
made  by  the  noble  Lord  as  to  the  Com- 
mittees sitting  at  the  same  time  as  the 
House  sits.  I  quite  feel,  as  I  hare  always 
felt,  the  force  of  that  objection  ;  but  the 
difficulty  arises  in  this  way :  that  if  the 
House  sits  each  day  in  the  week  at  the 
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time  it  is  accustomed  to  sit  now,  it  is 
impossible   for  those   who  are    engaged 
down  to  a  quartar  to  4  o'clock   on  four 
days  in  the  week  on  the  judicial  business 
of  your  Lordships'  Hous3,  and  who  oh 
the   other  days  very  often    have    other 
public  engagements,  to  tike  part  in  the 
deliberations  and  work  of    thoss  Com- 
mittiCes ;  and  I  am  sure  your  Lordships 
will  agree  with   me .  that   if  you   were 
to  eliminate  from  those  Committees  all 
the  Law  Lords  who  are  engaged  on  work 
of   your   House    of  another   description 
those  deliberations  would,  at  all  events, 
be    deprived   of   some    elements   which 
assist  in  the  constitution  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House — I  will  not  put  the  matter 
higher  than  that.     But,  my  Lords,  I  do 
not  think  the  difficulty  is  an  insuperable 
one.     I  have  looked  into  the  time  during 
which  the  House  has  been  occupied  in 
its  public  sittings,  and  I  find  that  there 
is  really  ample  time,  between  the  ordinary 
hour  of  sitting  and  the  ordinary  period 
of  rising,  for  the  work  to  be  done.     We 
only  require  to  re-arrange   the  hours  to 
meet   the  necessities  of  business   here  ; 
and  the  suggestion  I  would   throw  out 
is  this,  as  we  have  now  some  experience 
of  the  time  needed  for  this  purpose,  that 
on  one  day  a  week  the  judicial  business 
should     close    at    half- past    3     o'clock, 
and  that  the  House  should  not  meet  that 
day    till     half -past    5    o'clock.        That 
would  leave   two  hours  for  the  discus- 
sions of  the  Stimding  Committees,  which 
would  be  sufficient  for  the  consideration 
of  the  measures  pending  belfore  them  at 
any  particular  time.     If  such  a  practice 
were  adopted  by  your  Lordships'  House 
the  probability  is  that  upon  those   days 
measures  only  of  special  urgency,  or  of  a 
formal  character,  would  be  put  down  for 
consideration  in  your  Lordships'  House, 
so    that    in    the     result    possibly    that 
particular  day  might  be  reserved  for  the 
work   in  Committee.  .  I  throw  out  that 
suggestion  roughly  for  your  Lordships' 
consideration,    and    I    think    it    would 
remove  the  difficulty  pointed  out  by  the 
noble  Lord,  the  force  of  which  I  quite 
feel,    and   would    still   leave   time    for 
work    to     be     done     which  is    not    of 
that     description,     or     not    perhaps    so 
valuable  in  its  character.     My  Lords,  I 
think   there   is    another   danger   to   be 
guarded  against ;  and  though  it  cannot 
be  provided  for  by  any  rule,  it  can  be 
guarded  against  by  the  practice  of  your 


Lordships'    House.     The    discussion    in 
Standing   Committee  should  not  super- 
sede the  debate  on  second  reading.     I 
think  it  is  mischievous  that  because  a 
Bill  goes  to  one  of  those  Standing  Com- 
mittees   it    should    not    undergo    upon 
second  reading  a  full  discussion,  tf   its 
effect  and  character,  so  that  any  objec* 
tion  may  be  taken   which   would   have 
been  brought  forward  if  there  had  been 
no  Standing  Committee  in  contamplation. 
I  think  it  is  in  the  highest  degree  desir- 
able that  a  full  discussion  should  then  take- 
place,  and  I  am  quite  sure  it  would  be  an 
excellent  means  of  assisting  the  efficiency- 
of  the  new  arrangement ;  because  a  full 
discussion  on   second  reading  clears  the 
air   very   much,    and   shows   what    the 
concurrence  of  opinion  is  on  the  subject : 
and  it  would  assist  enormously  in  settling 
the  details  of  the  Bill  to  have  the  general 
light  and  guidance  which  such  a  discus- 
sion  would   afford.     Therefore,   I   trust 
that,  in  future,  second  reading  discussions 
will  be  as  ample  as  though  no  Standing 
Committee  were  concerned.     I  have   in 
my  mind  one  occasion  in  particular  when 
the    result  I  have  indicated  did  ensue ;. 
and  I  hope  in  future  the  discussions  in 
your  Lordships'  House  will  be  a«  full  and 
as  ample,  although  the  Bill  is  going  to 
Standing  Committee,  as  they  would  have 
been  if  no  such  Committee  had  been  in 
contemplation.     Then,  my  Lords,  another 
matter   to   which  I  would  refer  is  the 
reporting  of   the   proceedings   of    these- 
Standing  Committees.     In  that  respect,, 
probably,    there    is     nothing    that    the 
House    can    do.       It    must    rest    wuth 
those    who     consult     the    desires     and 
tastes   of    the    public    in    making  those 
reports.     But  there  is  one  small  change 
which     I     think     they      might     make 
without  any  great  difficulty,  and  which 
I   think   would  be   felt   to   be   a   great 
public   convenience.     There  have    been 
reports  given  of  proceedings  in  Standing 
Committees   sometimes   of   considerable 
length,  but  appearing  in  a  part  of  the 
newspaper   entirely   detached  from  the 
ordinary  Parliamentary  report.     If  those 
who  afford  information  to  the  public  of 
what  goes  on  would  be  good  enough  to 
insert  at  the  end  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  House  such  reports  as  they  desire  to 
furnish  to  the  public  of  what  is  done  in 
Standing  Committee,  I  think  it  would  be 
a    convenience    to    the    public,  and   of 
advantage  to  themselves.     I  think  thai 
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would  be  distinctly  of  advantage  both  as 
regards  the  proceedings  and  the  pnblic 
who  take  an  interest  in  them.  There  is 
only  one  other  matter  which  was  alluded 
to  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  to  which  I 
will  advert.  He  said  that  a  Member  of 
this  House,  though  not  on  the  Committee, 
may  nevertheless  feel  an  interest  in  some 
matter  before  it  to  which  he  would 
desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
where  he  is  not  satisfied  with  the  course 
taken  by  the  Committee.  I  do  not  think 
there  ever  was  the  slightest  disinclina- 
tion in  the  House,  when  Bills  have  come 
back  from  Standing  Committee,  to  discuss 
any  point  which  noble  Lords  desired  to 
have  discussed.  On  the  contrary,  we 
have  discussed,  when  Bills  have  come 
back  to  this  House,  matters  in  which 
particular  Members  were  interested  ;  and 
I  am  not  at  all  sure  that  we  should 
have  had  a  better  and  more  satisfac- 
tory discussion  in  this  House  if  there 
had  not  been  a  full  and  thorough 
discussion  in  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee previously.  I  doubt  very 
much  that  the  discussions  became 
less  effectual  on  that  account.  I  think 
they  are  rendered  more,  and  not  less 
effectual  by  the  fact  that  thera  has  been 
a  controversy  in  the  Grand  Committee. 
I  trust  your  Lordships  will  take  no  step 
which  would  limit  or  hinder  the  scope 
and  operations  of  the  Standing  Com- 
mitters ;  but  that  you  will  rather  care- 
fully support  those  Committees  in  their 
work,  which  I  believe  has  been,  and  will 
be,  of  great  public  advantage. 

The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN :  I  do  not 
know  whether  ray  noble  Friend  wishes 
to  take  a  division  on  this  question,  but  I 
hope  he  will  do  so.  It  strikes  me  that 
the  suggestion  that  the  House  should 
meet  at  half-past  5  o'clock  on  one  day 
in  the  week,  and  that  the  legal  business 
should,  on  that  day,  be  concluded  at  half- 
past  3,  is  a  very  admirable  one.  I 
trust,  therefore,  if  I  may  be  permitted  to 
suggest  that  course,  that  my  noble 
Friend  will  take  a  division  on  the 
question  whether  the  Committees  should 
sit  at  the  same  time  as  the  House  itself 
is  sitting,  in  case  the  Amendment  should 
be  allowed.  At  the  same  time,  I  should 
like  to  point  out,  with  regard  to  the 
efficiency  of  these  Committees,  that  what 
has  been  said  can  only  apply  to  the  Bills 
which  come  before  your  Lordships* 
Hous?  in  the  earlier  portion  of  the 
Zarci  Jlerschell 


Session.  All  the  important  measures  of 
last  Session,  which  came  up  to  this 
House  at  a  later  period  from  the  House 
of  Commons  on  every  occasion,  instead 
of  being  fully  discussed  in  the  Standing 
Committees,  were  passed  through  the 
House  after  the  Government  had  moved 
the  suspension  of  the  Standing  Orders. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  I  beg  to  add,  in 
answer  to  the  appeal  which  has  been 
made  to  me  by  the  noble  Earl,  that  if 
such  an  arrangement  as  I  have  suggested 
were  made,  I  do  not  think-  there  would 
be  any  great  objection  to  the  noble  Lord's 
proposal,  though  I  should  think  that  in 
that  case  it  would  become  of  very  minor 
importance,  and  practically  the  proposal 
would  be  defeated  altogether. 

Earl  CADOGAN  :  My  Lords,  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  has  so  ably  and 
clearly  stated  both  the  recommendations 
and  objections  which  can  be  put  forward  in 
regard  to  the  appointment  of  these  Com- 
mittees that  there  is  very  little  left  to  be 
said ;  but  as  I  had  the  honour  to 
be  Chairman  of  the  Committee  under 
whose  recommendation  this  appointment 
was  made,  I  may  be  allowed  in  a  few 
words  to  endorse  everything  that  has 
fallen  from  the  noble  and  learned  Lord. 
I  do  so  the  more  willingly,  because  while 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  showed  to 
the  House  the  advantage  which  has  un- 
doubtedly accrued  to  our  proceedings 
from  the  appointment  of  the  Committees, 
he  did  not  appear  to  me  to  have  shut  his 
eyes  to  certain  inconveniences,  possibly 
amounting  to  defects,  which  have  been 
found  to  exist  in  the  present  system  of 
Standing  Committees  since  they  have 
been  appointed  in  this  House.  I  cannot 
agree  with  all  that  fell  from  my  noble 
Friend  Lord  Braboumc,  who  moved  the 
Amendment,  in  his  critical  remarks  upon 
these  Committees.  In  the  first  place,  in 
regard  to  that  phrase  which  he  has  used 
to-night,  not  for  the  first  time,  namely, 
that  noble  Lords  are  in  some  way  disfran- 
chised in  consequence  of  the  fact  that 
measures  have  passed  from  this  House 
during  one  of  their  stages,  and  have 
been  submitted  to  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee. I  cannot  concede  that  he  is 
right.  It  is  perfectly  clear  that  if  noble 
Lords  who  are  not  members  of  a 
Standing  Committee,  and  who  are  not 
therefore  able  to  deliberate  upon  a. 
measure  while  it  is  before  that  Com- 
mittee,    wish     to    take     part     in    the 


561         Ajypointment  of  {February  18,  1890}       Standing  Committees.       562 


discussion  upon  it,  they  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  so  in  the  discussions  on 
Report,  as  has  been  said  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Herschell). 
My  Lords,  there  are   certain   considera- 
tions which  induce  me    to  express  the 
wish  that  more  care  and  discretion  may 
be  exercised  during  this  Session  in  the 
selection  of  those  Bills  which  are  to  be 
referred  to  the  Standing  Committees.     I 
can  easily  understand  that  in  the  want 
of  experience  which  we  had  during  the 
past  Session  of  the  working  and  objects 
of  those  Committees,  it  may  not  have 
been  clearly  apparent  to  noble  Lords  in 
charge   of  Bills  which  Bills   were  and 
which  were  not  of  a  nature    and  cha- 
racter   requiring    the    consideration    of 
Standing  Committees.     I  hope  that  in 
future  greiter  care  will  be  taken,  and 
that  the  discretion  which  can  be  exer- 
cised under  the  Standing  Order  will  be 
exercised.     Then  I  wish  also  to  endorse 
what  fell  from  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
with   regard  to   the   discussions  which 
take   place  on  Bills  during  the  second 
reading.      I  have   taken  part    in    the 
deliberations  in  Committee  upon  Bills, 
and  I  have  been  much  struck  by  the 
fact  that  in  the  course  of  those  discus- 
sions noble  Lords  found  themselves  on 
nearly  every  occasion  discussing  in  the 
Standing  Committee  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  which  ought  to  have  been  settled 
in  the  House  on  the  second  readingr.     I 
trust,    therefore,   that   noble    Lords    in 
charge  of  Bills  will  not  on  future  occa- 
sions  think   that   because   the    Bills  of 
which  they  are  in  charge  will  probably 
be  referred  to   a  Standing  Committee, 
it   is     therefore    unnecessary    that   the 
House  should  decide  upon  the  principle 
of  those  Bills  upon  the  second  reading. 
With  regard  to  the  Amendment  which 
has  been  moved,  the  necessity  for  which 
I   believe  was   admitted   by  the   noble 
and  learned  Lord,  upon  the  question  of 
the   hours  at  which   these  Committees 
should  sit,  I  venture  to  say  that  I  en- 
tirely agree  with  my  noble  JViend  behind 
me  that  not  only  is  it  exceedingly  desir- 
able that  an  alteration  should  be  made 
for  reasons  of  convenience,   but  that  it 
tends  to  weaken  the  working  powers  of 
this  House  for  the  Standing  Committees 
to  sit  at  an  hour  when  the  House  itself 
is   called  upon  to  assemble.     Therefore, 
my  Lords,  I  would  endorse  the  principle 
upon  which  my  noble  Friend  has  moved 


his  Amendment ;  but  I  would  venture  to 
suggest  that  it  is  hardly  necessary  that 
STich  an  Amendment  should  be  passed  at 
the  present  time.     I  am  not  aware  that 
there    is    in   our  Standing  Orders  any 
regulation  of    the  hour    at  which   the 
Standing  Committees  should  sit ;  and  it 
appears   w)    me    it  is   quite   within  the 
province  of  the  House  to  fix  the  hours  at 
which  the  House  and  the   Committees 
should  sit    respectively.      Of    the    two 
proposals,  I  confess  I  prefer  that  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Herschell).     I  think    the  idea  that  on 
days   when  Standing    Committees    are 
appointed  to  sit  the  House  itself  should 
meet  at  half -past  5,  whereby  we  should 
secure  the  services  of  noble  and. learned 
Lords  both  on  Committees  and  for  the 
deliberations  of  the  House,  is  one  which 
ought  to  be  acceptable  to  the  House,  and 
which  ought  to  result  in  a  proper  and 
adequate   consideration   of  the  business 
before  the  House.    I  did  not  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  opposing  the  Amendment  of 
my  noble  Friend  ;  but  I  would  submit  to 
him  that  no  such  Amendment  is   neces- 
sary.     The   discussion   of   this   evening 
has   shown   us   that   there    is   practical 
unanimity  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
in  favour  of  so  arranging  the  hours  for 
sitting  that  Standing  Committees  should 
not  sit  at  the  same   time  as  the   House 
sits;    and   I    think    after    such  an  ex- 
pression of  opinion   we   might   leave  it 
to  the  House  so  to  regulate  its  proceed- 
ings as  to  carry  out  the  wishes  which 
have   apparently    been  so  unanimously 
expressed  this  evening. 

♦Lord  BRABOURNE  :  In  answer  to 
the  appeal  of  my  noble  FrieDd,  I  may 
say  that  I  am  very  unwilling  to  divide 
the  House  on  this  occasion  ;  but  what 
I  wish  is  that  this  House  shoidd  stand 
in  the  same  position  as  the  other  branch 
of  the  Legislature.  I  contend  that  my 
Amendment  leads  up  to  the  suggestion 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord ;  and  I 
think  that  Standing  Committees  should 
not,  except  by  special  leave  of  the  House, 
be  allowed  to  sit  during  the  sittings  of 
the  House  itself.  It  is  all  very  well  to 
say  that  what  I  have  pointed  out  will 
not  be  likely  to  happen,  but  it  did  happen 
last  Se&sion  again  and  again.  In  order 
to  avoid  that,  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
best  way  would  be  to  pass  simply,  as  an 
Amendment,  the  words  I  have  read — that 
these  Committees  being  appointed,  they 
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shall  not  meet  at  the  same  time  as  the 
House  is  sitting,  except  by  special 
leave. 

Earl  CADOGAN  :  Might  I  read  out 
to  your  Lordships  one  of  the  Standing 
Orders,  because  I  think  my  noble  Friend 
really  means  by  his  Amendment  a  regula- 
tion which  should  take  the  form  of  a  new 
Standing  Order  ?  It  would  hardly  come 
really  as  an  Amendment  upon  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee.  I  would, 
therefore,  call  his  attention  to  the  Stand- 
ing Order  No.  7,  page  33  — 

**  No  MotioQ  shall  be  granted  for  making  any 
new  Standing  Order  or  for  dispensing  with  any 
Standing  Order  of  this  House  unless  it  shall 
have  been  given  in  the  Minutes  to  consider  of 
the  s&id  Motion." 

I  am  not  quite  sure  whether  the  Amend 
ment  of  my  noble  Friend  does  not  take 
the  form  of  a  new  Standing  Order  ;  and, 
if  so,  I  would  suggest  that  he  should  give 
notice  of  it. 

♦Lord  BRABOURNE  :  It  is  hardly 
necessary,  when  it  is  simply  a  Motion 
upon  the  procedure  of  the  Committee 
following  upon  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  The 
original  Motion  was  that  the  Committee 
be  appointed,  and  the  effect  of  the 
Amendment  is  that  of  a  new  Standing 
Order ;  but  I  cannot  say  that  I  think  the 
Amendment  is  out  of  order,  because  it  is 
an  Amendment  upon  a  Motion  which  is 
certainly  in  order,  and  the  Amendment 
appears  to  me  to  be  very  relevant  to  the 
Question  I  can  hardly  say  that  it  is  out  of 
order  to  move  a  relevant  Amendment 
upon  a  Motion  which  is  regularly  before 
the  House.  At  the  same  time,  I  certainly 
should  assent  to  the  objection  that  the 
effect  of  it  is,  though  by  a  circuitous 
process,  to  make  a  new  Standing  Order. 

♦Lord  BRABOURNE:  My  Lords, 
after  that  expression  of  opinion  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack 
I  could  not  think  of  asking  the  House  to 
divide,  and  I  will  therefore  withdraw 
the  Amendment,  and  move  a  Standing 
Order  to  the  same  effect. 

Amendment,  by  leave  of  the  House, 
withdrawn. 

Then  Motion  agreed  to. 

COMMITFEE  OP  SELECTION   FOR   STANDING 

COMMIITEES. 

Appointed  :  The  Lords  following,  with  the 
Chairman  of  Committees,  were  named  of  the 
Committee: 

I^ord  Brabouriie 


L.  Privy  Seal 

{K,  Cadogan), 
£.  Cowper. 
£.  Stanhope. 
v.  Oxenbridge. 


L.  Balfour. 
L.  Foxford 

{E.  Limerick). 
L.  Colville  of  Culross. 
L.  Kensington. 


The  Committee  to  meet  on  Friday  next  at 
lliree  o'clock. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Five 

o'clock,  to  Thursday  next,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  ISth  Fthruary,  1890- 


QU  E  STIO  NS. 


-•o^ 


THE  EDGEWARE   MAGISTRATES. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwickshire,  Bngby)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  is  aware 
that  it  has  been  the  practice  of  some  of 
the  magistrates  on  the  Edgewai'e  Bench 
to  sign  summonses  in  blank,  at  the 
request  of  the  magistrates*  clerk,  Mr.  W. 
A.  Tootell,  leaving  it  to  him  to  insert  the 
names  of  the  persons  summoned,  and 
their  alleged  offences,  as  occasion  may 
in  his  opinion  require;  whether  any 
conviction  under  such  a  summons  is 
legal ;  how  long  this  practice  has  been 
in  force,  and  when  the  last  summons  was 
signed  in  blank;  and  whether  he  will 
call  upon  the  Chairman  of  the  Bench  to 
forward  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  the 
names  of  the  magistrates  who  have 
followed  this  practice  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  Chairman  of  the  Justices 
that  it  has  been  the  practice  of  all  the 
magistrates  in  the  division  in  question 
more  or  less  during  the  last  40  years 
occasionally  to  sign  summonses  to  be 
filled  up  by  the  clerk,  not  as  occasion 
might  require,  but  as  the  nature  of  the 
complaint  might  justify.  This  course 
has  been  adopted  only  where  convenience 
of  the  complainant  would  be  affected, 
owing  to  the  distance  of  his  residence 
from  that  of  the  Justice  or  from  other 
good  cause.  I  have  no  authority  to  give 
an  opinion  on  the  question  of  law  con- 
tained in  the  second  paragraph.  I  pro- 
pose   to     communicate     to    the      Lord 
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Chancellor,  to  whom  jurisdiction  belongs, 
the  facts  as  I  have  ascertained  thend. 


THE  SANITARY  STATE  OF  HARROW 

WEALD. 

Mr.  COBB  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  whether, 
referring  to  the  promise  which  he  gave 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Rugby 
Division  of  Warwickshire  on  the  20f h  of 
August  last,  he  can  now  state  what  steps 
have  since  being  taken  with  regard  to 
the  siBwerage  works  for  Eb.rrow  Weald, 
and  what  is  the  cause  of  the  continued 
delay ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  there 
have  recently  been  cases  of  typhoid  fever 
in  Harrow  Weald  ;  and  whether  he  will 
call  the  serious  attention  of  the  Hendon 
Kural  Sanitary  Authority  to  their  neglect 
of  duty,  and  urge  upon  them  the  grave 
importance  of  getting  the  works  com- 
pleted? 

♦The    PRESIDENT   of   the    LOCAL 

GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 

Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  :    At  the 

time  the  previous  question  of  the  hon. 

Member  was   asked  the  Hendon  Rural 

Sanitary  Authority  were  negotiating  for 

the  parchase  of  additional  land  for  the 

purification  of  the  sewage.  The  Local 
Government  Board  have  been  in  frequent 
communication  with  the  Authority  since 
then.  The  Authority  ultimately  proposed 
a  scheme,  to  which  the  Board  were 
unable  to  assent,  and  they  requested  that 
it  might  be  re-considered,  and  that  the 
Board  might  be  informed  of  the  result 
as  early  as  possible.  I  now  learn  that 
some  delay  has  been  occasioned  by  the 
illness  of  the  surveyor,  but  that  he  has 
met  the  Committee,  and  is  preparing 
further  plans.  I  have  no  information  as 
to  an  outbreak  of  typhoid  fever  in  the 
district.  I  trust  that  the  scheme  as  to 
the  works  will  be  settled  at  an  early  date 
and  the  execution  of  the  works  expedited 
as  much  as  possible,  and  I  have  so  in- 
formed the  Authority. 

Mr.  COBB  :  This  is  almost  precisely 
the  same  answer  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man gave  me  last  August. 

*Mr.  RITCHIE :  It  is  not  the  same, 
because  I  have  given  this  without 
referring  to  the  other.  I  am  deter- 
mined, however,  that  something  shall  be 
done. 


Elections. 
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Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  Eastbourne)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty Avhether  any  inquiry  has  beei> 
held  into  the  cause  of  the  bursting  of  a 
turret  gun  on  board  H.M.S.  AjaXy  after 
the  conclusion  of  the  Naval  Maneeuvres  ; 
and  whether  the  manufacture  of  the  gun 
was  faulty;  or  whether  any  blame  atr 
tached  to  any  person  engaged  in  working; 
the  gun  1 

The  secretary  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr.  FoRWOOD,  Lancashire, 
Ormskirk)  :  The  gun  was  a  muzzle- 
loader,  which  had  previously  fired  105 
rounds.  The  Ordnance  Committee  report 
that  the  accident  was  caused  by  the 
premature  explosion  of  a  common  shell. 
The  manufacture  of  the  gun  was  not 
faulty,  nor  is  blame  attributable  to  any 
one  working  the  gun. 

COUNTY  COUNCIL  ELECTIONS. 

Mb.  COBB :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre' 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  complaints  have  reached  him 
that  some  of  the  agents  of  one  of  the 
candidates,  who  were  in  attendance  at 
the  counting  of  the  votes  given  in  the- 
poll  taken  upon  the  recent  bye-election, 
of  a  county  councillor  in  the  Husbands. 
Bosworth  Division  of  the  County  of 
Leicester,  and  made  the  statutory 
declaration  of  secrecy,  have  since  com- 
municated to  outsiders  the  number  of 
votes  given  for  each  candidate  in  es^h 
of  the  po  ling  districts;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  in  some  of  the  polling  dis* 
tricts  the  number  of  county  electors  is^ 
small,  being  in  one  case  only  43  ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
disclosure  of  the  number  of  votes  given 
to  ea'^h  candidate  tends  to  assist  in 
identifying  for  which  candidate  certain 
electors  voted,  and  to  infringe  the- 
secrecy  of  the  ballot,  and  is  punishable 
under  the  4th  Section  of  "The  Ballot 
Act,  1872,"  he  will  cause  inquiries  to  be 
made  with  a  view  of  taking  some  steps 
to  prevent  a  repetition  of  this  practice  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  Yes,  Sir,  such  a 
complaint  has  reached  me,  and  I  have 
communicated  with  the  Returning  Officer 
on  the  subject.  He  informs  me  that  no 
complaint  as  to  any  one  of  the  agents 
making  any  such  communication  as  that 
referred  to  in  the  question  has  come  to 
his  notice.     It  is  the  fact  that  the  number 
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of  electors  in  some  of  the  polling  districts 
is  small.  If  anythiog  has  been  done 
which  amoDnta  to  an  infringement 
of  Section  4  of  the  Ballot  Act,  a  prosecu- 
tion in  respect  of  snch  alleged  ofience  as 
provided  by  the  Act  will  be  the  best 
means  of  preventing  a  repetition  of  the 
practice. 

INDIA -LOCAL    COUNCILS. 
Sir  W.  PLOWDEN  (Wolverhampton, 

N.)  T  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  whether  any  reporte 
have  been  sent  in  by  the  Local  Qovem- 
menta  in  India  in  regard  to  improving 
and  estonding  the  Local  Conncils  within 
provincial  limits ;  whether  in  any 
instances  these  reports  reci^nise  the 
propriety  of  admitting  the  representative 
element  in  these  Councils ;  and  whether 
*he  Secretary  of  State  will  lay  these 
reports  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

•Thu  under  SEGHETABY  or  STATE 
FOK  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst,  Chatham)  ;  The 
Secretary  of  State  has  received  copies  of 
communications  which  have  passed  be- 
tweenthe  Government  of  India  and  the 
Home  Government  with  reference  to  the 
Local  Councils.  These  communications 
are  of  a  confidential  character,  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  cannot  at  present  lay 
them  on  the  Table. 

•Mr.  BKADIAUGH  (Northampton): 
Can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say 
•whether  the  communications  have  been 
approved  of,  and  whether  the  recom- 
mendations which  have  been  made  in 
regard  to  them  are  of  a  confidential 
character  ? 

Sir  W.  PLOWDEN :  Before  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  answers  that  question 
may  I  ask  him  to  answer  the  second 
paragraph  of  my  qnestion  ? 

•Sir  J.  GORST:  It  is  obvious  that 
to  answer  paragraph  No.  2  wonld  be 
stating  the  contents  of  a  confidential 
document. 

•Mr.BRADLAUGH:  Have  any  of  these 
reports  been  forwarded  through  Lord 
DttfEerin,  and  are  Lord  Dofferin's  recom- 
mendations in  regard  to  them  considered 
confidential  by  the  Government  1 
.  •Sib  J.  GORST ;  No,  Sir  ;  the  reports 
were  not  forwarded  to  Lord  Dnfferin. 

•Me.  BRADLAUGH  :  May  I  ask  if 
some  of  the  reports  were  not  forwarded 
through  Lord  Dufferin  1 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 
Mr.  MaUhewa 


BENGAL  BOARD  OF  EEVENDE— 
APPOINTMENT  OP  MR.  BEAllES, 
Me.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  the  explanation  which,  on  the 
~4th  May  last,  it  was  statod  would  be 
asked  from  tlie  Giovemment  of  India 
respecting  the  appointment  of  Mr.  J. 
Beames,  in  spite  of  a  recorded  expression 
of  opinion  by  the  Lieutenant  Governor 
of  Bengal  adverse  to  Mr.  Beames' 
appointment  to  the  Board,  has  been 
received ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  lay 
it  npon  the  Table  of  the  House? 

•Sir  J.  GORST :  The  explanation  has 
arrived  and  can  be  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House,  if  moved  for.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  see  from  it  that  the  statement 
that  the  Lieutenant  Governor  recorded. 
an  opinion  adverse  to  Mr.  Beames' 
appointment  is  the  reverse  of  the  fact. 
The  Lien  tenant  Governor  recom- 
mended it. 

KASHMIR. 
Mb.  BRADLAUGH :  I  beg  to  ask  the 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  the  Government  will,  at  an  early 
date,  present  to  the  House  the  Papers 
relating  to  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  towards  Kashmir  since 
H.H.  Pertab-Singh  became  Maharaja : 
and,  whether,  if  the  Maharaja  of  Kash- 
mir, in  the  words  naed  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  on  27th  Angnst  last, 

"Sees  it  advisable  to  nwnme  control  ol  bia 
State,  and  to  govern  ;t  in  a  way  which  will  bo 
a  benelit  to  his  subjevta  and  to  neighbouring 
counlriea  as  well," 

the  Government  of  India  will  facilitate 
his  doing  so  7 

•Sm  J.  GORST:  Tlie  Government  is 
anxious  to  give  free  information  to  the 
Honse  of  Commons  respecting  the  a&irs 
of  Kashmir,  and  Papers  recently  received 
will  bs  laid  on  the  T^ble.  The  stat«ment 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  quoted  hy  the 
hon.  Member  was  contingent  on  the 
existing  state  of  things  in  Kashmir  being 
first  remedied.  The  Government  are 
anxious  to  show  every  consideration  to 
the  rights  of  the  Maharaja  consistent 
with  a  one  regard  to  the  still  more 
sacred  rights  of  the  people  of  Kashmir. 

KEWGATE  PRISON. 

Mr.  PICKEBSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 

S.W.) :    I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
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State  for  the  Home  Department  what 
is  the  present  position  of  tiie  negotiations 
between  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of 
London  and  the  Government  respecting 
the  acquisition  of  the  site  of  Newgate 
Prison  for  the  erection  of  a  new  Sessions 
House ;  and  whether  he  recently  had  a 
conference  with  a  Committee  of  the  Cor- 
poration upon  the  subject;  and,  if  so, 
has  he  any  objection  to  state  the  result 
of  such  conference  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  The  present  posi- 
tion of  the  matter  is  that  I  am  trying  to 
arrive  at  an  arrangement  with  the  City 
Authorities  by  which  a  sufficient  part  of 
the  site  may  be  given  up  for  the  erection 
of  a  new  Sessions  House  and  a  part 
retained  for  prison  purposes.  I  lately 
had  a  conference  with  the  Committee, 
the  result  of  which  was  that  a  represen- 
tative of  the  City  is  now  in  communica- 
tion with  the  Prison  Authorities,  with 
the  view  of  settling  the  details  of  such 
arrangement. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  :  Is  it  pai-t  of 
the  arrangement  that  any  money  pay- 
ment shall  be  made  to  the  Corpora- 
tion ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  No. 

POSTAL  TELEGRAPH  OFFICES- 
SUNDAY    BUSINESS. 

Mr.  BOORD  (Greenwich) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster  General,  whether  it 
is  correct  that  all  Postal  Telegraph 
Offices  are  open  on  Sunday  from  9  to  10 
a.m. ;  others,  in  addition,  from  5  to  6 
p.m. ;  whilst  a  limited  number  are  open 
all  Sunday;  and  whether  it  will  be 
possible  in  future  issues  of  the  Postal 
Guide  to  indicate  the  hours  at  which  the 
different  offices  are  open  on  Sunday  ? 

*thk     postmaster     general 

(Mr.  Raikes,  University  of  Cambridge)  : 
As  a  general  rule  all  head  post-offices 
and  sub  post-offices  at  which  tele- 
graph business  is  transacted  are  open 
on  Sundays,  either  from  8  to  10 
a.m.  or  from  9  to  10  a.m.  Some  are 
open  on  Sundays  from .  5  to  6  p.m.  in 
addition  to  the  morning  attendance,  and 
a  certain  number  of  important  offices  are 
open  throughout  the  day.  As  a  rule, 
town  receiving  offices  are  not  open 
at  all  on  Sundays.  Within  the 
limits  of  the  Post  Office  Guide  it 
would  be  difficult  to  give  full  infor- 
mation regarding  the  hours  of  attend- 
ance   at     every     office.       A    consider- 


able amount  of  information  is,  however, 
already  given  at  pages  312,  313,  and 
314  of  the  Guide ;  and  I  shall  be  glad  to 
consider  whether  room  can  be  found  foir 
further  information  of  the  kind  indicated 
by  the  hon.  Member. 

state  AIDED  SCHOOLS  IN  SCOTLAND 
Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Lord  Advocate  how  many  of  the  3,200 
public  and  State-aided  schools  in  Scotland 
now  charge  school  fees  in  the  compulsory 
standards;  and  to  what  uses  are  the 
funds  applied  which,  under  "  The  Educa- 
tional Endowments  (Scotland)  Act, 
1883,"  were  set  apart  for  the  payment 
of  school  fees? 
*Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson,  Buteshire) :  The  number  of 
State  aided  schools  in  Scotland  is,  accord- 
ing to  the  latest  Returns,  3,126.  Regu- 
lations as  to  the  relief  of  fees  have  now 
been  approved  for  all  these.  Undeir 
these  regulations  fees  are  abolished 
in  all  the  compidsory  standards  except 
in  85  schools.  In  25  of  these  fees  are 
abolished  up  to  Standard  lY.,  and  are 
chargeable  only  to  a  proportion  of  the 
scholars  in  Standards  IV.  and  V.  Forty- 
four  schools  have  been  sanctioned  as 
schools  in  which  fees  may  be  charged 
under  paragraph  7  of  the  Minute  of 
August  26;  and  16  schools  have  not 
claimed  any  share  in  the  fund  for  the 
relief  of  fees.  Funds  which,  by  schemes 
under  the  Educational  Endowments 
Act  of  1882,  were  allocated  for  the 
payment  of  school  fees  in  the  compul- 
sory standards  have  to  be  dealt  with 
where  the  scheme  does  not  provide  some 
alternative  method  of  application  under 
regulations  made  and  approved  in  terms 
of  Section  85  of  the  Local  Government 
Act.  Regulations  have  accordingly  been 
made  and  approved  in  the  case  of  152 
schemes.  The  funds  so  set  free  will 
generally  be  applied  towards  payment  of 
fees  beyond  the  compulsory  standards 
or  in  the  establishment  of  bursaries  to 
induce  children  to  remain  longer  at 
school. 

BRITISH  GUIANA. 
Mr.  watt  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  any  steps  have 
been  taken  towards  granting  a  meadtird 
of  Constitutional  Reform  to  the  colony  of 
British  Guiana,  and  whether  he  is  now 
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in  a  position  to  make  any  statement  on 
the  s abject  1 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron 
Henry  de  Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Tox- 
teth)  :  The  Governor's  opinion  has  been 
tisked  on  various  points  and  the  subject 
is  under  consideration,  but  no  decision 
has  been  arrived  at  and  no  statement  can 
at  present  be  made. 

REFORMATORIES  AND  INDUSTRIAL 

SCHOOLS. 

Cafiain  VERNEY  (Bucks,  N.)  : 
i  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Gk)vernment 
to  re-introduce  their  Bills  relating  to 
reformatories  and  industrial  schools  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  Yes,  Sir  ;  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  introduce 
those  Bills  upon  an  early  date. 

IRELAND— TREATMENT  OF 
MR.  JOHN  DALY. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretaoy  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  whether  his 
tittention  has  been  called  to  a  pamphlet 
alleging  that,  since  the  visit  of  Richard 
Pigott  and  other  agents  of  the  Times  to 
Mr.  John  Daly  in  Chatham  Prison,  and 
the  refusal  of  the  prisoner  to  connect  the 
Irish  Pariy  with  dynamite  outrages,  Mr. 
Daly's  treatment  has  changed  and 
increased  in  severitv :  and  whether  he 
will  grant  a  sworn  inquiry  into  Mr. 
Daly's  treatment ;  and,  if  not,  will  he 
permit  to  any  Member  of  this  House  who 
may  desire  to  investigate  the  charges  the 
same  freedom  of  access  to  the  prisoner 
as  was  granted  to  the  agents  of  the 
Times  ? 

*Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  pamphlet  in 

question  has  been  sent  to  me,  and  the 

allegations  contained  in  it  have  been  the 
subject  of  careful  inquiry  by  the  direc- 
tors, who  inform  me  that  these  allega- 
tions, and  in  particular  the  allegation 
that  Daly's  treatment  has  changed  or 
increased  in  severity  in  consequence  of 
his  having  refused  to  give  evidence  as 
suggested,  are  entirely  without  founda- 
tion. When  asked  by  the  visiting 
director  on  January  29  last  as  to  his 
treatment,  Daly  replied  that  he  had  no 
complaint  to  make.  I  am  advised  that  I 
Mr.  Watt 


have  no  power  to  grant  a  sworn  inquiry 
into  Daly's  treatment.  Neither  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  nor  any  other 
persons  can  be  allowed  access  to  a 
prisoner  for  the  purpose  of  investigating 
matters  of  prison  discipline.  I  intend  to 
have  a  further  special  inquiry  into  Daly's 
treatment  by  the  visitors,  who  are 
independent  persons,  specially  appoin- 
ted for  the  purpose  of  investigating  any 
complaints  of  prisoners,  but  I  have  not 
power  to  grant  a  sworn  inquiry. 

Mr.  M.  HEALY  (Cork)  :  Has  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  attention  been  called  to 
the  statement  that  Daly  was  nearly 
poisoned  by  having  the  wrong  medicine 
given  to  him  ? 

*Mr.     MATTHEWS:     Yes,   Sir;   my 

attention     has    been    directed    to    that 

statement  by  the  directors  of  the  prison. 
It  is  true  that  the  compounder  of 
medicine  did  put  an  excessive  quantity 
of  belladonna  into  a  dose  of  medicine, 
and  he  has  been  suspended  in  conse- 
quence. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast  W.)  :  Do  I 
understand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
convey  that  no  direct  facility  can  be 
afEorded  to  Members  of  this  House  to 
investigate  the  truth  or  falsehood  of 
these  charges  as  to  the  treatment  of 
Daly? 

♦Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  question  on 
the  Paper  is  whether  a  Member  of  this 
House  who  may  desire  to  investigate 
the  charges  shall  have  freedom  of  access 
to  the  prisoner.  To  give  an  order  to 
any  individual  to  investigate  charges 
would  be  quite  contrary  to  the  prison 
rules  and  discipline. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Cannot  a  Member  of 
this  House  visit  the  prisoner  in  order  to 
ascertain  whether  the  charge  is  true  or 
false ;  are  lives  to  be  endangered  in 
consequence  of  a  refusal  to  give  evidence ; 
what  are  the  means  of  ascertaining 
the  truth  or  falsehood  of  a  charge  ? 

*Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  proper  tri- 
bunal to  investigate  a  case  in  which 
a  prisoner  is  concerned  is  the  visitors 
whose  special  duty  it  is  to  inquire. 

Mr.  M.  HEALY  :  When  will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  that  he  will  be 
in  a  position  to  make  an  inquiry  ? 

*Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  will  let  the  hoa, 
Member  know. 
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CHABITY  COMMISSrONERS— 
SUTCOMBE. 
■  Viscount  EBRINGTON  (Devon,  Tavis- 
tock) :  I  bog  to  ask  the  hon.  Member 
for  Penrith  whether  there  are  charity 
lands  in  Sutcombe  Parish  the  rents  of 
which,  after  defraying  th«  cost  of  re- 
pairs, ic.,  of  some  almshouses,  are 
applicable  in  making  regular  payments 
to  the  inmates  of  the  almshouses ; 
whether  the  trnstees  have  refused  to  let 
any  part  of  these  lands  an  allotments 
to  the  cottagers,  but  have  leased  the 
whole  for  seven  years  to  a  farmer  who 
was  not  the  highest  bidder ;  whether 
such  action  constitutes  a  violation  of  the 
4th  section  of  the  Allotments  Extension 
Act  of  1882,  which  prescribes  that  when 
the  reuta  of  chfti'ity  lands  are  distributed 
in  gifts  of  money,  doles,  or  articles  of 
sustenance,  the  lands  are  to  be  offered  in 
the  first  instancd  in  allotments ;  and, 
whether  the  Charity  Commissioners  will 
take  action  under  the  10th  section  of 
the  Act  in  order  that  the  cottagers  may 
get  the  allotments  they  deBireT 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHEE  (Penrith): 
The  rents  of  the  lands  referred  to  are 
applicable  in  the  manner  mentioned  by 
the  noble  Lord.  The  trustees  bare 
leased  the  land  in  question  for  a  term  of 
seven  years  from  Lady-day  next  to  a 
farmer  on  the  ground  that  his  tender 
was  the  only  desirable  one  out  of  five 
for  the  whole  land.  This  action  does 
not,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners, constitute  a  violation  of 
the  4th  section  of  the  Allotments  Exten- 
sion Act,  1882,  inasmuch  as  lands,  the 
rent  of  which  is  so  applied,  ore  held  by 
them  not  to  be  within  the  meanii^  of 
that  section. 

Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Birmingham. 
Bordesley)  was  proceeding  to  put  a 
further  question,  when  Mr.  Speaker 
ruled  that  it  was  ont  of  order,  and  that 
notice  must  he  given. 

yiscoUMT  EBRrNGTON"  gave  notice 
that  upon  an  early  opportunity  ho  would 
call  attention  to  the  action  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners. 

SWAZILAND. 
Mr.  BAUMANN  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
bam)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonics  whether  it  is 
true  that  a  filibustering  expedition  of 
Boers  has  crossed  the  Limpopo  Biver  into 


Matabili  country ;  if  so,  whether  the 
Government  intend  to  take  any  steps  to 
protect  Lobengnla's  kingdom ;  and, 
whether  he  will  lay'upon  the  Table  ns 
soon  as  possible  a  Copy  of  Sir  Francis  de 
Winton's  Report  on  Swaziland  1 

BAEOif  H.  DE  WORMS:  Recent  tele- 
grams received  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment from  South  Africa  show  that  no. 
such  espedition  has  taken  place.  I  have 
already  stated  in  reply  to  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  that  Sir  Francis  de  Winton's 
Eapcrt  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  with 
other  Papers  in  due  course. 

IRISH  LIGHT  RAILWAYS. 

CoLOKEL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  he  lias  received  the 
Reports  of  the  Irish  Board  of  Works  on 
the  various  Light  Railways  promoted 
under  the  Act  of  last  Session ;  and, 
whether  the  Treasury,  will  propose 
agreements  to  the  promoters  in  time  to 
he  arranged  before  the  approaching 
Spring  Assizes  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  r  I  hare 
not  received  the  Reports  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  but  no 
time  will  be  lost  in  coming  to  a  deci- 
sion. 

Mb.  HALLEY  STEWART  (Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  following 
statement  in  the  Freeman's  Journal, 
referring  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
Board  of  Works  under  "The  Light 
Railways  (Ireland)  Act,  1889  :"— 

"  The  reporta  of  the  proc«ediag«  tbow  tbat 
when  Mr.  Jamsi  Barton,  C.E.,  tat  M  a  Com- 
miB^ODSr  in  Oalws^ir  it  became  bia  duty  to 
inquire  into  the  menta  of  four  rival  achemas 
for  connectiD^  Qalwav  with  Clifden,  for  one  of 
which  the  engineGi  who  prepared  the  plana  and 
Bnrvsya  waa  Mr.  Jaie«B  Frioe,  C.E.  A  few 
daya  later  Ur.  Barton  tuma  up  in  Donegal  the 
promoting  engiaeer  o(  a  line  in  that  couDty — 
which  has  alio  aeveral  competiton— before  the 
aame  Ur.  Price,  acling  ta  a  Commiaaioaer  in 
Donegal :" 

whether  the  engineers  of  the  successful 
lines  will  be  entitled  to  considerable  sums 
of  money  in  fees  ;  and,  whether  he  will 
take  steps  to  prevent  persons  who  have 
themselves  pecuniary  interests  in  schemes 
promoted  under  this  Act  from  taking 
any  fnrther  part  in  its  administration? 
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Mb.    JACKSON  :    My  aitention   was  that  proper  precautions  were  taken.    The 

called  to  the  paragraph  by  the  hon.  Mem-  chairmen  of  the  inquiries  were  men  of 

Ws  question.     Perhaps  my  best  answer  eminence  and  undoubted  responsibiHty, 

.„  ,    ♦        ...      ,  ^       •'-       , .           ,  snd  I  have  never  heard  one  smgle  word 

will  be  to  refer  him  to  an  advertisement  ^^  complaint 

which  appeared  in  the  same  paper   on  ^^^     ^-  t-K-rr^^r  r-n,  i^i'     />.       .       -m- \ 

xi_     ^..i_    CT              i.   xi_     iT    fxf  XXI.  *Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublm  County,  N.): 

the  7th  of  January,  to  the  effect  that  the  ^       ^,     ,        r^     \             ,    .^  .1    ^  -»/ 

^       .     i.  T       .       .  .     .1      ^•  ^  .      -1  Does  the  hon.  Gentleman  admit  that  Mr* 

Court  of  Inquiry  into  the  light  railway  _,    .                       .   .    -,  .              *          ^m- 

-           i.      T-.          1         1  ■•  1                    1  Barton  was  appointed  to  report  on  Mr. 

schemes  for  Donegal  would  be  composed  p^^^,^    geheme;  and  Mr.  Price  on  Mr. 

of    Major    General    Hutchinson,    R.E.,  Barton's  scheme  ? 

Inspector  of  RaUways  to  the  Board  of  ^^^    JACKSON :  I  believe  it  is    the 

Trade ;    Mr.   James    Price,   an  eminent  ^^  ^^^  ^^  far  as  I  am  able  to  judge, 

Irish    engineer;    Mr.    Edwin    Liller,    a  there  is  not  the  smallest  reason  to  doubt 

gentleman  of  great  experience  in  railway  the  absolute  impartiality  of  both  of  these- 

business  ;  and  Mr.  W.  L.  Micks,  Inspector  gentlemen. 

to  the  Local  Government  Board  ;  while  ♦Mr.  CLANCY  :  Will  the  hon.  Gentle- 
for  Galway  the  Court  was  composed  of  man  explain  how  it  came  about  that  Mr- 
Sir  John  Ball  Greene,  the  Commissioner  Barton  was  allowed  to  report  upon  Mr. 
of    Valuation    in    Ireland ;  Mr.    James  Price's  scheme  and  that  Mr.  Price  was 
Barton,  an  Irish  engineer  of  eminence ;  allowed   to   report  upon    Mr.    Barton's 
Mr.  E.  J.  Cotton,  general  manager  of  the  scheme,    when,    according   to  his  own 
Belfast  Northern  Counties  Railway ;  and  statement,  there   were  three  other  en- 
Mr.  Arthur  Bourke,  Local  Government  gineers  engaged  in  each  case  ? 
Board   Inspector.     Every    possible   care  ^^^   JACKSON:    In  both  cases    ihet 
was  taken  to  secure   that  the   inquiries  engineer  was  selected  who  commanded 
should   be   conducted  and  the    Reports  the  general  confidence  of  the  public, 
made  with  absolute  impartiality,  and,  so 

fer  as  I  know,  the  conduct  of  the  inquiry  ^R.  CLANCY  :    When  the  estimates 

has  given  complete  satisfaction,  although,  ^^  brought  on  I  will  call  attention  to 

owing  to   the   great  activity  in   railway  ^^^  matter, 
circles  in  Ireland  produced  by  the  Act,  it 

was  not  possible  to  obtain  the  services  of  FAIR  RENTS, 

railway    engineers    whose     professional  Mr.  M*CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  beg  to 

eminence    would    command   confidence,  ^^  ^he  Chief  Secretarv    to  the    Lord 

and  who  at  the  same  time  were  entirely  t--         j^/^ti      1   \     ^       -»         .« 

unconnected  with  any  scheme  under  the  lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  will 

Act.     The  fees  of  the  engineers  of  sue-  state  how  many  applications  to  fix  fair 

cessful  schemes  will   form  part  of  the  rents  in  the  counties  of  Down  and  Antriin 

cost  of  promotion,  subject  to  the  approval  respectively  remained  undisposed  of  on 

of  the  Treasury.  1st  of  January  last;  how  many  of  these 

Mr.  H.  STEWART:  Having  reference  ^^^^    leasehold    applications,    and   how 

,    ,,     ,     ,                 ,     ^            °  ,.       -  many  m  respect  of  present  tenancies,  and, 

to  the  last  paragraph  of  my  question,  does  ^^mt  number  of  them  were  served  on  the 

the  hon.  Gentleman  approve  of  the  prac-  Land  Commission  prior  to  1st  January, 

tice  of  persons  having  a    pecuniary  in-  1888  ? 

terest  in  schemes  promoted  under  this  Act  ,,      -.*■ »  t^x^t^^t      mi      t      •■   ^ 

taking  a  further  part  in  its  administra-  .  ^«-  MADDEN  :    The  Land  Oonnnis^ 

tion.  sioners  Report  that  the  number  of  fair 

Mr.  JACKSON :  Yes,  Sir;  I  do  approve  ^^*  applications  which  were  undisposed 

of  what  has  been  done.     The  question  of  on  January  1st,  18 90,  were  from  County 

has  been  most  carefully  considered,  and  ^^^^    ^'^^^>  ^^^  ^^^  ^^^^*^  ^^ 

unless  we  had  employed  for  the  inquiry  ^^^^^'     ^'^^«^  ^^^«  .^^^  ^P  *«  ^^^^^« ' 

engineers  brought  over  from  England  or  — ^^   County   Antrim   there   were   755 

some  other  place  than  Ireland,  it  was  im-  yearly  and  809  leasehold  tenancies.     In 

possible  to  take  any  course  other  than  County  Down  there  were  1,460  yearly  and 

that  adopted.      I  have  satisfied  myself  423   leasehold  tenancies.     Of  these  the 
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applications  received  prior  to  January  1, 
1888,  were,  in  County  Antrim  178  yearly 
and  135  leasehold  tenancies;  and  in 
County  Down,  548  yearly  ajid  67  lease- 
hold tenancies. 

NAVAL    AND    MILITARY   ADMINIS- 
TRATION. 

ADMiRAi  FIELD:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  the 
^RojbX  Commission,  presided  over  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Rossendale 
Division,  on  Naval  and  Military  Adminis- 
tration have  agreed  upon  and  presented 
their  Report  to  Her  Majesty;  and, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
advise  that  the  same  be  laid  upon  the  ! 
'Table,  or  such  portions  thereof  as  are  j 
not  of  a  confidential  character  ?  j 

♦The  first  LORD  of  the  TREASURY  j 
XMr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  Westminster) :  • 
Preliminary    reports     from     the    Royal  j 
Commission  in  question  have  been  sub- 
mitted to  Her  Majesty.     They  have  yet, 
however,    to     be     considered    by    Her 
Majesty's   Government ;    but    I   do   not 
doubt   that  they   will   be    presented   to 
Parliament    subject   to    the    reservation 
which     my    hon.    and    gallant    I'riend 
makes. 

THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERB  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  it  is  contemplated  to 
-ask  Parliament  to  vote  any  moneys  for 
'the  expenses  of  all  or  any  of  the  wit- 
nesses before  the  Special  Commission  to 
dnquire  into  charges  and  allegations 
against  Members  of  Parliament  and 
others  ? 

Mr.  JACKSOIsT  :  I  have  been  asked 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to 
answer  this  question.  No  such  applica- 
tion has  been  made  to  the  Treasury,  nor 
■am  I  aware  of  any. 


DEBATE  ON  THE  ADDRESS-  PERSONAL 
EXPLANATION. 

Mr.  MACNEILL  (Donegal,'  S.) : 
May  I  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  Hous6 
while  I  make  a  personal  explanation  ? 
On  Friday  night,  in  answer  to  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  who  read 
an  extended  extract  from  the  charge  of 
Baron  Dowse,  I  said  that  Baron  Dowse,  in 
open  Court  remarked  that  a  Resident 
Magistrats  could  no  more  draw  up  a  case 
than  he  could  -write  a  Greek  ode.  I 
think  it  only  fair  to  the  learned  Judge, 
who  has  been  a  distinguished  member  of 
this  House,  to  read  the  following  ex- 
planation which  I  have  received  from 
him  : — "My  dear  Mac  Neill " [Minis- 
terial laughter]  Yes.  Baron  Dowse  is 
an  irremovable,  and  therefore  is  un- 
doubtedly able  to  address  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber with  courtesy. 

"  My  dear  Mac  Neill  "—"I  observe  by  the 
morning  papers  that  you  have,  no  doubt  un- 
intentionally, misrepresented  what  I  said 
recently  in  Court.  There  was  some  observation 
made  about  the  delay  in  settling  a  special  case, 
and  it  was  stated  that  the  Justices  had*  to  get 
assistance  in  settling  the  case.  I  remarked 
that  country  Justices  might  as  well  be  asked  to 
write  a  Greek  ode  as  to  state  a  case  without 
assistance.  I  did  not  mention  Resident 
Magistrates,  nor  did  I  intend  to  allude  to  them 
in  any  way.    Very  truly  yours,  W.  Dowse." 

My    only    excuse   for    mentioning  this 

matter    is    that    through  a    pardonable 

mistake  I  had  thought  the   observation 

of  Baron   Dowse   was  made   in  a  case 

which   came   before  him,  not  from  the 

ordinary   Justices,  but  from  a  Coercion 

Court.     In  another  case,  however,  which 

did    come  from  a    Coercion  Court  the 

learned  Judge  said: — 

"  There  are  several  things  which  I  have 
never  been  able  to  understand  in  the  course  of 
my  life,  and  one  is  the  mind  of  Local  Justices, 
or  how  they  bring  their  mind  to  bear  on  a  case  ; 
and  I  am  less  able  to  understand  very  often  the 
state  of  mind  of  the  Justices  of  whose  legal 
competence  the  Lord  Lieutenant  is  satisfied." 


Copy  ordered, 


TRUSTEE  SAVINGS  BANKS. 


'<  Of  Return  in  the  following  form,  from  each  Trustee  Savings  Banks  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
showing  the  whole  of  the  transactions  which  took  place  in  the  year  ended  the  20th  day  of 
November  1869,  so  far  as  regards  moneys  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Trustees  of  such  Savings 
Banks  for  investment  other  than  with  the  Commissioners  for  the  Reduction  of  the  National 
Debt,  pursuant  to  the  16th  section  of  the  Act  26  and  27  Vic.  c.  87  ;  also  showing,  at  the  20th 
^y  of  November  1889,  the  Hability  of  the  Trustees  of  such  Savings  Banks  to  Depositors  in  res- 
Doct  of  moneys  received  for  investment  pursuant  tojthe  said  lOih  section  of  the  Act  26  and  27 
Vic.  c.  87,  and  the  nature  and  amount,  in  detail,  of  all  assets  including  the  reserve  fund  (if  any) 
iield  to  meet  the  same :  " — 
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Beturn  of  Transactions  pursuant  to  the  16th  section  of  the  Act  26  and  27  Vic. 

c.  87,  and  the  Rule  of  the  Savings  Bank. 

Br. 


Uninvested  Balance  in  hands  of  the  Treasurer  at  20th  November,  1888. 

Sums  received  from  Depositors  for  Investment  in  the  year  ended  20th  No- 
vember,   1889 -         ••         •• 

Interest  received  from  Investments  in  the  year  ended  20th  November,  1889 

Sums  received  for  Kecurities  Sold  or  Paid  oflf  in  the  year  ended  20th  No- 
vember,  1889,  viz.  :— 


Amount 


Nature  of  Security 


Sums  Received 


for£ 


i. 


I 


Other  Receipts  (in  detail) 


Sums  Received. 


£  ! 


Cr. 


d. 


Sums  paid  to  Depositors  in  respect  of  Investments  in  year  ended   20th 
November,  1«89         

Sums  paid  to  Depositors  for  Interest  on  Investments  in  year  ended  20th 
November,  1889  

Sums  paid  for  Management  

Sums  paid  for  Commission  on  Purchases  and  Sales  of  Securities,  year 
ended    20th    November,  1889         

Sums  paid  for  Securities  Bought  in  the  year  ended  20th  Nov.,  1889,  viz.  ;— 


Amount 


Nature  of  Security  Sums  Paid 


forJe 


I 


I 


I 


Uninvested  Balance  in  the  hands  of  the  Treasurer  at  the  20th  Nov.  1889. 

£ 


[•  Liability  to  Depositors  at  the  20th  day  of  November,  1889,  in 
respect  of  Moneys  received  for  Investment  pursuant  to  the 
16th  section  of  the  Act  26  and  27  Vic.  c.  87         


Sums  Paid. 


s. 
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Nature  and  Amount,  in  detail,  of  all  Assets,  including  the  Reserve  Fund  (if  any> 
held  out  to  meet  above  Liability  to  Depositors, »  pursuant  to  the  16th  section 
of  the  Act  26  and  27  Vic.  c.  87  :— 


Nature  of  Assets. 


Uninvested  Balance  in  Treasurer's  Hands 


£ 
£ 
£ 
£ 


Amount  of  Assets. 


We  do  hereby  certify  that  the  afore^ing  is  a  true  account. 

Witness  our  hands  this  day  of 

)  Two  Trustees  (or)  Two  Managers 

(or)  a  Trustee  and  a  Manager  of  Witness 

the  said  Savings  Bank. 


] 


189    . 
/  Secretary 


\ 


or 


Actuary. 


(in  continuation  of  Parliamentay  Paper,  No.  64,  of  Session  1889.)"— (J/r.  Jackson.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed^ 


oopy  pi 
[No.  51.] 


POST  OFFICE  TELEGRAPHS. 
Copy  ordered. — 

**  Of  Account  showing  the  gross  amount  re- 
ceived and  the  gross  amount  expended  in 
respect  of  fthe  Telegraph  Service,  from  the 
date  of  the  [transfer  of  the  Telegraphs  to  the 
State  to  the  3 1st  day  of  March  1889  (in  con- 
tinuation of  Parliamentary  Paper,  Ko.  39,  of 
Session  1889.'*— (if r.  Jacknn.) 

Copy  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  50.] 

SAVINGS  BANKS. 
Return  ordered — 

**  From  each  Savings  Bank  in  England  and 
Wales,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  containing,  in 
columns,  the  names  of  the  Officers,  their  respec- 
tive salaries,  and  other  allowances,  if  any ;  the 
amount  of  security  each  gives ;  the  number  of 
accounts  remaining  open;  the  total  amount 
owing  to  depositors ;  the  total  amount  invested 
with  the  Commissioners  for  the  Reduction  of 
the  National  Debt ;  the  rate  of  interest  paid  to 
depositors  on  the  various  amounts  of  deposit, 
and  the  average  rate  of  interest  on  all  accounts ; 
the  total  amount  of  Government  Stock  standing 
to  the  credit  of  depositors  ;  and  the  total  amount 
of  the  separate  Surplus  Fund  on  the  20th  day 
of  November,  1889 ;  the  rate  per  centum  per 
annum  on  the  capital  of  the  Bank  for  the  ex- 
penses of  management ;  the  annual  number  of 
receipts  from  depositors  ;  the  annual  number  of 
payments ;  the  average  amount  of  receipts ;  the 
average  amount  of  payments  ;  the  number  and 
amount  of  annuities  granted ;  the  annual  ex- 
penses of  management,  inclusive  of  all  pay- 


ments and  salaries,  for  the  year  ended  the  20tb 
day  of  November,  1889  ;  also  the  year  in  which 
business  commenced  in  each  Bank,  and  the- 
name  of  the  day  or  days,  and  the  number  of 
hours  in  the  week,  on  which  the  Banks  are 
open  for  the  deposit  and  withdrawal  of  moneys ; 
including  in  such  Return  a  list  of  all  such  Savings 
Banks  as,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  26 
Vic.  c.  14,  or  otherwise,  have  been  closed  and 
have  transferred   their   funds,    or    any    part 
therenf ,   to  the   Post   Office  Savings  Banks  ^ 
showing,  in  each  case,  the  number  of  such 
Banks,  as  well  as  the  number  and  amount  of~ 
Depositors*   accounts  so  transferred,  and  the 
amount  of  compensation,  if  any,  made  to  all 
or  any  of  the  Officers  of  such  Banks  respec- 
tively ;  and  lowing  also  the  years  in   which- 
such    Banks    were    respectively    opened  and 
closed,  and  the  number  and  amount  of   their 
Depositors*  balances,  and  the  number  of  day» 
and  hours  in  each  week  on  which  the  Bam& 
Banks  were  open  for  public  business  at  tho- 
close  of   the  year  next  preceding  the  date  of 
such  closing;    distinguishing  the  same,  as  ixk^ 
the    form  of  the  Return,  for  each   separate 
county,  as   well   as  collectively,  for  England 
and  Wales,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  and  for  th& 
United  Kingdom  (in  continuation   of  Parlia- 
mentary Paper,  No.  291,  of  Session  1889)." — 
(Mr.  Jfaelure.) 

EAST  INDIA  (AGE  OF  CANDIDATES^ 
FOR  THE  CIVIL  SERVICE.) 

Address  for — ■ 

"  Copy  of  Minutes  of  Dissent  from  the  Des- 
patch addressed  to  the  Government  of  India, 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council,  regarding^ 
the  .ige  of  Candidates  for  the  Indian  Civil  Ser- 
vice."—(Afr.  Mark  Stewart.) 
Z  2 


-(.Vr. 


MEETING  OF  THE  HOUSE  (ASH 
WEDNESDAY). 
(4.3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
poa^d,   "  That  this  House  will  meet  to- 
morrow, at   Two    of  the   clock. 
William  Henry  Smith.) 

(4.5.)  Mb.  CAINE  (Barrow) :  I  think 
the  leader  of  the  House  cannot  be  aware 
of  the  banign  influenca  of  his  adminis- 
tration on  this  venerable  eccleaiasticiil 
.superatition.  In  1882,  under  the  leader- 
ship of  Mr.  Gladstone,  only  36  membera 
could  be  found  to  protest  against  this 
-annual  Motion  ;  but  in  1888  the  number 
rose  to  91,  and  in  1889  to  112.  I  hc^e 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  now  aae 
hia  way  to  withdraw  the  Motion. 

(4.6.)  SiRG.CAMPBELL(Kirkcaldy)- 
Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  make  an  ap- 
peal to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  do  not 
know  whether  he  haa  observed  that  in 
■the  event  of  a  Division  being  taken  to- 
night the  first  Motion  on  the  Paper  for 
to-morrow  would  be  a  Scotch  Motion 
upon  a  subject  of  considerable  im- 
portance, in  which  a  great  many  of  the 
Scotch  Membera  take  a  deep  interest.  I 
have  no  objection  to  any  reb'gious  form 
which  hon.  Members  may  wiah  to 
observe ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  be  aware  that  so  far  as  the  Scotch 
Membera  are  concerned  they  take  no 
interest  whatever  in  Ash  Wednesday. 
Then  why,  in  the  interests  of  the  public 
service,  and  of  the  businea.s  of  this  house, 
should  not  the  extra  two  hours  to-morrow 
be  utilised  by  the  Scotch  Membera  for 
the  diacneaion  of  Scotch  affairs,  while 
those  hon.  Members  who  wish  to  observe 
Ash  Wednesday  are  attending  church  ? 
If  thia  Motion  is  pasaed  those  two  hours 
will  bs  absolutely  wasted. 

•(4.9.)  Mb. W.H.  SMITH  :Aaamatter 
of  courtesy  tothe  hon.  Gentleman  it  is  only 
right  I  should  aay  that,  although  I  am 
often  charged  with  want  of  care  for 
the  traditions  of  the  House,  I  feel 
bound  to  press  this  Motion  so  that 
the  House  may  conform  to  a  rule  which 
has  beenobserved  from  time  immemorial. 
I  am  sure  that  Scotch  Members  will  not 
complain  if  they  are    asked    to  diacnsa 
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goes,  the  House  ia  generally  m.uch  fuller 
at  2  o'clock  than  at  12. 

(4.10.)  Mr.  R.  CHAMBERLAIN 
(Islington,  W.)  :  I  rise,  with  some  diffi- 
dence, to  correct  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, but  I  think  that  in  1884,  under  the 
guidance  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Memberfor 
Rossendale  (the  Marquis  of  Hartingttm), 
a  Motion  similar  to  that  now  before  tbe 
House  was  withdrawn,  and  the  House 
met  on  Ash  Wednesday  at  12  o'clock. 

(4.11.)  Da.  TANNER:  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  why  he  rfiould  per- 
sist in  wasting  the  time  of  the  House. 
Will  he  give  us  a  distinct  assurance 
that  in  regard  to  the  remaining 
Amendments  to  the  Addresa,  he  will  not 
proceed  deliberately  to  dotare  tliem 
after  having  wasted  two  hours  of  the 
public  time  J 


(4.12).  The  House  divided :— Ayes 
207  ;  Noes,  106.— (Div.  List,  No.  2.) 

BUSINESS  0FTHEH0USE(ADJ6UENED 
DEBATE  ON  THE  ADDRESS). 

Ordered,  Tbat  the  Order  of  the  Day  (or  re- 
BumEog  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  tb&  Addresa 
in  answer  to  Her  Mitjaaty'e  Speecb.  havA 
precedence  this  day  of  the  Notices  of  Motion. 
and  to-morrow  of  the  other  Order*  of  the 
Day.  -[Mr.  WiUi»»i  Benrg  Smith). 

MOTION. 


COUNTY  COUNCILS   ASSOCIATION  BIPEN8ES. 

Od  Uotion  of  Sir  Ughtred  Ray-ShutUa- 
vorth :  Hill  to  remove  doubts  as  to  Uio 
legality  of  certain  FaymentB  bj  County  Coun- 
cils, ordered  to  be  brougbt  io  by  Hit  Ugh- 
tred  Kay-Shuttleworth,  Sir  John  Kenoamif, 
Sir  William  Houldsworth,  Mr.  Stanefeld,  and 
Mr.  Winlerbotham. 

BiU  Frewnted  and  read  flrat  time.     [BUI  1S3] 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


address  in  answer  to  her  ma- 
jesty's  most  obacious  speech. 

[adjourned  debate.] 
Order  read,  for   resuming   Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Ques- 
tion [14th  February.]— [See  page  332,] 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  those 
words  be  there  inserted. " 
Debate  resumed. 
"(4.22.)    Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNER- 


Scotch    affairs    at  2  o'clock   instead   of    MAN  (Stirling) :  There  are  two  distinct 
,  b;cauS3,  as  far  as    my  obssrvatiun  j  matters  in  respect  of  which  the  Amend- 
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ment    before  the    House    impugns    the 
policy   of    Her    Majesty's    Government 
in    Ireland.      These     are,  on    the    one 
hand,  the  manner  in  which  they  have 
exercised  the  po\?ers  of  the  law  ;  and,  on 
the  other,  the  attitude  they  have  adopted 
towards  Irish  tenants  striving  to  obtain 
relief  from  what  they  feel  to  be  excessive 
rents.    With  regard  to  the  administration 
of  the  law,  not  only  of  the  Crimes  Act, 
but  of  thos3  other  Acts  which  are  used 
as  ancillary  to  it,  such  as  the  old  and 
fusty     statute    of     Edward     III.,    and 
a   new    friend,    introduc.d    to    us    the 
other  day    by    the   Attorney    General, 
the  Towns    Improvement   Act,   I   wish 
to    point    out    to  the    Chief    Secretary 
and  to  his  colleagues  that  after  all  he 
does  not  advance  his  case,  except  from 
the  merest  partisan    point  of  view,  by 
triumphantly  asserting  that  things  which 
happened  now  happened  equally  under  the 
Liberal  Administration  of  former  years. 
If  it  is  said  .that  men  are  now  prosecuted 
and  punished  for    winking,  or  smiling, 
or  for  printing  a  paragraph  of  news  in  a 
paper,  we  ara  immediately  reminded  that 
under  the  Crimes  Act  of  1882  a  man  might 
b3  taken  up  and  put  in  prison  for  being 
out  of   doors   after    sunset.     If   a   resi- 
dent magistrate  gives  a  decision  which 
is  irreconcilable  with  common  sense  and 
justice,    then   we     are    told    that     the 
magistrate     was     appointed     by     Lord 
Spencer,  or,  at  all  events,  that  he  escaped 
removal   from   the   Bench    when    Lord 
Spencer  purged  the  roll.     Even  if  that 
argument  was  well  grounded,  it  is  only  a 
rhetorical    argument  which    appeals  to 
Party  passion,  and  is  no  justification  for 
an   entire  policy   of   Irish   government, 
and   it    is    an    entire    policy  of    Irish 
government  that   we   condemn.     But  I 
traverse  that  argument  on  more   than 
one  ground.     In  the  first  place,  we  do 
not  claim  infallibility  for  Lord  Spencer 
in  his  judgment  of  the  character    and 
ability  of  the  resident  magistrates ;  and 
in  the  second  place  Lord  Spencer  never 
anticipated,  when  these  gentlemen  were 
appointed,  that  they  would  be  intrusted 
with  powers  of  summary   jurisdiction  in 
respect     of    some      of    the    most    deli- 
cate  questions   of  the  latv.      Again,  the 
powers  under   the  Act  of  1882  were  in 
the    main    applied    to    crime   and   not 
agrarian  or  political  movements,  which 
is  the    sole  object   for    which   the    Go- 
vernment    now     employ     them.        In 


the  third   place   these  Powers,  such  as 
they   were,  were,  in   my   opinion,  used 
with  a   care  and  circumspection  under 
Lord  Spencer  which  are  not  discernible 
under      the      present    Administration. 
Lord     Spencer     kept    an     exceedingly 
finn  and   tight  hand  over  the  action  of 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown.      There 
is  no  evidence  of  such   care  nowadays ; 
but,  on  the  contrary,  we  see  action  of  the 
most    eccentric     character,    and    often 
characterised  apparently  by  the  greatest 
indifference.       For  instance,  one  offence 
committed  by  a    man  is   often  split  up 
so  as  te  constitute  half  a  dozen  offences  ; 
he    is  tried   and    punished  for   each  of 
them,  and    he     may  consider    himself 
lucky      if,    in      addition,     he     is     not 
called     upon    to     find     bail    for     good 
behaviour  and   to  go   to  prison  in    de- 
fault.    We  see  an  offence  committed  by 
several   men :    yet   one  only   is   prose- 
cuted,  while    the   rest    are  left  alone. 
We    have   seen  prosecutions  vigorously 
begun  and  suddenly  dropped;  speeches 
made  or  paragraphs  published  in  a  news- 
paper, and  no  action  taken  week  after 
week   and  month  after  month  ;  but  at 
length,   when   the   matter   has    become 
quite   stale,  the   person  who   made  the 
speech    or   published   the   paragraph   is 
proceeded  against  just  at  a  time  when 
he  is  engaged   in  some  action  of  which 
the  Government  do  not  approve,  or  when 
his   associates  and    the  organisation    to 
which  he  belongs  are  engaged  in  some 
such  action.     There  was   a  remarkable 
instance    of    this    in     connection   with 
the    estate    of  Lord  Clanricarde.     Here 
there  was  a  chain  of  such  occurrences, 
culminating  in  the  prosecution  of  the  ban. 
Member  for  Kerry  for  an  offence  ooim- 
mitted  months  before,  and  his  oonaeqiieiit 
punishment  by  imprisonment  whidi 
pened  to  occur  at  the  very  moment  Ik ^ 
engaged  in  collecting,  rebutting 
in    that    county    to    be 
the  Commission  at  the 
London.     These  are  tUafpi: 
difficult  for  us  to  ui  " 
a  lawyer,  and  I  only  tefei 
of  these  matte  rH  ;  hoi  I 
course  which  in  folkwwi  a 
not  possibly  bit  MhnmAi 
land.  It  is  n\y 
mitte'd  in  KiiKkai  Am 
endeavour  </>[''  " 
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bsen  engaged  in  the  offence  they  are  all 
•dealt    with    alike.      That   is   the    tusnal 
practice,  1  understand.     There  may  have 
been  exceptions,  indeed  we  have  heard 
ramours  recently  of  such  an  exception, 
but    we    know    that    here  the    authori- 
ties     are      not      in      the       habit     of 
ticting    capriciously    in    these     matters. 
But  I  observe  that  in  cases  in  Ireland, 
where  the  course  of  the  administration 
of  justice  has  been  unusually  oppressive 
-or  eccentric,  it  has  been  urged  on  behalf 
of  the  Chief  Secretary,  either  by  himself 
or   by   one    of    his    acolytes,    that    the 
•matter  is  one  which  is  in  the  hands  of 
iihe  Law  Officers,  that  the  law  takes  its 
course,  and  that  he  has  nothing  to   do 
with   it.     I  will  take   this  opportunity, 
wiien  I  refer   to  those  who  assist  the 
Chief  Secretaiy,  of  expressing  the  pleasure 
with  which  we  all  listened  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dover,  and  I  am 
glad  to  welcome  him  to  this  House   as 
one   who  gives  promise    of  future   dis- 
tinction.      At  the   same   time,   we  are 
glad  on  another  ground  to  see  the  hon. 
Member  appear  personally  in  the  House, 
because   his   appearance    dissipates    the 
suspicion  which  was  beginning  to  arise 
thai  the  George  Wyndham,  who  was  so 
perpetually  signing  letters  in  the  news- 
papers, was  a^  sort  of  Mrs.  Harris  of  the 
Irish  Office,  a  mere  nominia  umbra  under 
w^hich  the  Chief  Secretary  himself  could 
discharge  some  of  the  cynical  sarcasm, 
which  hardly  befitted  official  communica- 
tion.    But   reverting   to    the    argument 
that  responsibility  in  some  cases  lay  with 
the  Irish  Liw  Officers,  and  not  with  the 
Ohief  Secretary,    I   think   that   nothing 
'Could  be  more  unfortunate  than  that  the 
Irish  Government  should  adopt  such  a 
view.     Although   I    have    the    highest 
respact  for  the  Law  Officers  with  whom  I 
am  acquainted,  and  admire   the  ability 
and  zeal  they  display,  yet  I  must  point 
•out  that  they  have  been  nurtured  in,  and 
:are     saturated    with,     the     ideas     and 
.traditions  of    the  old   system   of    legal 
administration  in  Ireland,  which  in  the 
past  has    been   unscrupulous   and   mis- 
•chievous,  and  the  cause  of  the  greater 
part  of  the  difficulties  in  that  country. 
I  will  give  a  small  instance  which  shows 
the   sort  of  spirit    which   pervades  the 
ivdministration  of  justice   in  Ireland,  and 
peoples  ideas  with  regard  to  it.      What 
-could  be  more  absurd  than  that  when  a 
^decision  or  charge  of  a  Judge   is  quoted 
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by  the  Government  as  being  adverse  to 
our  views  it  is  read  from  the  Ministerial 
Bench  with  a  look  of  triumph  directed 
at  us,  and  we  are   informed  that    the 
Judge  was  appointed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
thus  disclosing  the  fact  that,  in  the  eyes 
of  the  people  of  Ireland,  it  is  expected 
that  the  views  of  a  Judge  on  the  Bench 
will   be   more   or  less  coloured  by   his 
party  feelings.     I  do  not  think  that  such 
a  question  would  come  up  with  regard  to 
any  English  Judge.     I  think  this  very 
fact  makes  it  all  the  more  important  that 
there  should  be  efficient  control  over  the 
zeal  and  misdirected  energy  of  the  Irish 
Law  Officers.     For  the  performance   of 
this    duty     we    look    to    the     political 
Governor  of  Ireland.  It  ought  to  be  one 
of  his  chief  duties  in  the  agitated  con- 
dition of  the  countrv.     But  even  if  that 
were  not  so,  the  Government  could  not 
contend  thstt  they  are  not  responsible. 
In  the  case  of  the  present  Government, 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  who  is 
the  principal  Law  Officer  of   the  Crown, 
is  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet,  so  that  the 
contention  cannot  be  maintained  that  the 
Law  Officers  alone  are  responsible.   The 
Chief  Secretcuy  and  his   colleagues  are 
not  only  high  officers  of  State,  but  also 
Members    of    the    Cabinet:    they    are 
responsible   for  the   acts   of    their   col- 
leagues in  the  Cabinet — for  every  step 
taken  and  every  prosecution  instituted, 
for    everything   done    in   carrying    out 
the     law    in    Ireland ;    and    this    fact 
seems  to  me  to  import  into  the  action 
of  the  Law  Officers    a    direct    political 
significance,  because  it  has  tlie  sanction 
of  a    Cabinet  Minister,   who  is    respon- 
sible    for    these    duties.       When     this 
comparison   is  made  ^  between    the    past 
and  the  present  we  must  not  omit   to 
notice    the   points   of   difference   in  the 
situation  and  in  the  condition  of  Ireland, 
and  in  the  object  for  which  exceptional 
legislation  has  been  granted.      But  what 
is  the  value  of  such  a  comparison  1     The 
whole  case  lies  in  this — that  on  this  side 
of  the  House  we  have  avowedly  learned 
by   experience   that   our  old  policy  was 
wrong,  and  we  maintain  that  there  can 
be  no  real  pacification  of  Ireland  while 
the  scandal  exists  of  the  alienation  of  the 
whole  sympathy  of  tlie  people  from  the 
administration     of     justice,     and     that 
scandal,  by  such  proceedings  as  we  ha^'e 
seen  during  the  last  two  years,  the  Govern- 
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ment  are  doing  their  best  to  cx)ntinne. 
I  am  not  one  who  would  deny  the  neces- 
sitj  in  some  cases  for  exceptional  legisla- 
tion; in  some  cases  it  may  be  necessary 
even  to  govern  a  country  by  martial  law, 
suspending  all  civil  rights.   But  what  we 
•on   this  side  of   the  House  maintain  is 
that  in  Ireland  at  present  no  such  neces- 
sity for  any  exceptional  powers  exist,  and 
the   Government   only  allege   that  it  is 
necessary  for  one  purpose.  Plainly  stated, 
that  purpose  is   to  prevent   combination 
by  tenants  for  the  purpose  of   betfcaring 
their  condition.     If  we  survey  Ireland  at 
the   present   moment   we   shall   find    it 
•divided  into   two  parts,  the  one   liappily 
very  much   larger  tlian  the  other.     In 
the^reater  part  comparative  contentment 
and  satisfaction   prevails   in  the  agricul- 
tural  community,  while  ,  in   certain   dis- 
tricts there  is  a  determined  war,  carried 
on  by  eviction  on  the  one  hand  and  com- 
bination, and   in  many  cases  by  boycot- 
ting on  the  other.     There  are  districts 
where  the    people   are    contented   and 
satisfied,     in      which      this    st'tte      of 
things     has      been    produced     by     the 
combination  of   the  tenants,  because  by 
the   Plan  of  Campaign,  or  by  showing 
their  power  they  have  secured  a  settle- 
ment of  their  claims  from  the  landlord. 
Why  in  the  smaller  part  of  the    country 
has  there  been  war  and  strife  ?      It  is  not 
on  account  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign.      In 
many  cases  where  it  has  been  in  force, 
where  it  has  passed    with  wliat  we  are 
told  is    its  withering  and  blighting  in- 
fliuencLS  it   has    left    no  evil  traces  be- 
hind, and  is  already  forgott3n   and  for- 
-given.        Where    the    Plan    has    been 
successful    two  things  can  be  generally 
stated.     In    all    cases   where    a  settle- 
ment has  been  come  to  the  tenants  have 
been  from  the    first  willing   to   submit 
their  claims  to  arbitration  ;  and,  secondly, 
the  settlement  which  they  have  achieved 
is  quite  as  favourable  to  them — if   not 
more  so — than  that  which  they  had  offered 
to   the  landlord.       Why  is  it,  then,  that 
this  war  is  maintained  on  estates  like  the 
Ponsonby  and  Olphert  estates  ?      It  is  on 
account  of  the  vindictive  spirit  in  which 
certain    landlords  view  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign.     I  am  ready  to  concede  what  you 
please  about  the  Plan  of  Campaign :  you 
may  say   that   it   is  immoral,  that  it  is 
•illegaL     Supposing  all  that,  what  are  the 
facts  ?     The  tenants   have  combined    in 
those  places   to  strengthen  themselves ; 


being  weak  men  against  powerful  men. 
they    have  adopted   the  Plan  of   Cam- 
paign,   which    involves   paying    into    a 
trust  fund  the  money  which  they    think 
reasonably    payable     to     the     landlord. 
The  money  so  paid  may  be  used,  in  case 
of  necessity,  to  defend  the  rights  of  tho 
tenants.     That  is  what  is  pronounced  to 
be  illegal  and  immoral.  But  when  it  comes 
to  be  admitted  that  on  the  real  merits  of 
the  dispute  the  tenants  are  right,  is  it  to 
be  argued  that  a  settlement  should  be 
refused  and  the  state  of  disturbance  and 
strife  prolonged  because  the  tenants  in 
their  desperation  have   introduced   into 
their  proceedings  that   illegal  element? 
Two  things  cannot  be  denied — first,  the 
claim  of  the  tenants  in  almost  all  those 
cases   is   a    perfectly    just    claim,    and 
accordingly   the    tenants    are    perfectly 
entitled  to  combine  in  order  to  enforce 
it.     The  hon.  Member  for  South  Hunts 
last   night  gave   us   a  long  account  of 
his     action    in     connection     with     the 
Ponsonby  estate.      Let   me    recite    the 
facts.       The    tenants    complained  that 
their  rents  were  too  high,  and  combined 
in  order  to  get  a  reduction.     The  whole 
question  was  on  the  eve  of  settlement, 
ftfter   protracted  negotiations,  when  the 
Member  for  South  Hunts  and  his  friends 
stepped  in  and  stopped  them.     The  hon. 
Member  contends  that  he  and  his  brother 
landlords  have  a  right  to  combine,  because 
it  affected  their  interests  to  have  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  successful  in  their  neigh- 
bourhood.    I  admit  the  right  to  combine 
in  those  circumstances.    I  admit  the  doc- 
trine of  proximus  ardit — that  when  your 
neighbour's  house  is  on  fire  you  may  take 
steps  to  save  your  own.     But  the  action 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Hunts  was 
naturally  resented  by  the  tenants,  not 
only  on  the  Ponsonby  estate,  but  else- 
where throughout  Ireland,  and  amongst 
other  places  on  the  hon.  Member's  own 
estata    in  Tipperary.     A  deputation   of 
those  tenants  waited  on  the  hon.  Member 
in  London  and  requested  him  to  with- 
draw  from  the  landlords'  combination, 
The  hon.  Member  refused  that  request. 
It  is  stated  he  said  he  would  see  them 
hanged   first.     Whether   he    used    that 
expression  or  more  courteous  language  I 
know  not ;  but  the  fact  remains  that  he 
based  his  refusal,  as  he  told  us  last  night, 
upon  the    plea    that  it  was  no  earthly 
business  of  theirs.     His  doctrine,  there- 
fore, amounts    to   this — that    landlords 
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are  entitled  to  combine  to  help  their 
neighbours  who  are  in  distress  ;  bnt  the 
tenants  in  similar  cirenmstances  are  told 
it  is  no  earthly  business  of  theirs. 
The  result  is  that  the  town  of  Tipper- 
arj  is  almost  deserted,  and  flourishing 
shopkeepers  and  others  have  been  content 
to  suffer  loss,  having  been  evicted  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Hunts,  all  be- 
cause they  said  that  if  the  Ponsonby 
syndicate  were  successful  there  woold  be 
injury  done  to  the  whole  farming  class 
in  Ireland.  The  state  of  things  in  Tip- 
perary  at  this  moment  is  altogether 
unparalleled.  It  may  be  said  this  is  in 
consequence  of  boycotting,  but  I  cannot 
see  that  that  is  so  in  the  case  of  Tipper- 
ary,  because  it  is  quite  impossible  such  a 
state  of  things  could  be  brought  about  un- 
less it  was  supported  not  by  the  dictatorial 
will  of  one  or  two  persons,  or  any  body 
of  men,  but  by  the  united  feeling  and 
sense  of  the  whole  community.  It  is 
perfectly  obvious  that  public  feeling  in 
Tipperary  is  uoanimous  to  an  extent 
which  has  not  been  openly  shown  in  any 
other  part  of  Ireland.  In  London  during 
the  late  dock  strike,  when  intimidation 
was  extensively  practised,  and  some  men 
actually  suffered  personal  violence,  there 
was  an  appeal  made  to  the  Home  Secre- 
tary by  the  dock  owners  for  assistance 
from  the  forces  of  the  Crown,  but  the 
Home  Office  refused  that  assistance. 
[Mr.  Matthews  :  No.]  If  not  the  Home 
OfiBce  the  police.  [Mr.  Matthews  :  No.] 
At  any  rate,  the  assistance  was  withheld 
or  not  given.  Why?  Because  the 
general  sense  of  the  community  sup- 
ported the  strikers. 
•(4.56.)  The  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOB  THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.)  :  This  is  a 
matter  really  so  important  that  it  ought 
not  to  pass  without  correction.  It  is 
absolutely  incorrect  to  say  that  either 
the  Home  Office  or  the  police  refused  to 
check  anything  resembling  violence  or 
intimidation.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
knows  as  well  as  I  do  that  there  is  an 
enactment  qualifying  the  Law  t  f  Con- 
spiracy in  the  case  of  combinations 
"  in  furtherance  of  a  trade  dispute " ; 
but  that  statute  stands  alone,  and  it  does 
not  extend  to  agrarian  disputes.  I  only 
state  the  words  of  the  Statute  of  1875, 
which  takes  out  of  the  Common  Law  of 
England  certain  combinations  in  further- 
ance of  trade  disputes.  That  Statute 
Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 


applies  to  Ireland,  and  would  be  con^ 
strued  in  Ireland  in  the  same  way  as  ia 
England*  But,  on  the  other  hand,  thei 
assistance  of  the  police  was  never, 
throughout  the  dock  strike,  either  with- 
held, not  given,  or  refused  in  any  case  o£ 

•(4.58.)  Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
MAN  :  I  am  exceedingly  obliged  to  the^ 
right  hon.  Grcntleman  for  correcting  my 
mistake  in  supposing  some  particular  ac- 
tion had  been  taken  by  the  Home  Office  or 
the  police.  I  am,  however,  bound  to  say  I 
was  introducing  their  action  by  way  oB 
commending  it.  What  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  has  said  establishes  the  very 
contrast  I  was  wishing  to  point  out — 
namely,  that  what  is  right  and  propen- 
when  done  in  England  or  Ireland  in  » 
trade  dispute  is  wrong  and  punishaUe 
under  the  methods  of  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary — whicb 
are  not  tender  methods — in  an  agrarian 
dispute.  I  think  I  have  reason  to  b& 
satisfied  with  the  turn  which  has  been 
given  to  that  part  of  my  argument.  Go- 
ing back  to  the  Ponsonby  dispute,  what 
it  comes  to  is  that  there  has  been  no 
settlement,  because  the  tenants  must  be 
punished  for  having  joined  the  Plan  oi 
Campaign.  The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Hunts  says  that  in  the  dispute  on  the 
Ponsonby  estate  an  offer  of  a  settlement 
has  been  made  to  the  tenants.  Yes  ;  but 
the  terms  of  that  offer  were  such  as  no 
honest  or  fair-minded  man  could  think  of 
accepting.  According  to  the  terms  of 
that  offer,  the  unfortunate  tenants  who 
were  dealt  with  first  and  evicted 
from  their  holdings  are  not  to  shar» 
the  benefits  of  the  arrangement,  but  are 
to  be  left  to  bear  the  consequences  ofi' 
their  action.  Why,  any  set  of  tenants,, 
whether  Irishmen  or  not,  would  be 
unworthy  of  sympathy  if  they  had  noi> 
sufficient  loyalty  to  stand  together  to  see 
that  when  payment  was  secured  those 
who  had  suffered  from  the  very  first  va 
the  effort  to  secure  it  should  receive 
their  full  share.  Such  was  the  spirit  ii» 
which  the  landlords  were  conducting 
their  so-called  campaign,  whilst  the 
Government  were  annoying  the  tenants 
and  their  friends  by  prosecuting  them  on 
niggling  charges.  The  Chief  Secretary  has- 
not  the  courage  to  attack  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  openly,  still  less  has  he  the 
courage  to  meet  his  difficulties  in  a 
nobler  and  wiser  way.     He  lets  things 
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drift.  He  stands  aside  whilst  Lord  Clan- 
ricarde,  supported  by  the  forces  of  the 
Crown,  evicts  tenants  wholesale.  Last 
Session,  when  an  appeal  was  made  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford,  on  bahalf  of  the 
Clanricarda  tenantry,  the  Chief  Secretary 
said — 

"  It  is  not  my  business  to  defend  Lord 
Clanricarda  or  any  other  creditor  in  this 
country.  I  do  not  believe  he  is  worse  than 
many  a  creditor  in  this  country.  Supposing  he 
has  acted  as  hundreds  and  thousands  of  credi- 
tors in  London  act  every  day  of  the  week,  is 
that  a  reason  for  refusing  to  him  the  protection 
that  is  given  every  day  in  London  ?'* 

That  is  the  whole  case  and  the  whole 
point  in  dispute  between  us.  I  deny  in 
toto  that  Lord  Clanricarde  as  a  landlord 
is  a  mere  creditor  in  the  ordinary  sense 
of  the  term.  The  who^e  of  our  land 
legislation  for  the  past  20  years  has  been 
based  on  the  theory  that  a  landlord's 
rent  is  not  like  an  ordinary  creditor's 
debt.  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
and  his  colleagues  may  dislike  that 
theory,  but  they  cannot  logically  de- 
nounce it  now,  because  they  have 
practically  adopted  it  when  legislating  on 
the  Land  Question  in  1887.  They  might 
have  opposed  it  before  1887  ;  but  in  that 
year  they  passed  a  measure  in  which 
even  the  Prime  Minister  said  were 
anti-social  principles  subversive  of  the 
first  rights  of  property.  But  whatever 
they  thought  of  the  measure  they 
passed  it ;  therefore,  it  is  not  for  them 
to  repudiate  the  whole  theory  of  recent 
land  legislation,  which  has  proceeded  on 
the  principle  that  property  in  land  is  not 
like  other  property,  and  that  debt  in 
respect  of  land  is  not  like  other  debt — 
the  Government  being  entitled  to  step  in 
in  one  case  though  not  in  the  other  No 
one  ever  thought  of  proposing  that  we 
should  fix  the  price  of  articles  in  which 
an  ordinary  creditor  deals,  and  in  this 
lies  the  fundamental  fault  and  fallacy 
that  we  exposed  at  the  time  in  the  proposal 
which  was  made  in  1887  for  settling  the 
arrears  question  by  means  of  bankruptcy. 
We  wer3  told  that  the  Government  were 
willing  to  settle  the  arrears  question  on 
condition  that  landlords'  arrears  were  to 
be  put  in  the  same  category  as  other 
debts.  That  was  rejected  by  this  side 
of  the  House,  because  we  recognise 
an  essential  difference  between  the 
two    cases.      I,  therefore,   protest   that 


the  language  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
with  reference  to  the  Clanricarde  estate 
does  not  relieve  him  from  responsibility. 
In  the  interests  of  Ireland,  and  of. 
England  and  Scotland  also,  there  should 
be  a  termination  of  the  scandalous  state- 
of  things  existing  on  that  estate.  Why 
does  not  the  Chief  Secretary  refuse  to  co- 
operate in  carrying  out  those  evictions,  if 
it  is  open  to  him  to  do  it,  as  it  seemed  open 
to  his  predecessor  ?  If  he  holds  that  it  is^ 
not  open  to  him,  there  has  been  ample 
time  during  these  months,  and  even 
years,  to  obtain  powers  from  Parliament 
to  exempt  him  from  the  miserable 
necessity  of  helping  to  devastate  this, 
large  district.  But  I  fear  we  cannot 
expect  to  shake  or  convince  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  by  our  appeals  or 
arguments.  All  we  can  do  is  to  protest^ 
by  such  an  Amendment  as  that  before 
the  House,  against  the  whole  spirit  andr 
object  of  his  policy.  It  is  not  ta 
debates  or  votes  in  this  House,  but  to 
other  circumstances  beyond  our  doors,, 
that  we  look  for  the  acceleration  and 
accomplishment  of  that  entire  change, 
in  the  mode  of  government  in  Ireland,, 
for  which,  with  so  much  hope  and 
patience,  the  Irish  people  wait. 

♦(5-7.)  The  CHIEF  SECRE- 
TARY  FOR  IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  Manchester,  E.)  :  Many  singu- 
lar accusations  are  levelled  against  me 
from  time  to  time,  in  connection  withr 
my  speeches  in  this  House,  by  hon. 
Members  opposite  ;  but  I  think  the 
most  singular  is  that  which  was  first 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  yesterday,  and  was  repeated 
by  some  riirht  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
front  Opposition  bench,  to  the  effect  that 
I  had  no  right  to  "  hang  back  "  in  the. 
debate,  or  to  "lie  in  ambush/'  to  use  the 
words  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork,  but  that  my  duty  was  to* 
speak  at  the  earliest  possible  moment^ 
so  that  I  might  hear  my  speech  mis-r 
represented  and  dissected  for  the  next 
three  days.  Now,  I  have  no  objection 
to  a  speech  of  mine  being  dissected ; 
but  hon.  Members  will  perhaps  recollect 
'  that  this  is  a  Vote  of  Censure  upon  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  that  the  Membeir 
of  the  Government  chiefly  incriminated 
is  myself,  and  that  the  least  you  can  do* 
for  an  incriminated  person  is  to  allow 
him  to  hear  the  accusation  against  hin^ 
before    you    oblige    him   to   reply.     la 
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obedience  to  that  elementary  principle  of 
justice,  I  have  waited  through  the  whole 
course  of  Friday's  debate,  through  Mon- 
day's,  and  through  the   speech   of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down,  in  order  that  Imighthear  what  is  the 
justification  for  this  Vote  of  Censure,  and 
I    am    obliged   to   confess  that    I   still 
wait.     The  hon.  Member  who  began  the 
debate  appeared   himself  to  take    very 
little  interest  in   the   speech   which  he 
delivered    to    the    House.      The     hon. 
Member  covered  but  a  small  portion  of 
the  ground  •  of   his   own    Amendment ; 
and  as  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for    North-East    Cork,   it    appeared    to 
me  to  display  even  more  violence  than 
usual   and  to  contain  evan  less   matter. 
What    am   1   to    say    of    the   speeches 
delivered    from    the    Front    Opposition 
Bench  1     The  right  hon.  Grentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down,  imitating  the  tactics 
which  have  been  habitual  in  this  debate, 
made  the  largest  accusations  against  the 
Oovernment,  bat  supported  them  by  the 
slenderest  proofs.    It  is  now  becoming  the 
custom  of  hon.  Members  opposite  to  use 
a  formula   in  which   they   couch   their 
charges.      They  first  make   some   very 
broad   statement,   and    then    they   say, 
"**  1  will  give  an  instance,"  or  "  a  very 
small  instance  "  (to  quote  the  words  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman),    "to   prove 
my  proposition.'*     Well,  they  give  that 
instance,  and  it  is  &  very  small  instance, 
and  it  does  not  prove  their  proposition. 
Two  other  right  hon.   Gentlemen  have 
spoken  from  the   Front  Bench  opposite 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
5 haw   Lefevre),    and    the     right    hon. 
Member    for    Halifax   (Mr.   Stansfeld). 
I    certainly    thought    that    from    their 
speeches,  at  all^v^nts,  I  should  discover 
what  were  the  malversations  and  mal- 
practices justifying  the  charges  brought 
against   the    Government.       But    those 
two    Gentlemen   were    so    occupied   in 
narrating  their  own  autumn  manoeuvres 
that  they  had  very  little  time  to  give  to 
the  more  important  matters  in  debate. 
"These  rival  managers  of    two  strolling 
companies  seemed    chiefly   absorbed   in 
jealousy  of   each  other.     Each  claimed 
to  be    the   best   representative   of    that 
class   of    itinerant    j)olitician    that    has 
played     so     large     a     part     in     Irish 
politics.        The      right     hon.     Member 
for  Halifax  was  specially  proud  of  the 
magnitude   of   the   meetings    which    he 
J/?'.  A.  J.  Balfour 


addressed,  and  of  the  excellent  receptions 
which  they  gave  him.     The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford,  on  the  other  hand, 
wa«  specially  proud  of  the  fact  that  he 
had    been   thought     worthy     of    police 
surveillance  during  the  whole  time  of 
his  visit  to  Ireland.     I  am  myself  unable 
to  decide  between  the  merits   of  these 
rival  aspirants  to  our  favour.     I  do  not 
know  to  which  I  shall  throw  the  apple 
of  beauty.     I  must,  however,  refer  with 
more   detail    to  one   special    accusation 
brouQfht  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford.     He  was  very   angry  indeed 
that   he   had   not   been   arrested.       He 
seemed  to  think  that  I  had  slighted   his 
efforts   to  stir   up  disorder  in  Ireland. 
But  why  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
not  arrested  ?     He  was  not  arrested  and 
not  tried  because,  as  far  as  I  know,  he 
committed  no   offence   against   the  law 
calculated  to  produce  the  slightest  evil, 
disturbance,  or  diflBculty  in  any  part  of 
Ireland  which  he  visited.     He  did  go  to 
one  part  of  Ireland  where  a  dispute  of 
the  most  acute  kind  rages,  but  he  was 
very  careful  in  that  place  to  dt- liver  such 
a  speech  as,  I  think,  would  damp  even 
the    most    inflammable   material.       He 
went  to  another  place,  tha  Massereene 
estate,  and  he  attempted  to  rival  the  per- 
formances of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  and  who  for  advo- 
cating the  Plan  of  Campaign  on  that  estaie 
was  prosecuted  some  time  ago.    Yes ;  but 
the  Plan  of    Champaign   is  over  on  the 
Massereene    estate.      \Cries    of  **No."] 
I  appeal  to   the   right  hon.   Gentleman 
whether  that  is  not  the  fact     The  tenants 
have  paid  their  rent,  the  conspiracy  is  at 
an  end,  and  even  the  fiery  rhetoric  of  the 
right  hon.   Member  for  Bradford  is  in- 
capable of  again  reviving  it.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  asks  too  much  in  expect- 
ing  me  to   arrest  him.     He  complains 
that  the    Crimes  Act  is  a   brutal   Act, 
brutally  administered.     He  says  my  rule 
is   of   an   irritating   and    of   an   unjust 
character.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
at  liberty  to  use  what  epithets  he  likes 
towards  my  rule  and  my  government  of 
Ireland ;  but  I  would  not  willingly  give 
him  the  chance  of  saying  that  by  arrest- 
ing him  I  had  rendered  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Crimes  Act  ridiculouSi 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  I  beg  to  say 
that  I  never  made  any  complaint  against 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  not  prrest- 
ing  mc.     On  the  contrary,  I  have  claimed 
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that  what  I  said  at  Drogheda  was  legal 
within  the  law,  and  justifiable.  That  is 
what  I  have  always  said  in  this  House 
and  on  platforms,  and  my  contention  is 
that  I  have  said  what  was  legal  and 
proper.  What  1  have  complained  of  is 
that  other  Members  of  Parliament  have 
been  arrested  and  sent  to  prison  for 
saying  exactly  the  same  things  that  I 
did. 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  substance 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  complaint 
was  this — that  I  had  not  meted  out  to  him 
the  same  measure  that  had  been  meted 
out  to  others.  But  I  bear  in  mind  a  most 
sensible  remark  that  fell  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  in  tbe 
course  of  his  speech.  He  said  truly  that, 
"  You  have  not  merely  to  consider  the 
character  of  the  act,  but  the  condition  of 
the  district  in-  which  the  act  is  done." 
And  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been 
wisely  and  rightly  careful  never  to 
deliver  any  spsech  in  any  place  where  it 
was  calculated  to  do  the  «lightest  injury 
to  the  cause  of  law  and  order.  Now,  Sir,  I 
have  had,  since  I  was  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  to  reply  to  about  12  Votes  of 
Censure  as  nearly  as  I  can  calculate,  and 
I  suppose  the  Votes  of  Censure — including 
important  Motions  for  the  adjournment 
of  the  House — have  been  about  on  that 
average  since  the  year  1880  or  1881. 
The  sameness  in  the  attacks  throughout 
all  these  years  is,  perhap**,  the  most 
remarkable  feature  of  them.  Here  I 
must  refer  to  what  fell  fr.)m  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Stirling  Burghs.  He 
was  very  much  afraid  that  I  should  take 
occasion  to  point  out  to  the  House  that 
everything  that  is  now  said  against  us 
was  said  against  Lord  Spencer's  Govern- 
ment, and  he  took  the  trouble  to  answer 
by  anticipation  an  argument  that  he 
thought  I  was  going  to  use.  The  fact  is 
undoubted,  but  I  have  never  used 
it  as  an  argument  in  order  to  drive 
home  to  right  hon.  Gentlemen  their 
inconsistency.  Nobody  defends  their 
consistency.  It  is  not  worth  trying  to 
defend.  But  I  will  tell  you  how  the 
.character  of  the  controversy  that  vaged 
in  Lord  Spencer's  time  may  be,  and 
ought  to  be,  used.  It  may,  and 
it  ought  to  be,  used  to  show 
the  absolute  worthlessness,  if  not  the 
insincerity,  of  the  arguments  of  those 
who  bring  these  accusations  n gainst  us. 
The  hon.  Member  says  that  the  charges 


brought  against  us  are  the  same.  The 
charges  brought  against  Lord  Spencer 
were  incomparably  stronger.  As  re- 
peated attacks  of  disease  go  on  they 
become  milder  and  milder,  and  in  the 
same  way  the  attacks  made  upon  me,  how- 
ever similar,  are  insignificant,  compared 
with  those  that  were  made  against  Lord 
Spencer.  They  are  couched  in  far  more 
temperate  language — though  perhaps  the 
words  "  temperate  language  "  is  scarcely 
applicable  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  ;  but  they 
are  mildness  itself  compared  with  the 
savflge,  brutal  attacks  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  made  time  after  time,  in  this 
House  and  in  his  newspaper,  upon  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bridgeton  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  and  upon 
Lord  Spencer. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Cork,  N.E.) :  I 
rise  to  a  point  of  order.  I  wish  to  ask 
you.  Sir,  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  in  order  in  imputing  to  me  that 
I  made  brutal  and  sa^'age  attacks  in  this 
House  ? 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  My  attention  was 
attracted  by  the  word  "  brutal,"  which 
is,  undoubtedly,  a  very  strong  expression. 
I  hope  that  that  expression  will  not  be 
used  in  this  House. 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  withdraw 
the  epithet  "  brutal."  But,  perhaps,  in 
order  that  1  might  be  partly  justified  in 
your  eyes,  Sir,  and  in  the  eyes  of  the 
House,  I  will  read  one  of  the  attacks  to 
which  I  alluded,  which  is  by  no  means 
one  of  the  severest  that  I  could  select— 

"Lord  Spencer  in  a  fourth-rate  English- 
man'*  

An  hon.  Mkmbek  :  That  was  not  in 
this  House. 

♦Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  said  in  this 
House  and  in  his  paper  the  hon.  Member 
wrote — 

**  Lord  Spencer  is  a  fourth-rate  Englishman, 
a  dallard  in  Parliament,  a  sour  failure  in 
society,  who  came  over  here  to  Ireland  when 
the  country  whs  sinking  to  rest  after  its  high 
fever.  He  has  been  enqraged  ever  since  in 
gratifying  his  own  vindictive  temper,  and  in 
maddening  Irish  feeling  by  turning  the  law 
into  an  instrument  of  murder  and  outrage,  and 
bidding  nameless  infamy  flourish  behind  its 
shield." 

I  could,  of  course,  if  it  were  worth 
while,  multiply  quotations  of  this  sort  to 
any  extent.  But  what  I  wi»h  to  point 
out  is  not  the  language  which  the  hon. 
Member  is  in  the  habit  of  using,  but  the 
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fact  that  with  the  exception  of  the 
suggestion  contained  in  the  last  sentence 
— a  suggestion  which  I  do  not  qualify — 
the  lines  of  attack  against  Lord  Spencer 
are  precisely  the  same  as  those  used 
against  myself,  the  only  difference  being 
that  the  accusations  against  Lord 
Spencer  are  more  vehement  and  more 
bitter.  The  use  1  make  of  that  fact — and 
I  say  that  it  is  a  legitimate  use  to  make  of 
it — is  to  point  out  that  if  the  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  could 
reconcile  it  with  their  conscience  to  make 
accusations  of  that  kind  against  a  man 
whom  everybody  on  that  as  well  as  on 
this  side  of  the  House  will  acknowledge 
not  merely  to  be  a  high-minded 
gentleman,  but  a  very  able  and 
impartial  administrator,  why  should  we 
attach  the  slightest  value  to  such  accusa- 
tions when  made  against  us  ?  The  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien),  with  characteristic  exaggera- 
tion, has  compared  the  action  of  the  Irish 
Government  to  the  most  tyrannical 
actions  which  have  ever  been  attributed 
to  the  Russian  Government.  But  when 
we  ask  for  the  examples  on  which  accusa- 
tions of  that  kind  are  framed,  we  are  reduced 
to  such  cases  as  that  of  the  prosecution 
for  10s.  under  the  Towns  Improvement 
Act,  cited  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  or  the  still 
more  absurd  and  illusory  case  which  first 
did  duty  in  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  at  Chester  (Mr. 
Gladst(me),  and  which  was  immediately 
blown  into  fragments  in  the  Press.  The 
fragments  having  been  laboriously  col- 
lected by  the  hon.  Member  for  Durham 
(Sir  J.  Pease),  and  have  been  actually  pro- 
duced in  this  House  as  the  show  example 
of  Irish  tyranny.  I  allude  to  the  case  in 
which  two  tramps  were  brought  up  at 
Petty  Sessions  in  a  distant  part  of  Ireland, 
and  were  condemned,  not  by  a  Resident 
Magistrate,  but  by  two  ordinary  magis- 
trates, one  of  whom  was  a  local  solicitor, 
and  the  otlier  a  local  tradesman,  to  a 
sentence  which  the  critics  of  these 
magistrates  regard  as  being  too  severe. 
[An  hon.  Member  :  They  were  sentenced 
to  three  months'  imprisonment.]  That 
sentence  may  have  been  excessive 
or  not ;  but  it  had  no  more  to 
do  with  the  responsible  Government  of 
Dublin  Castle  than  it  had  to  do  with  the 
Government  of  Timbuctoo.  I  have 
alluded  briefly  to  some  of  the  positive 
Mr,  A, «/.  Balfour 


statements  made  by  the  hon.  Mem.ber 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  in  his 
speech  in  which  he  inti*oduced  thi» 
Amendment.  But  I  think  everybody  wha 
heard  that  speech  must  have  been  much 
more  struck  by  what  it  did  not  contain 
than  by  what  it  did  contain.  At  least- 
half  the  Amendment  was  never  alluded 
to  by  its  Mover.  But  it  was  alluded 
to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Stirling  Burghs.  He 
Says  that  we  used  our  Act  to  interfere 
with  conspiracies,  and  not  to  suppress 
crime.  [An  hon.  Member:  Combina- 
tions.] Well,  combinations.  A  conspiracy 
I  understand  to  be  an  illegal  combination^ 
And  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted 
that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is  illegal.  The 
Plan  of  Campaign,  therefore,  is  a  con* 
spiracy.  I  do  not  in  the  least  deny^ 
minimise,  or  palliate  the.  fact  that  the 
Government  do  desire,  to  the  best  of 
their  ability,  to  put  down  and  sup- 
press,  as  far  as  they  can,  every  illegal 
conspiracy  in  Ireland  ;  and  they  regard 
the  work  as  of  the  more  importance 
because  they  believe  that  these  illegal 
conspiracies  are  the  fruitful  parents  of 
every  species  of  crime,  and  that  if  you 
can  destroy  those  conspiracies  you  will,  at 
the  same  time,  destroy  the  crime  by  which, 
alone  these  conspiracies  are  supported- 
Now,  Sir,  it  is  a  mistake  to  suppose  that 
we  were  the  first  to  recognise  this  con- 
nection between  these  agrarian  con- 
spiracies and  the  prevalence  of  crime* 
Why,  Sir,  dealing  with  agrarian  con- 
spiracy was  the  very  essence  of  the 
policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite.  That  policy  was  exhibited 
in  the  Preamble  of  the  Act  of  1882,  and 
in  the  very  speech  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  threw  upon  the  Con- 
servative Government  of  1885  the 
responsibility  of  not  renewing  the  Crimea 
Act  he  made  it  plain  that  his  chief 
objection  to  the  non-renewal  of  that 
Act  was  the  existence  of  an  anti- 
rent  conspiracy.  I  think  I  can  give 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  exact 
reference.  It  was  in  1885  he  called  it 
"  the  great  anti-rent  conspiracy."  And^ 
Sir,  I  may  perhaps  also  allude  to  the 
extraordinary  doctrine  which  has  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  haa 
just  sat  down.  He  wishes  us  to  believe 
that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is  on  all  f  oura 
with  the  industrial  combinations  in. 
England.     It  is   not  on  all  fours  with 
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those   combinations   in   any   single  par- 
ticular.    It  is  not  on  all  fours  with  those 
combinations,    because     it     aims    at    a 
different  object;  it  is  not  on  all   fours 
with  them  because  it  proceeds  by  different 
methods.     As  regards  those  methods,  is 
it   not   enough    to    remind    right    hon. 
Oentlemen  that  the  essence  of  the  Plan 
of    Campaign   is   to   use  the   landlord's 
money  in  order  to  get  up  a  conspiracy 
against  the  landlord  himself  ?     Is  there 
anything  analogous  between  such  a  state 
of  things  as  that  and  anything  which  may 
exist  in  England  under  Lord  Cross's  Act 
of  1874  ?     I  heard  the  hon.  Member  for 
<Jork    talk    of     my    hon.     Friend    the 
Member  for  South  Hunts  as  using  the 
money  of  the  tenants  of  Tipperary  for 
oppressing  the  tenants  of  Mr.  Ponsonby. 
Was  there  ever  anything — if  I  may  use 
the    expression    without   offence — more 
Irish     than    such    a    statement?      The 
money  which  my  hon.  Friend  gets  from 
his  Tipperary  tenants  is  not  their  money, 
but  his  money.      The    tenants   of  Tip- 
perary, by  keeping  back  the  money,  are 
committing   nothing  short   of    a    gross 
fraud  upon  the  landlord :  and  the  only 
difference  between  the   Plan   of    Cam- 
paign, which  is  the  agrarian  conspiracy 
with  which  we  are  concerned,  and  the  no- 
rent  conspiracy  with  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  concerned,  is  that  the 
Plan   of   Campaign   is   a   far   more   in- 
genious,  refined,   and   effective  weapon 
than  any  they  have  hitherto  discovered 
for  dealing  with  Irish  landlords.     There 
is  another  distinction  between  the  action 
of  the  working  men  in  England  and  the 
taction    under   the    Plan   of   Campaign. 
In  England   the  working  men   aim    at 
benefitting  themselves.      In  Ireland  the 
authors  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  aim  at  in- 
juring others.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seems  to  think  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
was    started    spontaneously   by  an    op- 
pressed    tenantry.       It      was     nothing 
of   the    kind.       The    object,   like   that 
of  those   who   advised   the   "No-rent" 
manifesto,  was  not  to  benefit  the  tenants, 
but  to  ruin  the  landlords ;  and  to  ruin 
the  landlords  they  used  intimidation,  by 
boycotting  and  otherwise,  which  led  to 
crime,   and   which    they    knew  led   to 
•crime.      Now  that  again  differentiates, 
and  I  hope  will  for  ever  differentiate,  the 
illegal  conspiracy  with   which  we  and 
our  predecessors  had  to  deal  in  Ireland 
from     any     combination    which    exists 


among  working  men  in  this  country. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City 
advanced  a  most  astounding  assertion 
with  regard  to  modern  boycotting. 
He  appeared  to  me  to  distinguish 
between  boycotting  or  exclusive  deal- 
ing not  accompanied  by  intimida- 
tion, and  boycotting  or  exclusive  deal- 
ing accompanied  by  intimidation,  and  he 
said  he  endeavoured  to  keep  that 
distinction  in  his  mind  ever  since  it 
was  first  made  in  1881  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian ;  and  he 
added — 

^^  I  think  those  who  were  responsible  for  the 
agrarian  movement  are  entitled  to  claim  that 
they  kept  the  movement  free  from  crime,  and 
that  they  purged  the  practice  of  boycotting 
from  the  evils  attending  the  older  system." 

I   say    that    an  excuse   for  boycotting 
more  inconsistent    with   every    known 
fact  and  reality  of  Irish  life  never  was 
made  across  the  Table  of  this  House — 
boycotting  without  intimidation  !     Why, 
what  would   be   the   use    of  it?      The 
essence    of    boycotting  is    that    it  in- 
timidates. The  reason  why  it  is  employed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  his 
friends  is  that  it  may  intimidate.      That 
is  the  very  object  with  which  they  concen- 
trate upon  one  unfortunate  man  who  has 
done  nothing  else  than  what  he  has  a 
right    to    do    all    the    power    of     the 
locality  to    injure    him,    refusing    him 
the  necessaries  of  life,  refusing  him  what 
is   necessary  to  maintain  his  business, 
making     life     intolerable,    poverty    in- 
evitable,  and  death  possible.      That  is 
boycotting.       That  is  the  difference  be- 
tween exclusive   dealing  and    the   boy- 
cotting   with  which  we  have  to    dfeal. 
Of  course,  I  admit  that  where  the  law  is 
vigilantly  administered  the  crime  which 
accompanies  boycotting  may  be  kept  in 
check,    and    is   largely   kept  in  check. 
But      the     suffering      which     boycot- 
ting   inflicts    is   inherent   in    the  very 
system  of  boycotting,  and   is    not    de- 
pendent  upon  the  fact  that  boycotting 
in  too  many  cases  is  accompanied  by 
other    forms     of    crime.       I    say    that 
everything  which  makes  life  intolerable 
is     itself    a     form    of    crime     of     the 
deepest  and  gravest  character,  and    if 
it  be  allowed  to  prevail  in  any  society, 
that  society  cannot  long  stand.      Now, 
Sir,    that    is    true    of    boycotting    not 
followed  by  crime.     But  is  it  a  fact  that 
this  wondrous  change    has  come  over 
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boycottiug  since  IK81,  tvlieu  the  lion. 
Member  for  Cork  beard  the  distinction 
first  pmponnded  by  the  i-iglit  hiin.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  '(  It  is  not  tlie 
case.  Boycotting  is  the  same,  and  the 
results  lire  the  sunie.  Tnke  the 
case  of  Horan,  who  waa  boy- 
cotted in  18Bfl  and  shot  in  1W147. 
T^ike  the  case  of  Hannah  Connell.  who 
wtw  bfiycotted  in  lf*8T  mid  nearly  (ttnrved 
to  deatli.  Take  the  cast-  of  Tonikina,  in 
Wexford,  whose  whole  pniperty,  inulvid- 
ing  a  iargo  number  of  cattle  and  lioraea, 
was  entirely  destroyed  by  fii-e  in  ISK8. 
Take  tlie  case  of  M-Iysughliii,  who  in 
1888  was  cruelly  beaten  on  his  way  to 
market  and  the  pigs  he  was  taking  there 
mutilated,  so  that  thoy  became  unsale- 
able. Take  tbe  uaHO  of  Michael  Coffee, 
of  Gnrteen.  He  was  boycotted  in  the 
most  cruel  manner,  those  who  visited 
him  were  beaten,  hia  sbeep  injnred,  and 
his  stock  destroyed.  Take  tlie  case,  in 
It*(*7.  of  Michael  Cdshin,  who  was  shot 
in  the  legs.  Take  the  case  of  a  farmer 
iu  1 K89,  who  had  fonr  or  five  cattle  put  to 
the  most  terrible  and  bmtal  death  in  con- 
sequence of  a  boycotting  resolntion 
issued  against  him.  These  are  instances 
of  the  results  of  boycotting.  They  could 
be  paralleled  dni'iug  the  whole  history  of 
the  boycotting  since  it  was  first  begun  in 
1880,  at  the  instance  of  thehon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork;  and  howevt-r 
much  the  alertness  uf  the  ]>i>lice  and  the 
enei^y  of  the  Government  may  diminish 
the  chance  of  those  crimes  following  the 
system  of  boycotting,  nevertheless  boy- 
cotting remains  a  system,  not  merely 
contrary  to  law,  but  opposed  to  religion 
and  common  morality,  and  absolutely 
destructive  of  the  elements  of  freedom 
in  any  society  in  which  it  may  be 
permitted  to  grow  up.  I  take,  then,  as 
a  vain,  frivolous,  and  empty  defence  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
that  the  system  by  which  he  and  hia 
friends  endeavoured  to  desti-oy  the  land- 
lords by  means  which  they  knew  led 
to  crime  between  1880  and  1886  has  in 
any  way  been  mitigated  except  by  the 
operation — the  energetic  operation — of 
the  Coercion  Act;  and  I  claim,  therefore, 
whatever  the  cause  of  the  improvement 
■which  even  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are 
forced  to  admit  in  the  state  of  Ireland, 
that  that  cause  is  not  to  be  found,  at  all 
events,  in  any  conduct  whicii  may  be 
attributed  to  Gentlemen  who  sit  below 
^fr.  A.  J.  Ba'/mr  ' 
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angway,  or,  for  the  matter  of 
that,  to  Gentlemen  who  sit  above  the 
Gangway.  The  truth  Ja  that  of  all  the 
eccentric  hypothesea  which  have  ever 
been  devised  by  the  human  mind  none 
is  more  eccentric  and  none  less  capable 
of  being  maintained  than  that  which 
attributes  the  improvement  in  the  stftte 
of  Ireland  to  the  so-called  "union  of 
hearts."  Facta  are  conclusive  against 
the  hypothesis.  I  suppose  the  ill-omened 
union  between  the  two  sections  opposite 
may  be  said  to  have  been  arranged  on 
the  26th  January,  1886,  when  the  Con- 
servative Government  were  turned  out  of 
office,  and  to  have  been  consummated  OB 
the  8th  of  April,  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  brought  in  his  Home  Rule  Bill. 
The  year  1886  shoold  therefore  figure 
among  all  the  years  which  followed  the 
various  stages  of  the  Crimes  Act  aa  that 
in  which  crime  least  prevailed  in  Ire- 
land. Bat  what  is  the  ^t  P  If  yon  look 
down  the  list  of  agrarian  crime  from 
18S1  to  1889  or  1890  you  wiU  find  in- 
variably that  where  there  has  been  a 
Coercion  Act  put  vigorously  in  force 
crime  has  diminished  ;  tliat  where  tbe 
Coercion  Act  has  been  repealed  or  relaxed 
crime  has  increaaed  ;  and  that  there  has 
been  no  other  incident  whatever  to 
account  for  such  diminution  and  such 
increase.  I  thereforctakeitthataocording 
to  every  principle  of  scientific  inferenoe 
known  to  mankind  wo  are  justified  in 
assuming  that  there  is  some  luteal  CCdX- 
nexion  between  the  repression  of  crime 
and  the  Act  intended  to  repress  crime. 
I  would  remind  the  House  that  tbe 
Special  Commission  found  that  the 
augmentation  of  crime  after  1884  grew 
with  the  gi-owth  and  strengthened  with 
the  strength  of  the  National  League. 
As  the  Land  League  grew  in  strength 
crime  increased  in  amount ;  ae  tbe 
National  League  grew  in  strength  crime 
increased  in  amount ;  and  as  the  powe^n 
of  those  two  orgikuisations  has  been  im- 
paired by  the  adininistration  of  the  lawBo 
proportionately  has  crime  diminished  in 
every  part  of  Ireland.  There  is  only  one 
conclusion  that  I  can  draw  from  this. 
grown  with  the  growth  of 
these  organisalHanB,  strengthened  witli 
their  strength  and  decayed  with  their 
decay,  we  are  surely  justified  in  assom- 
r  that  there  is  something  more  than 
chance  connection  between  them. 
But,    however  much  I  may  be  in  coo- 


605 


Majesty's  Most         {February  18,  1890}         Gracious  Speech. 


609 


flict  with  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  on 
the  subjects  with  which  I  have  so  far 
dealt  in  my  spsech,  at  all  events  there  is 
perfect  agreement  between  the  two  sides 
of  the  House  as  to  the  fact  of  the 
actual  improvement  in  Ireland.  I  rejoice, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  will  rejoice,  to  know  that  no  new 
Plan  of  Campaign  has  been  started  in 
Ireland  during  the  year  1889,  and  that 
those  plague  spots  in  Ireland  which  are 
responsible  for  incomparably  more  than 
their  fair  share  of  crime  have  not 
increased  during  the  past  year.  A  cry 
of  "  Oh  "  is  raised  when  I  say  that  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  is  responsible  for 
crime.  Well,  I  have  made  a  calculation, 
and  I  find  that  whereas  the  area  over 
which  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is  in  opera- 
tion is  about  the  167th  part  of  the 
whole  country,  this  area  is  responsible 
for  one-seventh  of  the  crime.  That  fact, 
I  apprehend,  bears  out  the  statement  I 
have  made,  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is 
largely  responsible  for  the  crime  and 
illegal  conspiracy  of  Ireland.  Crime  has 
diminished  by  nearly  one-half  since  1886 
— since  the  year  of  "  the  union  of 
hearts."  The  prosecutions  under  the 
Crimes  Act  have  diminished  by  one-half 
in  1889  as  compared  with  1888.  Pain- 
ful as  it  has  been  to  me  and  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  be  responsible 
for  an  Act  and  its  administration  under 
which  1,614  persons  have  been 
imprisoned  since  it  was  passed,  I  rejoice 
to  think  that  this  punishment  has  not 
been  in  vain,  for  of  this  number  of  1,614 
persons  71  only  have  been  imprisoned 
twice,  only  eight  thrice,  and  only  one  has 
been  imprisoned  four  times.  I  rejoice, 
therefore,  to  think  that  if  it  has  been 
necessary  to  inflict  punishment,  that 
punishment  has  fulfilled  the  primary 
object  of  all  punishment  and  has  had  a 
deterrent  effect.  At  this  moment  the 
number  of  persons  imprisoned  under  the 
Crimes  Act  is,  I  believe,  only  about  40. 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR :  What  about 
the  statute  of  Edward  III.  ? 
♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  effect  of 
the  administration  of  the  law  has  been 
still  more  remarkable  in  regard  to  boy- 
cotting. When  the  Act  came  into  opera- 
tion the  number  of  persons  subject  to  boy- 
cotting was  4,900.  The  number  has  now 
been  reduced  to  150.  This  great 
improvement  in  the  condition  of  Ireland 
has    been    accompanied,    as   I   think  it 


ought  to  be,  by  a  diminution  of  the 
area  in  which  we  have  found  it  neces- 
sary to  put  in  force  the  more  stringent  pro- 
visions of  the  Act.  The  complaint  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  has  made  against  that 
Act  turns  principally  upon  the  earlier 
sub-sections  of  the  second  clause — those 
sub-sections  which  give  jurisdiction  tq 
the  magistrates  in  cases  of  criminal 
conspiracies.  Those  sub-sections,  I  am 
glad  to  say,  are  at  the  present  moment 
in  force  in  only  one-fifth  of  the  area 
of  the  country.  Whether  that  condition 
of  things  can  be  maintained,  as  I  hope* 
it  may,  I  cannot  tell.  I  shall  certainly 
not  hesitate,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned^ 
to  re-proclaim,  siiould  it  prove  necessary. 
But  I  trust  that  the  enormous  improve* 
ment  of  the  last  two  years  will  be  a 
psrmanent  improvement,  and  that  never 
again  will  ^t  ba  necessary  to  extend  thi^^ 
particular  part  of  the  Act  to  the  great 
mass  of  the  Irish  population.  I  have 
been  accused  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  of 
going  about  the  country  boasting  of 
the  improvement  in  Ireland.  Like  other 
people,  I  have  had  to  go  about  the 
country.  But  it  is  not  my  practice  to 
boast.  I  cannot  say  the  same  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork  him* 
self.  The  great  bulk  of  the  vigorous 
speech  which  he  delivered  yesterday 
appeared  to  me  to  be  intended  not  for  cour 
sumption  in  this  House,  but  to  sustain,  by 
confident  prophecy,  the  flagging  spirits  of 
the  campaigners  in  Ireland.  Though  I 
confine  myself  to  stating  facts  which  can 
be  proved  by  statistics  in  regard  to  the 
condition  of  Ireland,  I  hope  the  House 
will  allow  me  to  add  two  things.  In 
the  first  place,  I  think  I  may  claim  that 
the  Crimes  Act  has  in  its  effects  sur- 
mssed  our  most  sanguine  expectations* 
No  one  could  be  more  conscious  than 
were  myself  and  the  other  Members  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  when  they 
undertook  the  task  of  governing  Ireland, 
with  the  whole  force  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  encouraging  boycotting  and 
intimidation  and  disorder,  that  they 
undertook  no  small  or  light  task,  and  I 
rejoice  that,  in  spite  of  all  adverse 
conditions,  we  have  met  with  so  large 
a  measure  of  success.  The  other 
remark  I  wish  to  make  is  this.  What- 
ever the  future  course  of  events  in 
Ireland  may  be,  all  that  has  been  done 
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has  been  a  positive  gain.  The  amount 
K)f  needless  human  suffering  which  the 
administration  of  the  law  has  saved  in 
Ireland  is  something  of  which  we  may  still 
he  proud,  even  if  we  were  turned  out  of 
office  to-morrow.  I  am  one  of  those  who 
helieve  that  these  effects  will  not  be 
transitory.  Even  if  transitory,  how- 
ever, we  can  still  feel  that  all  the  exer- 
tions of  this  House  and  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  order  to  pass  and 
maintain  the  law  have  been  exertions 
not  thrown  away  in  the  interests  of 
humanity.  But  I  have  every  hope  that 
the  improvement  which  we  all  rejoice 
to  see  in  Ireland  is  a  permanent  im- 
provement. I  believe  it  is  a  permanent 
improvement.  I  believe  that  two  or  three 
more  years  of  the  same  steady  and  just 
•administration  of  the  law  will  do  much 
to  re-establish  those  elementary  prin- 
ciples of  society  which  it  is  the  special 
object  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
to  upset,  and  it  is  in  the  hope  that  the 
«dawn  which  has  now  arisen  in  Ireland 
will  brighten  into  a  perfect  day  that  I  ask 
the  House  to  continue  its  support  to  a 
Government  which  has  done,  as  I 
laelieve,  so  much  for  the  benefit  of 
Ireland. 

(6.0.)  Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liver- 
pool, Scotland  Division)  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  of  two  or  three  years 
more  being  necessary  in  order  to  con- 
tjummate  the  policy  of  the  Government. 
There  is  a  strange  coincidence  between 
the  length  of  time  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  requires  and  the  period  which 
at  most  can  elapse  between  this  House 
and  a  general  election.  But  anyone 
reading  between  the  lines  will  see  that 
'the  right  hon.  Gentleman  expects  a  much 
shorter  interval.  I  have  heard  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  speak  very  often.  I 
admire  his  speaking  ;  he  has  a  good  deal 
of  the  dialectic  of  an  Oxford  schoolboy ; 
but  the  only  effect  of  the  dull  and 
depressing  speech  we  have  just  listened 
to  was  to  send  to  sleep  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Belfast  (Mr.  Johnston).  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  a  beaten  man, 
and  knows  it  and  looks  like  it.  .The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  this  is  the 
12th  vote  of  censure  he  has  had  to  face. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  right,  and 
12  is  exactly  the  number  of  bye-elections 
which  his  policy  has  won  for  the  Liberal 
Party.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  should 
allude  to  the  merely  personal  observations 
Mr.  A,  J,  Balfour 


with  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
began  his  speech.  I  did  not  think  those 
observations  were  in  the  best  taste,  or 
hardly  up  to  the  level  of  the  situation. 
He  referred  to  the  jealousy  between  the 
Members  for  Bradford  and  Halifax  in 
respect  of  their  visits  to  Ireland.  If 
there  is  anyone  who  ought  to  be  jealous 
it  is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself, 
for  the  presence  of  those  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  in  Ireland,  and  of  other 
Englishmen,  is  the  greatest  obstacle  to 
the  Chief  Secretary's  campaign  of  mysti- 
fication, and  in  addition  their  presence,  is 
disagreeable  because  it  contrasts  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  absence.  We 
have  all  heard  of  the  Chief  Secretary's 
exploits  in  golf  at  Felixstowe  and  North 
Berwick,  but  in  Ireland  he  has  only  had 
the  courage  to  open  a  ball  with  a  waltz 
in  the  Viceregal  Hall.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  spoken  of  his  success  as 
having  been  greater  than  he.  expected. 
In  so  saying  he  is  indeed  thankful  for 
small  mercies.  Let  him  descend  from  his 
generalities,  and  give  the  House  a  single 
instance  in  which  his  policy  has  been  suc- 
cessful. He  said  that  the  Government 
were  determined  to  put  down  all  criminal 
conspiracies,  and  he  added  that  criminal 
conspiracies  led  to  crime.  He  defined  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  as  a  criminal  con- 
spiracy, and  said  the  Government  were 
determined  to  crush  every  criminal  con- 
spiracy— that  is,  every  Plan  of  Campaign. 
Has  he  crushed  the  Plan  of  Campaign  on 
a  single  estate  ?  What  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  mean  by  crime?  There 
is  nothing  which  justifies  the  indignation 
of  Irishmen  more  than  the  constant  abuse 
of  the  word  "  crime,"  applied  to  a  country 
which  is  one  of  the  most  crimeless  in  the 
world.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
means  combination  let  him  say  so ;  if  he 
means  boycotting  let  him  say  so.  But 
if  he  means  murder  or  attempt  to 
murder,  the  statement  is  most  inaccu- 
rate and  unfounded,  for  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  has  not  been  stained  with 
one  serious  crime.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  any  one  of  his  acolytes  is 
able  to  adduce  one  grave  crime  connected 
with  the  Plan  let  him  do  so.  The  Plan 
of  Campaign  estates  have  been  abso- 
lutely free  from  crime  ;  and  it  is  most 
unfair  and  uncandid  to  represent 
them  as  covered  with  crime.  The 
light  hon.  Gentleman  has  made  a  part- 
ing thrust   founded  on   the  Report   of 
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the   Sp?cial  Commission.     If  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman   is   satisfied   ^ith  that 
Report,  so  are  the  Irish  ^embers,  and 
we  will    take    an    early  opportnnitj  of 
giving  our  reasons  for  that  satisfaction, 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  quoted 
from  the  Report  as  to  onr  having  been 
guilty    of    a    criminal    conspiracy    and 
making  speeches  which  resulted  in  crime, 
and    which   we    knew  mnst   resnlt    in 
•crime.  That  is  a  serious  charge — I  do  not 
think  it  is  true — and  it  is  a  serious  thing 
that   even  a  political  tribunal   selected 
from    our  political    opponents   has   pro- 
nounced that  judgment.    But  that  charge 
affects  more  than  even  the  Irish  Members 
•or    the    Front    Opposition   Bench.      It 
affects  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  kind 
enough  to  say  that  the  union  between  the 
Liberal   Party   and   the  Irish   Members 
began   on    January  26,   1886,  and  was 
consummated   on  April  8  of   the   same 
jear.      But  my   knowledge    of   history 
began   a   little   further   back.      I   have 
watched,  to  use  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's phrase,  the  Parliamentary  career 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  with  sympathetic 
interest.      I   remember   the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   occupying    the    place    now 
occupied  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Cork   (Dr.   Tanner).      The    right    hon. 
Gentleman  sat  as  an  ornamental   and 
casual  member  of   the   historic   Fourth 
Party — that    was  in   March   1880 — and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Leader 
and   his  two  colleagues,   one    now   the 
Under  Secretary  for  India  and  the  other 
a  diplomatic  Representative,  hunted  in 
couples     with     the     Irish    Members — 
iiye,   and   embarrassed    and   obstructed 
the    Liberal    Government,    even   when 
they    were    passing    a     Coercion    Bill. 
I     remember,    not      wholly      without 
gratitude,  that  on  the   third   reading  of 
that  Bill  the  leader  of  the  small  Fourth 
Party,  the    leader    of    the    right    hon. 
Gentleman   himself,  came  down   to   the 
House  and  made  a  speech  which  may  be 
summed  up  in  his  own  words  as  a  parting 
kick  to  coercion.    Thi^  combination,  or,  if 
the   right  hon.    Gentleman  prefers   the 
phrase,    the    criminal    conspiracy     be- 
tween the     Tory  Party  and    the  Irish 
Members    began  in    March    or     April, 
1880,    and     it     received     its    consum- 
mation   on    June   8,    1885,   when    the 
Liberal  Ministry  was   expelled,  and  tiie 
Tory  Ministry,  including  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman,  was  installed  in  its  place.  I 
do  not  wish  to  lift  the  veil  on  the  some- 
what obscure  and  not  altogether  recorded 
transactions  of  that  ^period.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  bear  me  out 
that  there  was  an  understanding,  if  not 
before,  immediately  after,  the  Tory 
Party  came  into  office  that  as  the  price 
of  Irish  votes  the  Tory  Government 
were  to  drop  the  policy  of  coercion. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  shakes  his 
head,  but  he  was  not  then  so  important 
a  Member  of  the  Government  as  he  is^ 
now,  and  probably  a  good  many  things 
took  place  of  which  he  heard  not.  I 
have  said  that  the  consummation  was  on 
June  8,  1 885  ;  I  am  wrong ;  it  did  not 
receive  its  final  seal  until  the  Viceroy  of 
Ireland  held  a  secret  meeting  with  the 
leader  of  the  Irish  Party  to  see  on  what 
conditions  the  Irish  vote  could  be  pur- 
chased by  the  concession  of  Home  Rule 
by  the  Tory  Government.  The  term 
criminal  conspiracy  is  a  much-abused 
one,  and  if  I  were  to  apply  it  rashly  I 
might  be  inclined  to  ask  whether  it 
might  not  be  used  of  the  combination 
of  the  saintliness  of  the  Attorney 
General  and  the  forgeries  of  Pigott, 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  remem- 
ber that  the  conclusion  of  the  Judges 
with  regard  to  our  knowledge  of  crime 
and  our  association  with  crime  referred 
only  to  speeches  made  before  1885  ?  AH 
the  articles  and  speeches  referred  to  by 
the  three  Judges  were  written  and  made 
in  the  years  1880-82,  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  a  member  of  the 
Fourth  Party,  and  when  (I  do  not  use 
the  terra  in  a  disparaging  sense  of  either 
side)  that  Party  and  the  Irish  Members 
were  as  thick  as  thieves.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  very  eloquent — it  is  a 
favourite  topic  with  him — and  he  dwelt 
upon  it  on  a  certain  historic  occasion  at 
Manchester  when,  according  to  a  Tory 
paper,  his  features  were  illumined 
by  the  electric  light  and  exposed 
to  10,000  Tories  there,  and  when, 
by  singular  raaladroitness,  he  was 
present  at  the  fall  of  the  Bastile. 
I  see  some  hon.  Members  on  this  side 
do  not  understand  the  allusion.  The 
proceedings  in  a  popular  resort  at  Man- 
chester wound  up  with  a  firework  display. 
There  was  a  representation  in  fireworks 
of  the  Bastile,  and,  in  the  end,  the  build- 
ing crumbled  away  and  the  prisoners 
escaped  looking  almost  as  bad  by  the 
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apptiauce  of  «irt  and  the  electric  light  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  prisoners 
'when  they  leave  Irish  gaols.  The  Bos- 
tile  crumbled  away  amidst  the  cheers 
of  thousands  of  Tories.  J  was  BboBt 
bo  say  that  »  favourita  aesertion  of  the 
right  hon.  (ientleniau  is  that  the  present 
Government  is  in  a  much  worse  position 
than  other  Ministries,  in  this  fact — that, 
whereas  the  Opposition  in  past  times 
have  helped  the  Ministry  in  maintaining 
the  law  and  in  preserving  order,  the  nn- 
scTupnlons  Opposition  ot  to-day  employs 
all  its  time  in  erabnrraBsing  the  Govern- 
ment and  in  interfering  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  law.  I  have  a  very  lively 
recoUectioo  of  acme  of  the  debates  with 
regard  to  the  policy  of  Lord  Spencer. 
In  the  debaU!  npon  the  convictions  and 
execntions  for  the  Maamtrasna  mnrders 
speochefi  against  the  conrse  adopted  by 
the  Government  were  made  by  the  legal 
luminary  of  the  Fourth  Party,  the 
present  Under  Secretary  for  India  (Sir 
J.  Gorst)  and  by  the  present  Solicitor 
General,  while  tie  right  hon.  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  described  the 
conspiracy  between  the  Irish  Party  and 
the  Tories  aa  the  "  Manratrasna  alliance." 
Now,  I  think  I  have  given  some  food  for 
reflection  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
when  he  comes  to  debate  the  Report 
of  the  Judges  next  week.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  a  most  extmordi- 
nary  method  of  dealing  with  affairs  in 
Irehind.  Take  his  statistics  with  regard 
to  prosecntiona.  He  gave  the  number 
ot  persons  sent  to  gaol  as  1,614.  Yes, 
but  that  inclndes  some  who  went 
to  gaol  more  than  once,  so  we 
most  add  considerably  to  that  list. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  endeavoured 
to  make  a  point  against  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothisn 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  in  regard  to  one  of  the 
cases  he  brought  forward  by  saying  it 
was  tried  under  the  ordinary  law  and 
not  under  the  Coercion  Act,  If  I  recol- 
lect rightly  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  did  not  say  it 
was  tried  under  the  Coercion  Act.  But 
after  all,  there  is  not  much  in  the 
point  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, because  our  coatenlion  is  that  the 
spirit  of  the  administration  of  both 
ordinary  and  the  extraordinary  law  is 
different  in  Ireland  from  what  it  is  in 
England,  and  this  is  exemplified  bj' 
the  conviction  of  the  two  bnllnd  singers 
J//-.  T.  P.  OV-unov 


for  singing  a  song  which  is  chiefly 
remarkable  for  the  aht«ence  of  any 
rhythmic  continuity,  and  which,  in  (act, 
is  worse  than  Walt  Whitman — and  it 
cannot  be  said  that  many  things  are 
worse  than  that.  ["  Oh,  oh  !''  from  Mr. 
W.  O'Brihn].  I  am  sorry  if  I  have 
offended  the  literary  susceptibilities  of 
my  hon.  Friend  lie  low  me.  Th» 
differences  in  the  modes  of  administra* 
tion  have  become  worse  under 
government  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, I  sav  further.  Sir,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  deliberately 
chosen,  in  order  to  manufacture  hagger- 
iT  statistics,  to  proceed  under 
ordinary  law  in  respect  of 
i  which  ought  really  to  be  class 
rcion  Crimea.  He  is  able  to  uae- 
the  ordinary  law  for  purely  coercive 
purposes,  and  so  to  keep  down  th©- 
retnms  of  coercion  offences.  Under  the- 
musty  Act  of  Edward  III.  a  man  ctttt 
be  tried  in  Ireland  for  anything. 
Suppose  a  mtin  is  brought  up  on  a 
charge  ot  boycotting,  which  is  one  of  the 
so-called  crimes  the  Coercion  Act  was' 
passed  to  deal  witli.  he  is  cliarged  with 
intimidation,  which  is  also  a  Coercioi* 
Act  offence.  He  is  further  charged  with 
conspiracy,  also  a  Coercion  Act  offence^ 
The  magistral*  says  : — "  Well,  there  la 
no  donbt  you  are  an  ill-conducted  kind  of 
fellow,  and  that  you  have  been  disturb- 
ing the  peace.  We  will  not  inflict  a 
heavy  sentence  on  you,  because  the 
evidence  ia  not  very  strong  or  the  offenoe 
very  great.  We  will  acquit  you  if  yoir 
like,  but  we  will  attach  a  httle  conditi<^ 
which  ia  not  ot  the  flmallest  importance. 
It  is  that  you,  whose  case  is  that  yon  have- 
not  broken  the  peace,  should  acknow- 
ledge that  yon  have  broken  it :  that  yoo, 
whose  case  is  that  yon  arc  an  honeet 
man.  should  acknowledge  that  you  ore  a 
b«d  character  ;  that  j-ou,  who  enjiy  the 
esteem  ot  your  neighbours,  and  have, 
perhaps,  been  elected  to  a  public  olGce 
by  their  vot#8,  should  acknowledge  yata- 
self  to  be  a  person  ot  ill-fame,  and  on 
this  small  and  trifling  condition  of  abro- 
gating your  own  honour  and  sacrificing' 
your  good  reputation  you  may  go  free. 
If  you  agree  to  this  conditio  i  we  wilt  1 
bind  yon  over  for  six  months;  if  not.  we  J 
must  send  you  to  prison  for  ais  months." 
This  was  done  the  day  before  yesterday  J 
in  the  case  of  Mr.  .Tohn  Slattery,  i 
President  of  the  South  of  Ireland  CatUo 
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Association.  As  every  honest  and 
honourable  man  in  Ireland  would  do,  he 
refused  to  give  bail  under  conditions  so 
degrading,  and  he  is  in  gaol  at  this 
moment ;  and  in  gaol  without  appeal. 
According  to  a  recent  decision  of  the 
Courts,  the  binding  over  of  a  man  on  bail 
is  not  a  formality,  but  a  conviction 
which  bars  appeal.  I  do  not  wish  to 
recall  to  the  memory  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  his  record 
with  regard  to  appeals.  I  am  afraid  I 
should  not  have  suflBcient  self-control  to 
keep  myself  within  the  limits  of  Parlia- 
mentary decorum  if  I  were  to  characterise 
in  accordance  with  my  feelings 
the  record  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  that  point.  But  I  take  his  own 
statement,  the  accuracy  of  which  I  deny, 
that  he  never  promised  anything  but  an 
appeal  in  cases  of  one  month's  imprison- 
ment. Well,  here  are  men  sent  to  gaol 
for  one,  two,  or  six  months  without 
having  any  right  of  appeal.  I  am  told 
that  the  policy  of  trying  what  are  really 
Coercion  Act  ofEances  under  other 
Statutes  has  bjen  adopted  since  the 
twelve  votes  of  censures  by  the  constitu- 
encies. I  do  not  care  when  it  was 
adopted.  It  is  dishonourable  and  de- 
grading, and  it  misleads  the  country  and 
the  House.  It  is  unworthy  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  take  refuge  in  such 
expedients  as  these  for  the  purpose  of 
concealing  the  working  of  the  Coercion 
Act.  Now  observe,  the  Chief  Secretary 
spoke  of  the  flagging  spirits  of  the  Plan 
of  Campaign.  Well,  1  do  not  know  why 
they  should  flag.  Of  course,  if  on  one  of 
the  estates  the  Plan  had  been  conquered, 
there  would  be  grave  cause  for  despon- 
dency. But  the  only  estates  upon  which 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  has  been  in 
operation,  and  has  ceased  to  exist,  are  those 
estates  upon  which  it  has  achieved  full  and 
complete  victory.  I  deny  in  the  strongest 
and  most  emphatic  language  that  the 
Plan  has  broken  down  on  the  Massereene 
estate.  I  will  tell  you  the  full  extent 
to  which  it  can  be  said  to  have 
broken  down  there.  The  landlord 
has  got,  I  believe,  four  of  the  farms  let 
to  those  wretched  loafers  who  pass 
for  industrious  tenants  and  drunken 
creatures,  whom  a  leading  teetotal 
advocate  employs,  and  to  these  solvent 
tenants  £5,000  were  given  to  put  into 
one  pocket  and  take  out  of  the  other  like 


the  pea  under  the  thimbles.  I  challenge 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  again,  and 
pin  him  to  facts  and  particulars.  Let 
him  give  one  instance  where  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  has'  broken  down,  or  one  in 
which  its  action  has  been  stained  by  one  act 
of  violence.  The  riorht  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said  a  good  deal  about  boycotting. 
It  is  not  a  weapon  of  which  I  am  per- 
sonally fond,  and  there  is  not  a  man  on 
these  Benches  who  does  not  long  for  the 
day  when  the  very  name,  and  much  more 
the  thing,  "  boycotting,"  shall  be  swept 
away.  I  say  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Armagh,  that  when  the  psople 
have  entire  control  of  their  destinies  in 
Ireland 

COLOXEL  SAUNDERSON:  When  will 
that  be  ? 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  :  If  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  will  tell  me  the 
date  of  the  General  Election,  I  can  then 
give  him  the  approximate  period.  .  I  say,, 
when  the  people  have  under  their  con- 
trol the  destinies  of  Ireland,  I  do  not  be« 
lieve  there  is  a  man  on  these  Benches,  be 
he  Protestant  or  Catholic,  who  would  not 
rise  in  revolt  against  an  extension  to  Pro- 
testant Tories  in  Ireland  of  such  a  sys- 
tem of  boycotting  as  the  Primrose  dames . 
pursue  in  England.  Boycotting  is  a 
delicate  subject  for  a  member  of  the 
Primrose  League  to  touch.  I  am  in  the 
habit  of  going  up  and  down  the  country 
a  good  deal  more  than  I  like,  and  I  have 
visited  many  parts,  both  town  and  country, 
and  I  say  my  blood  has  boiled  at  the 
suffering  I  have  been  told  of  inflicted  on 
labourers  who  have  been  persecuted,, 
beggared,  and  starved  so  far  as  Primrose 
dames  and  knights  could  accomplish  it, 
because  they  voted  for  Liberal  candidates. 
I  say  to  my  hon.  Friends  above  the  Gang- 
way there  is  no  more  necessary  work  to 
do  than  to  abolish  this  system  of  tyranny 
in  England,  aye,  and  in  Scotland  too. 
The  other  day  in  Partick  we  abstained 
from  putting  a  vote  to  a  body  of  working 
men  electors  because  we  did  not  wish  to 
subject  them  to  the  chance  of  expulsion 
from  the  works  where  they  were 
employed,  with  the  loss  of  their 
daily  bread,  because  they  had  held  up 
their  hands  for  our  candidate.  Inhere  is 
no  more  necessary  work  than  to  protect 
these  people  from  the  persecution  and 
starvation  sometimes  of  which  they  stand 
in  peril.  Yet  another  word  or  two  on 
boycotting.  It  exists  in  every  profession 
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in  the  country — I  do  not  say  whether 
rightly  or  wrongly,  though,  for  my  part, 
1.  had  rather  that  it  existed  nowhere.     I 
belieye  it  is  a  rule  at  the  Bar  that  no 
'barrister  shall  go  to  a  circuit  outside  his 
own   except  on  receipt  of   special  fees. 
There  was  a  gentleman  named  Kennedy. 
I  did  not  know  him  personally,  and  I 
^believe  he  is  now  dead,  a  gentleman  of 
the  highest  ability,  who  sought  to  break 
through  this  unwritten  law  of  the  Bar, 
-and  he  practised  on  a  circuit  to  which  he 
•^id   not   belong.      What   was    the   con- 
«equence  1      It   is  a    rule    of    the   Bar, 
-obeyed     alike     by    Tory    and     Liberal 
barristers,  that  no  barrister  sliall  take  a 
brief    with   another   barrister   who   has 
-attempted    to   exercise   his   legal    right 
-and  to  practise  on  a  circuit  outside  that 
"to  which  he  belongs.     Mr.  Kennedy,  in 
spite  of  his  brilliant  abilities,  was — I  do 
not  know  whether  he  was  rained — but 
he  went  to  his  grave  a  victim  to  boy- 
-cotting  in  the  legal  profession.     I  observe 
»there  are  some  smiles  on  the  faces  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.     The  two  hon. 
Bud  gallant  Gentlemen  opposite  are  not 
members  of    the  Bar,  though  they  are 
•eminent  members  of  another  profession, 
which  will  not,  1  hope,  ever  call  on  them 
for  the  valorous  exploits  they  sometimes 
talk  about.     I  cannot  take  their  authority 
•on  the  etiquette  of  the  legal  profession, 
but  I  ask  any  legal  Member  in  the  House, 
•can  he  deny  that  Mr.  Kennedy  was  starved 
•out  of  the  practice  of  his  profession  for  a 
breach  of  the  unwritten  law  of  the  Bar  ? 
Take  another  case  of  a  like  character.    A 
-doctor  came  up  to  the  Law  Courts  and 
nsked  for  relief  because  he  had  been — I 
•do  not  like  to  say  boycotted,  because  it 
may  seem  trifling   with  the  question — 
because  he  had  been  excluded  from  his 
profession  by  the   College  of  Physicians 
lor  unprofessional  conduct.      The  decree 
of   the  Court  was   that  the   College    of 
Physicians   was   supreme  in  all  matters 
relating  to  the  profession,  and  declined  to 
interfere.     In  the  face  of  these  things,  it 
is    rather    too    much   to  hear   all    this 
virtious    indignation    poured  upon  the 
Irish  people,  who,  while  in  the  agony  of  a 
national  struggle,  resort  to  methods  that 
are  employed  in  the  piping  times  of  peace 
in  rural  districts  in  Enorland  and  in  the 
legal  profession.     Bo^-cotting  is  not  con- 
fined to  one  side.     I  have  extracts  here 
which  throw  a  little  light  on  this  subject. 
The  other  day  in  Ireland  a  Railway  Com- 
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pany  increased  its  faras.  In  this,  I 
believe,  they  exercised  a  perfectly  legal 
right,  though  I  believe,  also,  there  is  a  legal 
right  to  ompel  them  to  reduce  their 
fares.  Upon  this  the  Dublin  Express^ 
the  organ  of  all  tliat  is  lawful  and  orderly 
in  Ireland,  published  an  article  in  which 
it  said — 

''  No  merely  declared  resolution  adopted  at  a 
meeting  will  have  any  effect  on  the  Board.  It 
will  be  necessary  to  put  the  sentiments  of  this 
meeting  into  a  form  in  which  the  company 
must  be  made  to  see  and  feel  in  a  reduction  in- 
stead of  an  increase  of  their  receipts.  This 
result  there  is  every  reason  to  expect ;  and,  if  it 
be  realised ,  the  Board  of  Directors  will  find  that, 
instead  of  paying  a  small  though  increased 
dividend  of  1^  per  cent,  they  will  draw  a  blank 
next  half-year.*' 

And  now  I  will  give  you  a  specimen  of 
boycotting  on  the  part  of  the  Chief 
Secretary.  Mr.  Conlan  has  a  newspaper 
which  circulates  popularly  throughout 
the  middle  of  Ireland,  and  he  has  a 
rival  organ  in  the  interests  of  the 
Coercion  Party.  Though  the  "  loyal 
minority"  lays  claim  to  number  two 
millions,  I  do  not  know  that  they  supply 
a  large  number  of  newspaper  readers 
except,  perhaps,  that  some  of  its  leaders 
give  study  to  our  past  speeches  and 
articles.  Well,  Mr.  Conlan,  the  editor  of 
this  Nationalist  journal,  was  prosecuted 
for  a  coercion  offence,  but  under  the 
Statute  of  Edward  III.,  and  suffered  a 
term  of  imprisonment.  Subsequently,  he 
applied  for  those  Government  advertise- 
ments which  had  been  diverted  from  his 
paper,  which  had  a  large  circulation,  to 
his  miserable  Coercionist  rival.  Here  is 
the  reply  he  received  from  the  Office  of 
Irish  Fisheries,  Dublin  Castle — 

*'  You  are  under  a  misapprehension  in  sup- 
posing that  the  advocacy  of  any  particular 
political  opinions  is  any  reason  for  giving  or 
withdrawing  Government  advertisfiments.  If 
such  have  been  withdrawn  from  your  journal  it 
is  solely  because  ^that  paper  lias  continued  to 
violate  the  law.*' 

So  that  you  have  this  virtuous  de- 
nunciation of  an  attempt  to  starve  men 
into  submission  by  the  refusal  of  the 
necessaries  of  life  ;  and,  at  the  same  time, 
by  exclusive  dealing,  the  same  principle 
is  applied  by  the  Government  to  public 
advertisements  which  are  not  theirs  to 
give,  and  which,  in  the  public  interest, 
should  be  l)estowed  on  papers  of  the 
largest  circulation.  Now,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Hunts  justified  the  action 
of  himself  and  his  friends  in   entering 
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into  a  combination — criminal  conspiracy, 
as  it  may  be  called — with  Mr.  Ponsonby 
ta  refuse  arbitration  in  the  dispute  with 
the  latter  gentleman's  tenants  on  the 
ground  that  arbitration  had  failed  in  the 
case  of  the  Vandeleur  estate.  He  gave 
as  a  rjason,  I  think,  that  the  tenants 
there  had  paid  none  of  their  instal- 
ments. 

Mr.  SMITH-BARRY  (Hunts.  S.) : 
What  I  said  in  effect  was  that  a  good 
many  of  the  tenants  had  not  paid  their 
instalments. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  I  did  not 
catch  exactly  the  terms  of  the  lion. 
Gentleman's  explanation.  I  understand 
him  to  imply  that  a  large  number  of 
tenants  on  the  Vandeleur  estate  had 
refused  ta  pvy,  or  I  think  he  said  a 
very  few  liad  paid,  instalments  due 
under  the  award  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hackney. 

Mr.  SMITH-BARRY :  Yes. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Now  I  say,  if 
that  statement  were  true,  it  would  be  a 
most  painful  statement  to  hear.  We  on 
these  Benches  would  ba  grieved  and 
ashamed  to  find  it  true  j  but  the 
statement  is  absolutely  without  foun- 
dation. In  the  first  place,  if  I 
rightly  understand,  for  I  spaak  on 
the  information  of  others,  the  first 
instalments  have  been  paid — I  do  not 
know  whether  I  am  justified  in  saying 
that  of  every  case,  but  in  the  vast—  the 
overwhelming — majority  of  cases.  [An 
hon.  Member:  Every  case.]  An  hon. 
Friend  near  me  tells  me  the  statement 
applies  to  every  case.  He  is  intimately 
acquainted  with  the  facts,  and  he  says 
the  first  instalment  has  been  paid  in 
every  single  case,  and  I  must  say  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  would  display 
a  little  more  of  that  love  of  his  native 
country  to  which  he  lays  claim  if  he 
were  not  so  eager  to  calumniate  the 
character  of  Irish  tenants. 

Mr.  SMITH-BARRY  :  I  do  not  know 
whether  I  may  be  allowed  to  say  that 
my  information  up  to  a  fortnight  ago  is 
of  a  diametricary  opposite  character. 

Mr.  T.  P  O'CONNOR:  This,  on  a 
question  of  fact,  is  a  direct  confiict  of 
assertion  which  time  must  be  left  to  de- 
cide. As  to  the  second  instalment  now 
due,  I  can  speak  on  the  authority  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hackney.  A  state- 
ment was  sent  to  the  hon^  Member  for 
Hackney    by    the    hon.     Member     for 


Canterbury,    who    has    faken    a    most 
creditable   part   in   this   matter,  whose 
conduct   contrasts  very  favourably  wiirti* 
that    of    his   Colleagues    on    the    Tory- 
Banches.     He  received  a  complaint  that 
all   the    tenants  had  refused  to  pay  the 
second    instalment.       Now,     the     hon. 
Member  for  Hackney  has  had   consider- 
able  training  lately   in   dissecting  very 
confident   assertions,     and     accordingly 
he     requested    the    hon.    Member    for 
Canterbury      to      descend      to        that 
statement  for   particulars,   from    which 
the       Times      newspaper      shrunk      so- 
long   as   it    could,  and   then  he   found^ 
that  118  tenants  were  stated  not  to  have- 
paid.     Well,  there  are  400   tenants   oi> 
the  estate,  and  if  these  118  had   refused 
they  would   not  be   a  majority    of   the- 
tenants  refusing.     Further,   1  hear,  this- 
number  of    118  have  already   been   re- 
duced to  59,    and   I   daresay  successive 
posts  will  reduce  this  59  to  as  vanishing 
a    quantity   as  the  forged    letters   and 
other  charges  of   the  Times.     I    hope  I 
have  made  it  clear  to  the  House  that  my 
reference  is  to   the    second   instalment- 
Now,   let   me   tell   the  House   another 
thing.     The  other  day,  in   Partick,    the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  stood  for  the   Tory 
Party   declared   that   Irish   tenants,   by 
their  regularity  in   paying   instalments 
under  the  Ashbourne   Act,   had   proved 
themselves    thoroughly      honest     men.. 
Well,  I  was  legitimately  proud  to  have 
this  testimony  to  the  solvency  of  my  own* 
people.       This    character    for    honesty 
comes  from  a  Scotchman,  the  calumnia- 
tion of  his  countryman  comes  from  an 
Irishman.     The  history  of  the  Vandeleur 
tenants  is  a  confirmation  of  this  eulogy  ; 
for  I  am  informed   that  some   of   those 
tenants  described  as  dishonest  defaulters 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  South   Hunts^ 
are    actually    waiting    for   remittances 
from  America,  sent  by  their  poor   hard- 
working relatives,  in  order  to  honourably 
maintain  the  award     that    was    given.. 
The    information    supplied   me   by   my 
friends  enables  me  to  make  this  complete  - 
exposure   of   ihe   charges   of   the    hon. 
Gentleman.     Now,  I  come  to  the  charges, 
of     the      hon.      Member     for      South 
Tyrone      (Mr.      Russell).        He      say  a 
that     a    number     of    shop-keepers     in 
Youghal       were      boycotted       because 
they  did  not  put  up  their  shutters,  join- 
ing with  their  townsmen  in  condemna- 
tion of  the  treatment  of  my  hon.  FrienA 
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(Mr.  O'Brien),  and   he  insinuates  that 
this  boycotting  was  due  to  difFerences  of 
religion.     Now,  it  has  been  my  fortune 
to  follow  the  hon.  Member  through  many 
parts  of    the  country,  and  there   is  no 
man  I  better  like  to  follow  except,  per- 
haps, either  of  the  two  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentlemen  opposite,  because  I  am  assured 
by    active    Liberal    canvassers    that    a 
sp3ech  from  either  of   these  hon.   and 
gallant  Gentlemen  is  worth  at  least  200 
or   300   votes   to   the    Liberal    side.     I 
understand  the  smiles  of  those  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentlemen  perfectly  well.     They 
tried  to  make  the  issue  of  an  election 
turn    upon    my    individual    view    and 
policy,  such  was  the  beggarly  condition 
to  which  the  Tory   Party   was   driven. 
But  to  return  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
South    Tyrone.       He    goes    about    the 
country  making  charges  of  sectarianism. 
He  complains  of  our  inquisition  ;  but  he 
has  become   Grand   Inquisitor   himself, 
not   of   us   alone,  but  actually  of   hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side — may  be,  has 
become  Torquemada  of  the  whole  British 
Empire.     From  this  position  he  informs 
the   people   that   my   hon.    Friend    the 
Member  for  Cork  is  a  non-Catholic  in 
the    same    sense  as    the  Junior    Mem- 
ber  for    Northampton.      Well,   that   is 
an      inquisition      into      the      religious 
opinions   of    a    politician    that    is    not 
justified.     Such  attacks  as  these  on  the 
conscientious   and    religious    convictions 
that  are  buried  in  a  man's  bosom  will 
go  far  to  test   the   charges   of    bigotry- 
and  intolerance  this  hon.  Member  and 
others  so  freely  make.  It  is  suggested  that 
I  should  contradict  the  statement  that  has 
been   made   in   reference    to    my    hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cork,  but  I  am 
not  concerned  to  do  so.     1  do  not  care 
what  the  religious  opinions  of  a  man  may 
be.     These  are  matters  for  his  own  con- 
science,   and    I    see    no    advantage  to 
Christianity     in    making     such    things 
matter   of    attack   and    defence    in  the 
arena   of   party  politics.     In   regard   to 
this  incident  at  Youghal,  it  is  perfectly 
true    that    a    number    of   shop-keepers 
refused  to  close  their  shops  w^hen   my 
hon.  Friend  was  so  barbarously  treated  in 
Olonmel  Gaol.  Well,  I  must  say  I  do  not 
think    any     Irishman,     Protestant     or 
Catholic,  ought  to  have  felt  other  than 
a  sense  of  humiliation  in  regard  to  this 
treatment  of   my    hon.   Friend.     Well, 
these  shop-keepers  in  Youghal  refused 
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to  join  in  the  general  manifestation  of 
feeling.     Now,  we  have  occasionally  in 
this   City  of  London  manifestations  of 
public  feeling  on   Royal   anniversaries, 
or  in  celebration  of  political  occurrences, 
and  I  do  not  think  a  dissentient  from 
the  popular  opinion  thinks  his  windows 
are  quite  safe  if  in  a  marked  manner  he 
refuses  to  join  in  illumination  with  his 
neighbours.      In  fact,   I   remember  an 
historical     occasion     when     the     front 
windows  of    a  house  in  Harley  Street, 
suffered   in  consequence  of  the    views 
held    by  my    right    hon.    Friend    (Mr. 
Gladstone.)  This  is  a  specimen  of  what  may- 
happen  in  a  time  of  popular  excitement, 
and  if  a  few  windows  were  broken  in 
Youghal  it  was  not  because  the  occupiers 
of  the  houses  were  Protestants.    [Several 
hon.  Members  :  No  windows  were  broken.] 
No  windows  were  broken.  I  am  wrong.  I 
share  with  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  the 
pleasure  they  find  in  the  fact  that  no 
windows  were  broken  on  the  occasion.. 
But  a  charge  of  boycotting  is  attached  to 
this   incident.      Now,  there   were  Pro- 
testant shopkeepers  who  did  put  up  their 
shutters,  and  among  them  was  a  harness 
maker,   Mr.   Fowkes.      In  reference   to 
this  gentleman,  I  have  a  letter  which  is 
about  as  grammatical  as  the  correspon- 
dence   of    a  duchess,  in  which  a   Mrs. 
Dring  explains  that  her  son  did  not  like 
to  go  to  the  shop  in  consequence  of  the 
shutters   being   up,  and  that    she    had 
determined    not    to    take    the   harness 
which  had   been  ordered.     I   grieve   to 
say  that   this  poor   man  was   boycotted 
by  all  the  Tories  of  the  district.      Now, 
what  becomes  of  the  Protestant  charge 
of   boycotting?      Nothing  is  more  hon- 
ourable to  Ireland  than  the  absence  of 
religious   intolerence    in    political    and 
municipal  contests.      We  follow  the  lead 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork, 
and  we  intend  to  do   so  until   he   has 
brought  about  the  final  emancipation  of 
our  country.     He  is  a  Protestant ;    he  is 
the  son  of  Protestants,  and  the  grandson 
of  Protestants.      Around  me  sit  many 
Members  who  are  Protestants.      Nobody 
ever  asks  what  is  their  religion,  but  yet 
you    cast    upon     Youghal     the   unjust 
stigma  that  its  Catholic  inhabitants  are 
intolerant.     What  are  the  facts?     The 
Chairman  of  the  Town  Commissioners  is 
a  Protestant ;  five  of  the  members  of  the 
Town     Board      are      Protestants,     and 
I   deny   that  there   is  any    foundation 
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for    this    allegation    of    intolerance    on 
the  part  of  the   Roman   Catholics.      I 
feel  that  I  am  making  a  large  claim  on 
(the   indulgence,  of    the    House.      Last 
•night  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Hunts 
.took  part  in  the  debate,  and  I  am  now 
anxious  that  the  public  should  know  the 
real  facts  with  regard  to  the  Ponsonby 
dispute.      I   confess    that    if    the   hon. 
Oentleman  were  able  to  prove  the  ti^uth 
oi  the  assertions    which  he   made,   he 
would  have  a  strong  case  for  interference, 
although  I  do  not  think  that  even  those 
iacts  would  wholly  justify  that  interfer- 
ence.    But  if  our  statements  are  correct, 
his    interference    is    both    unjust  ajid 
iniquirx)u^      Now,    first,    is    Mr.    Pon- 
sonby   a   model   landlord,  as    the    hon. 
Member  represented  ?     In  reply  to  that 
1  wish  to  give  the  House  a  few  facts. 
One  of  his  tenants  was  a  man  named 
Scully.     In    1885,   this   man,  who  was 
"Suffering   from   the   terrible   depression 
<then  existing  in  Ireland,  and  especially 
tn     that  district,  was    processed.      The 
process  was  decided  against  him,  and  he 
.sold  his  only  cow  in  order  to  pay  the 
rent.     When  he  got  to  the  rent  oflfice 
ifche  agent  told  him  there  was  a  guinea  to 
pay  for  law  costs ;    and  the  poor  man's 
wife,  who  was  approaching  her  confine- 
ment, had  to  take  the  quilt  off  her  bed 
and  pawn  it  in  order  to  raise  part  of  the 
•guinia.    She   took  the  guinea,  with  the 
pawn    ticket,    to   the    rent    office,  and 
.appealed  to  the  agent,  because  the  quilt 
which  she  had  had  to  pawn  had  been 
made  for  her  by  her  mother  and  given 
^  her  on  her  wedding  day.     The  agent 
of  this  model  landlord,  notwithstanding 
this,  took  the  guinea  and  flung  the  pawn 
.ticket  back   into  the  woman's  face.     I 
will  take  another  case,  which  shows  the 
real  nature  of  this  model  landlord.     I 
see  in  this  pamphlet,  the  authorship  of 
which    I    believe    I   am   not   wrong    in 
■attributing  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Tyrone 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  I  had  nothing 
.to  do  with  it. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  am  sorry 
to  hear  it,  because  it  does  credit  to  the 
kind  of  literary  skill  in  which  the  hon. 
Oentleman  is  so  proficient.  It  was, 
however,  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone — I  have  not  the  exact 
words  with  me 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSEL  L  ;  If  the  hon.  Gen- 
'4;leman  wishes  to  know  what  I  said,  I  have 


no  objection  to  telling  him.  The  pith  and 
substance  of  what  I  said  wsts  that  this 
rent  was  the  amount  of  rent  paid  from 
before  the  time  of  the  famine,  and,  there* 
fore,  it  could  not  be  called  rack-rent.  I 
never  said  no  individual's  rent  had  been 
paid. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  :  We  have  also 
been  told  that  the  rent  had  not  been 
increased  within  the  memory  of  man. 
Now  I  will  deal  with  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Dover,  who  we  are  glad  to  find  is  able  to 
deal  more  courteously  with  us  in  his 
address  than  sometimes  appears  in  his 
communications ;  and  if  he  would  add  a 
little  candour  to  both  forms  of  expres* 
sion,  perhaps  the  discussion  would  be 
more  intelligent  and  more  real.  One 
statement  is,  that  the  rents  have  not  been 
increased  within  the  memory  of  man. 
Another  statement  is  that  they  had  been 
slightly  increased,  but  that  the  increase 
practically  amounted  to  nothing,  whilst 
the  third  statement — that  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dover — was 
that  the  increase  had  only  amounted  to 
^100  a  year.  But  the  owner  of  the 
estate,  who  is  perhaps  as  good  an 
authority  as  anybody,  stated  in  a  letter 
to  his  brother-in-law,  that  the  net  increase 
was  £500  a  year.  Which  of  these  asser- 
tions am  I  to  deal  with  ?  I  venture  to 
state  that  each  one  of  them,  except  the 
last,  is  inaccurate.  I  can  give  a  few 
instances  in  which  the  rent  was  increased. 
The  Widow  Mahoney  had  her  rent  raised 
£12  a  year.  Her  husband  had  made 
improvements  on  the  holding  at  a  cost  of 
£168,  and  towards  this  the  generous  land- 
lord contributed  £20.  But  there  is 
another  foul  page  in  this  history  of  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  never  spoke.  I 
remember  with  great  distinctness  that  in 
1881,  when  the  Land  Bill  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  under  discussion,  there  was 
something  almost  approaching  a  crisis  in 
regard  to  a  clause  which  we  wished  to  have 
inserted,  admitting  the  leaseholders  to 
the  benefit  of  the  Act.  The  consultations 
extended  over  two  or  three  days.  I 
believe  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  was  himself 
anxious  to  make  the  concession  if  he 
could,  but  having  consulted  his  Colleagues, 
he  came  down  and  said — 

'*  We  cannot  release  all  freeholders,  but  we 
ivill  put  in  a  clause  the  effect  of  which  will 
be  that  if  the  tenants  are  able  to  prove  to  the 
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Court  th)it  the  leaw 
ander  tl<a  thteit  uf  e' 
broken." 


I  Buppost!  the  right  hoii.  Gentlemiiii  Ims 
followed  thetiouriie  of  events,  anilhekno  Wit 
that,although  theclftuse  was  well  intsnded, 
it  has  proved  praoticilly  a  dead  letter. 
I  am  not  lawyer  enougli  U)  explain  the 
means  by  whiuh  it  lias  been  chieaned 
away ;  at  any  rite,  it  was  a  dead  letter 
to  all  intents  and  pnrposes  until  the 
right  hoE.  Gentleman  brought  in  a  Bill 
admitting  the  majority  of  the  Irish 
leftseholders  to  the  benefits  of  the  Act. 
We  have  the  fact  that  of  1,000  appliea 
tioas  wbieli  were  made  to  enforiie  the 
clanse,  not  one  succeeiled.  In  1S71, 
after  the  Lind  Act  was  pas.^ed,  Mr.  Pon- 
aonby,  or  his  agent,  went  to  several  of 
the  tenants.  L'nder  the  Land  Act  of 
18(0,  a  31  yeai-s'  leBse  gave  the  holder  a 
right  to  the  benefits  of  the  Act,  whi'gt  a. 
leaae  for  32  yea-^  precluded  him  from 
them.  air.  Ponsonby  and  his  agent 
forced  upon  these  tenants  a  .12  years' 
lease,  thus  filching  the  benefits  from 
them  which  were  intended  to  be  cii- 
ferred  on  them  by  legiKlation  ;  and  this 
is  the  considerate,  kind  landlord  whose 
brilliant  record  shines  amid  the  dark- 
ness of  Irish  history.  T  challenge  ft 
contradiction  of  these  facte.  These  leasea 
were  sometimes  forced  upon  the  tenants 
nnder  circumstances  aluiiiat  tragic  in 
their  character.  In  one  case  »  man  re- 
fused time  after  time  to  accept  the  lease. 
Ilia  child  died,  and  when  he  relumed 
from  the  funeral,  sad  and  snrrowful,  he 
found  npoH  hi.s  table  a  notice  wbieb 
compelled  bim  to  accept  a  32  years' 
lease.  Is  not  the  lion,  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  North  Armagh 
ashamed  that  condoct  such  as  tliis  shunld 
happen!  How  can  he  stand  up  in  this 
House  and  d  -feud  men  guilty  of  these 
actsl  I  know  he  will  be  ashamed  lo 
bear  this  ;  but  I  know  also  tliat  be  will 
stand  up  and  represent  this  landlord  as 
a  paragon  of  virtue.  In  another  case  the 
rent  was  inci-eaaed  from  £70  to  ii^O.  In 
a  third  case  the  landlord.  Mr.  Pousonby, 
had  beautified  his  estate  by  the  creation  of 
some  g;ens,and  in  order  to  do  that  be  t-ook 
nine  acresfromtheholdingot  amannamed 
Michael  Murphy.  Did  he  compensate 
Mnrphy  ?  No  ;  he  sent  his  valuer  to  the 
holding  and  actually  increased  the  rent 
by  i>4  a  year,  although  the  size  of  the 
farm  had  been  diminished  In  stiU 
Mr.  T.  J:  OVo>,n(^-- 


another  case  four  iicres  wete  taken  off  » 
and  an  increaaed  rent  put  on. 
Suridy  these  facts — these  startling  facts— 
shatter  the  legend  that  Mr.  Poneonby 
a  pi'culiarly  considerate  landlord.  1 
conld  go  through  case  after  case  of  a  like 
itaru.  I  now  come  tn  the  question  of 
terms  which  were  offered  to  the  tenants. 
Ve  know  that  at  ihe  end  of  1867.  200 
if  the  tenants  signed  originating  notices. 
to  the  landloi-d  showing  their  desire  ti> 
go  into  the  Land  Courts,  and  sorely  thak 
&  sufficient  indication  of  a  b"ii6  Jiiir- 
desirt!  to  take  this  step.  The  landlord 
that  time  wns  nnxious  that  the  tenant 
sbjuld  have  the  opportunity  of  going- 
into  Court,  and  lie  was  kind  enougb 
to  extend  the  term  during  which  the 
originating  notices  mig'ht  be  sent  in.. 
But  a  few  days  bi^foi-e  the  Conrt  sat,  th» 
landlord,  under  some  malign  intlnencer 
actually  served  notii^s  on  some  of  the 
tenants  which  barred  them  from  going 
I  to  the  Court.  Sueli  a  notice  waa 
served  on  30  of  the  principal  tenants.  I 
acknowledge  the  landlord  was  within 
legal  right,  but  was  he  within  hja 
d  right  1  These  tenants,  be  kneWy 
had  elected  to  stand  or  fall  together,  and 
I.  for  one,  would  be  ashamed  of  tli& 
Ponsoiiby  tenants  if,  in  a  stru^Ie  like 
this,  the  more  fortunate  ones  were  t*> 
desert  the  less  fortunate  ones.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
illumined  the  debate  just  now  with  a 
most  important  contribution,  and  it  waa 
fortunate  that  he  did  not  see  the  long 
faces  and  eloquent  grimaces  of  the  two 
Col  eagiies  who  sit  immediately  behind 
him,  How  the  Chief  Secretary  refraineii 
from  pulling  him  by  the  coattui  a,  as  ho 
demolished  the  whole  fabric  of  the- 
principle  of  equality  of  law  in  England 
andin  Ireland,  esca)X'8  my  comprehension. 
I  wish  now  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Houas  to  the  fact  that  the  Tories,  when 
they  are  setkiiig  the  suffrage  of  popular 
constituencies,  actually  boast  of  the 
services  of  their  party  towards  the  pro- 
tection of  combination.  Reference  has 
already  been  made  to  the  Liverpool  caee. 
I  will  point  to  another  instance  :  The 
Tory  candidate  for  Croydon  in  1885, 
ettuiding  against  my  hon.  Friend  th» 
present  Member  for  Burnley,  claimed 
credit  for  the  Tory  Party  becanse,  afnong 
other  things,  it  had  permitted  freedom  of 
combination  amongst  working  men,  by 
an   Act  legalising  the  employment    of 
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peaceful  picketing  in  cases  of  strikes. 
And  this  testimony  of  the  democratic 
attitude  of  the  Tory  Party  towards 
peaceful  picketing  is  the  more  valuable 
because  the  signature  at  the  foot  of  the 
election  address  I  refer  to  was  that  of 
Mr.  Grantham,  Q.C.,  the  very  Jadge  who 
tried  the  Liverpool  cas?.  And  now  I 
come  to  the  second  offer  made  on  the 
part  of  Mr.  Brunker,  the  former  agent  of 
Mr.  Ponsonby,  and  in  connection  with 
that  I  have  here  three  letters,  exti-acts  of  < 
which  I  will  read  to  the  House.  The 
first  letter  declares  that  he,  Mr.  Brunker, 
has  full  powers  from  the  landlord,  and  is 
his  authorised  agent.  The  second 
declares  that  he  and  Canon  Keller,  on 
behalf  of  the  tenants,  had  almost  come  to 
an  agreement,  and  only  a  modification  of 
terms  was  required.  Tlie  third  letter, 
dated  some  months  later,  declares  that 
he,  Mr.  Brunker,  still  thinks  if  he  and 
Canon  Keller  had  been  left  alone  (this 
was  four  months  after  the  negotiations 
had  come  to  an  end),  they  would  have 
have  been  able  to  come  to  an  agreement. 
I  think  it  is  flying  in  the  face  of  the 
credulity  of  this  Houso  to  say  that  these 
letters  could  have  been  written  by  a  man 
between  whom  and  his  fellow  negotiator 
there  was  a  difference  of  £20,000.  In 
regard  to  the  third  offer,  the  statements 
which  have  been  mad 3  as  to  that  seem 
to  form  a  most  powerful  specimen  of  the 
suppressio  veri  and  siiggestio  falsi.  It 
is  said  that  by  [this  offer  32  per  cent 
reduction  was  tendered,  and  that  it  was 
only  3  per  cent  below  that  demanded  by 
the  t3nants.  If  that  is  so,  how  can  it  be 
said  that  the  demands  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  were  downright  robbery  ? 
But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  what  the  tenauts 
were  to  pay  amounted  to  17  years* 
purchase,  and  this  land  is  certainly  not 
worth  that.  On  the  estate  of  Lord 
Egmont,  close  by,  where  the  land  is 
better,  the  sales  have  been  on  the 
basis  of  from  11  to  16  years*  purchase. 
On  the  estate  cf  the  Uniaks,  again 
better  land,  the  average  price  was  16 
years.  Let  us  have  the  truth  about  this 
matter,  and  let  the  public  outside 
judge.  Seventeen  years*  purchase  was 
not  all  that  W8S  demanded.  The  tenants 
were  also  to  be  called  upon  to  pay  the 
law  costs.  And  this  brings  me  to  the 
most  astounding  statement  made  the 
other  night  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Hunts,  to  the  effect  that  the  costs 


only  amounted  to  £S  or  £4  in  each  case. 

Mr.  SMITH-BARRY  :  My  expression 
was  a  few  pounds,  I  believe. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  ITiese  figures, 
are  entirely  inaccurate.  Some  of  the 
processes  were  brought  at  the  Wicklow 
Assizes,  and  the  solicitor  for  the  land'orc? 
has  since  sent  in  a  certified  bill  showing 
that  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  against 
90  tenants  amounted  to  £4,000.  Yeli 
this  is  only  one  of  many  stages  in  the- 
proceedings. 

Mr.  SMITH-BARRY:  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  is  under  a  misapprehension* 
as  to  what  I  said.  I  suggested  that  3r- 
per  cent  interest  upon  the  capitalised 
sum  of  the  costs  would  amount  to* 
only  a  few  pounds  in  each  case,  an^ 
the  landlord  was  willing  to  accept  pay- 
ment in  that  form. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Yes,  but  the- 
tenant  would  still  be  liable  for  the- 
capital  sum.  The  3  per  cent  would  be 
without  a  Sinking  Fund,  and  would 
leave  a  heavy  load  of  indebtedness  upon 
the  tenant's  shoulders.  I  am  told  that 
the  law  costs  of  this  estate  now  amount 
to  nearly  £15,000,  and  to  add  this- 
£15,000  to  the  lump  sum  to  be  paid  for 
the  estate  wo  aid  greatly  increase  the 
burden.  This,  I  suppose,  will  be  done  if 
the  landlord  succeeds,  which  is  very 
hypothetical  j  and  even  that  does  not  ex- 
haust the  extentof  the  land  lords' demands  ► 
The  tenants  will  have  to  undertake  the 
repair  of  the  buildings,  and  I  am  not 
exaggerating  when  I  say  that  the  total 
claim  made  against  them  will  amount 
to  between  eighteen  and  nineteen 
years'  purchase,  for  land  not  wortb 
fifteen  or  sixteen  years'  purchase^ 
That  is  the  generous  offer  of  which  we- 
have  heard  such  eloquent  descriptions, 
during  the  last  three  or  four  days  from 
hon.  Members  opposite.  Nothing,  I 
think,  has  been  more  remarkable  in  the 
struggle  than  the  attitude  of  the  tenants^ 
They  have  been  willing  to  refer  the 
matter  to  arbitration ;  they  even  offered 
to  refer  it  to  the  Tory  Recorder  of  the- 
City  of  Cork.  But  the  answer  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  the  demand  for 
arbitration  was  an  utterly  unfounded 
calumny  as  to  the  solvency  of  the  tenants- 
as  a  body.  There  is  a  dispute  about  the 
repairing  of  houses.  An  hon.  Member 
has  said  that  tl^e  dilapidations  of  tenants'' 
houses  are  due  to  the  action  of  the- 
tenants    themselves.      I  suppose    what 
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he  was  thinking  of  was  the  preparations 
made  for  resistance  when  evictions  were 
about  to  commence,  and  the  damage 
iihat  was  done  by  the  Sheriff's  officers 
when  making  forcible  entry.  But  what 
•did  the  tenants  do  in  regard  to  this 
jnatter  1  They  said  we  are  willing  to 
-separate  the  two  classes  of  dilapidations. 
fAn  hon.  Member  :  Oh,  oh  !]  The  hon. 
Member  seems  surprised  at  this,  and  to 
me  it  is  a  singular  thing  that  he  could 
have  gone  into  this  terrible  crusade 
without  having  mastered  the  fanda- 
mental  details  connected  with  it. 
JFancy  the  hon.  Member  taking  upon 
himself  the  responsibility  of  devastating 
a  town  in  Ireland  without  being  ac- 
Kjuainted  with  the  facts.  The  tenants, 
as  I  have  said,  agreed  to  divide  the 
dilapidations  into  two  classes,  namely, 
Ahose  made  by  themselves  and  those 
made  by  the  Sheriffs  in  executing  the 
evictions,  as  distinct  fiora  the  dilapida- 
tions following  the  evictions  when  the 
house  from  which  the  tc^nants  had 
•been  ejected  were  left  in  the 
merciful  hands  of  the  emergency  men. 
There  are  two  questions  which  arise  on 
^ihis;  first,  who  caused  one  set  of  dilapi- 
dations, and  who  caused  the  other?  The 
tenants  offered  to  submit  this  question 
to  two  arbitrators,  one  to  be  appointed 
by  the  landlord  and  the  other  by  them- 
selves. They  offered  on  their  part  to 
pay  the  full  value  of  the  dilapidations 
which  were  their  own  work  ;  while,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  landlords  were  to  pay 
for  the  dilapidations  effected  by  the 
Sheriff's  men,  and  the  House  will  probably 
consider  that  the  tenants  had  a  right  to 
demand  that  dilapidations  created  in 
cruel  wantonness  should  thus  be  paid  for. 
Thus,  all  through  the  County  of  Cork, 
we  have  the  t3nants  offering  to  arbitrats 
-every  single  point  of  di8puti%  and  we 
have  also  landlords  who  are  willing  to 
arbitrate  if  they  are  only  left  alone. 
But  unfortunately  we  have,  beyond  this 
the  malevolent  influence  of  the  hon.Mem- 
l)3r  for  South  Hunts  (Mr.  Smith-Barry) 
intervening  for  the  purposo  of  preventing 
arbitration.  I  think  I  have  said  enough 
to  show  that  the  tenants  on  the  Ponsonby 
estate  have  been  justified  in  their  action, 
-and  that  the  Tipperary  tenants  well 
•deservethe  high  eulogy  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
Jber  for  North-East  Cork  (Mr.  O'Brien), 
And  I  come  now  to  the  policy  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary. 
Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor 


Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  succeeded 
in  suppressing  the  branches  of  the 
National  League  1  No,  they  are  all  alive. 
Has  he  succeeded  in  suppressing  the 
newspaper  reports?  No,  they  are  still 
published.  Has  he  succeeded  in  dimin- 
ishing  the  strength  of  the  League  ?  No, 
it  is  now  stronger  than  ever.  Has  he 
succeeded  in  exhausting  the  funds  of 
the  League  ?  Certainly  not,  it  is 
richer  than  ever  it  was.  And  now  I  will 
put  fcefore  him  an  alternative  policy. 
In  the  5th  sub-section  of  the  6th  section 
of  the  Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Act  it 
is  said  — 

**  In  the  proceedings  in  such  application  the 
Crofter  Commissioners  shall  take  an  acoount  of 
the  amount  of  arrears  of  rent  due  or  to  beoome 
due  before  the  application  is  finally  determined, 
or  may  take  evidence  of  all  the  circumstanoea 
which  have  led  to  such  arrears,  and  shall  decide 
whether,  in  view  of  such  circumstances,  the 
whole  or  what  part  of  such  arrears  ought  to  be 
paid,  and  whether  in  one  payment  or  by  instal- 
ments, and  at  what  dates  the  same  shall  be  paid  ; 
and  the  amount  of  debt  so  fixed,  shall  be  deemed 
to  be  the  total  amount  of  such  arrears  due  by 
the  crofter,  and  the  times  at  which  the  same 
becomes  payable." 

A  similar  sub-section  to  this  inserted 
in  the  Land  Act  of  1887  would  have  put 
an  end  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  would 
havv?  settled  all  these  disputes,  and  have 
done  away  entirely  with  the  necessity  for 
coercion.  It  would,  beyond  this,  have 
saved  Ireland  4,000  prosecutions,  and 
would  also  have  saved  the  lives  of  16 
men  and  boys  who  have  died  by  violence 
within  the  three  years  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  rule.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  chooses  the  bad  way  when  a 
little  good  sense,  a  little  less  of  hysterical 
tendency  to  impotent  violence,  would  have 
suggested  to  him  the  entrance  upon  a 
right  and  just  solution  of  the  difficulty. 
Well,  what  is  the  result?  We  cannot 
recall  the  dead,  we  cannot  efface  from 
Irish  memory  and  Irish  hearts  the  sor- 
rows and  sufferings  of  the  last  three  years. 
We  can  only  wait  until  the  time  arrives 
when  the  countrj'  shall  be  called  upon  to 
give  its  verdict,  and  I,  for  one,  shall  be 
greatly  surprised  if  that  verdict  is  not 
that  there  never  was  a  Minister  who  had 
a  policy  which  was  so  foolishly  carried 
out  by  methods  so  brutal  or  by  instru- 
ments of  such  a  character. 

*(7.37.)  Mr.  macartney  (Antrim, 
S.)  :  The  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
spoken  has  dealt  with  three  estateSjUamely, 
the    Massereene    estate,   the  Vandeleur 


€29         Majesty's  Most 


{Fepruary  18,  1890} 


Gracious  Sjy^ech,         630 


estate,  and  the  Ponsonby  estate.  With  the 
Massereene  estate  I  am  well  acquainted, 
and  I  should  say  that  every  fact  the  hon. 
Member  has  mentioned  with  regard  to 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  on  that  estate  is 
absolutely  inaccurate.  The  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign was  bsaten  last  year  on  that  estate. 
I  was  present  when  the  SherifE  proceeded 
to  evict  21  tenants,  and  12  of  those  ten- 
ants, as  soon  as  the  Sheriff  entered,  pro- 
duced their  rents  saying,  that  if  they  had 
known  what  the  Plan  of  Campaign  really 
was  they  would  never  have  joined  that 
organisation.  On  that  occasion  I  met  a 
man  who  had  been  evicted  on  the  pre- 
vious day,  and  he  begged  that  he  might 
be  received  back  again  on  the  estate.  He 
owed  four  years'  rent,  a  sum  exceed- 
ing £20,  and  was  only  able  to  pay  30s. 
down.  He  was  accepted  on  the  spot 
upon  his  assurance  that  as  soon  as  possi- 
ble he  would  pay  another  30s.  I  asked 
him  why  he  had  joined  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, and  he  refused  to  tell  me.  I  then 
asked  him  to  explain  what  he  had  done 
with  the  rent.  He  said  it  was  in  the 
war  chest,  and  he  never  expected 
to  receive  a  farthing  back.  It  had 
gone  where  many  a  pound  had  gone  before. 
1  venture  to  say  that  on  the  Massareene 
estate,  the  Vandeleur  estate,  and  the  Pon- 
sonby estate  the  men  who  joined  that 
organisation  were  generally  men  who 
were  well-to-do,  and  that  the  men  who 
were  first  evicted  were  men  possessing 
ample  resources.  In  1887  occurred  the 
celebrated  eviction  of  Patrick  Devine. 
Some  hon.  Members  opposite  were  pre- 
sent on  that  occasion  and  applauded  the 
resistance  offered  to  the  law  by  that 
modern  example  of  the  Irish  hero.  Only 
six  months  ago  I  passed  the  very  house 
from  which  that  man  was  evicted,  and  I 
found  that  the  individual  who  was  made 
so  great  a  hero  of  by  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  for  resisting  unfair 
rent  was  back  again  in  the  occapation 
of  the  farm  from  which  he  liad  been 
evicted,  having  paid  every  single  far- 
thing of  the  arrears  which  two  years 
ago  he  alleged  he  was  unable  to  pay.  As 
to  the  Ponsonby  estate,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Scotland  division  of  Liver- 
pool (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  has  based  the 
attack  made  by  him  upon  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Hunts  on  the  state- 
ment that  Mr.  Brunker,  the  agent,  had 
full  powers.  The  fact  is  that  Mr. 
Brunker  never  had  full  powers,  and  the 


mere  fact  that  he  himself  may  have  said 
so  does  not  make  it  so.  Mr.  Ponsonby 
could  not  have  given  him  full  powers 
because  Mr.  Ponsonby  did  not  possess 
full  powers  to  deal  with  the  estate  him- 
self. It  is  obvious  to  anybody  who 
reads  the  letter  which  the  hon.  Member 
has  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
House  that  the  further  modification 
alluded  to  by  Mr.  Brunker  was  not  to  be 
made  by  him  but  by  Canon  Keller.  Mr. 
Brunker  never  had  any  authority  to 
recede  from  the  position  that  the  £16,000 
were  to  be  included  in  the  sum  payable 
by  the  tenants.  The  hon.  Member  has 
stated  that  on  the  Massereene  estate 
there  are  only  four  tenants  now  in  occu- 
pation of  land  from  which  other  tenants 
had  been  evicted ;  and  he  also  asserted 
that  they  are  not  bond  fide  tenants.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  been  entirely  misled 
on  that  point,  and  I  feel  assured  that  he 
knows  nothing  about  the  character  of  the 
tenants  on  the  "Massereene  estate  except 
what  he  has  been  told.  I  have  been  on 
the  estate  myself  and  have  seen  every 
one  of  the  1 3  tenants — bond  fide  tenants — 
who  had  left  holdings  in  other  counties 
to  come  there,  and  whose  farms  were  well 
stocked.  Those  tenants  came  some  from 
my  own  county,  some  from  Fer- 
managh, some  from  Monaghan.  The 
men  have  bought  their  farms,  and 
there  is  not  the  slightest  foundation  for 
the  charge  by  hon.  Members  opposite. 
There  could  not  be  found  in  any  part  of 
Ireland  men  who  are  more  capable  of 
working  their  farms  in  a  proper  manner. 
Now,  we  have  had  two  long  speeches 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Halifax  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford.  I 
do  not  know,  really,  whether  their 
utterances  require  attention.  One  or  two 
Members  of  their  Party  have  let  the 
country  know  the  precise  position  which 
they  occupy.  According  to  an  article, 
probably  written  with  authority,  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  North-West  Durham, 
these  right  hon.  Gentlemen,  and  every  other 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  sits  on  the  Bench 
opposite,  with  the  exception  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle,  belong  to  an  order  of 
things  which  has  passed  away.  They  . 
can  never  be  anything  in  the  future.;  . 
they  cannot  occi^py  any  prominent 
position  in  the  destinies  of  this  country. 


631 


Address  hi 


{COMMONS} 


Aiiswer  to  Her 


632 


The  only  conscientions  Member  among 
them,  according  to  the  leader  of  the 
Radical  Party,  is  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newcastle.  But  the 
writer  has  gone  further  in  explaining 
the  position  occupied  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  the  Members  for  Brad- 
ford and  Halifax.  They  are  "  oflBcial 
limpats."  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  neces- 
sary, therefore,  to  occupy  the  time 
of  the  House  in  referrinoj  to  the  spaeches 
of  these  right  hon.  Gentlemen,  who 
belong  to  an  order  of  things  which  has 
passed  away,  and  who  ara  **  official 
limpids."  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Halifax  went  over  to 
Ireland  to  find  a  Protestant  Home 
Rule  Party.  He  might  as  well  have 
gone  to  look  for  an  Irish  elk.  There 
is,  indeed,  the  perfect  skeleton  of 
an  elk  in  the  Royal  Museum,  but 
I  do  not  believe  ho  wou'd  find 
even  the  perfect  skeleton  of  a  Pro- 
testant Home  Rule  Party.  I  was 
present  at  the  demonstration,  held  in  the 
county  to  which  I  belong,  for  a  purpose 
diametrically  opposita  to  that  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  cams  over  to  advo- 
cate. I  am  not  sure  whether  ths  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  there,  or  any  other 
Members  of  his  Party.  Instead  of  going 
to  a  representative  meeting  of  Protestant 
tenants  they  attended  a  hole-and-corner 
meeting  held  in  a  bye -street  of 
the  town  of  Dungannon,  where  I 
was  unable  to  discover  more  than 
one  Protestant,  if  there  was  one  there  at 
all.  However,  the  ric'ht  hon.  (lentleman 
comes  back  to  this  country  and  professes 
to  be  greatly  delighted,  because  at  a 
meeting  in  Dublin  he  invited  the  audience 
to  join  with  him  in  saying  '*  God  bless 
the  Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom."  I 
wondered  at  the  time  whether  there  was 
sincerity  on  the  part  of  each  of  the 
10,000  persons  who  responded  to  that 
invitation,  or  whether,  with  tongue  in 
check,  they  thought,  "  Well,  we  will  join 
in  this  sentiment  just  to  amuse  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman."  [Mr.  W.  Redmond: 
That  is  a  nice  character  to  give  your 
countrymen.]  I  ask  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  to  allow  me  to  pro- 
ceed without  any  further  interruption. 
What  are  the  sentiments  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  party  on  this  question  ?  I 
quote  from  United  Ireland  for  8th 
September,  1884,  as  expressing  more 
Mr,  Macartney 


truthfully  the  sentiments  of  that  party 
It  was  as  follows : 

<*  There  are  several  indications  of  a  neoefsity 
.to  make  it  once  more  clear  to  all  men  that  any 
attempt  to  resuscitate  the  old  Buddha  worship 
of  English  princelings  will  be  sternly  resisted 
by  the  Irish  people.  Our  attitude  towards 
*  this  gentleman,*  and  ladies  and  gentlemen  of 
his  way  of  livinur,  is  perfectly  plain.  So  long 
as  the  English  Parliament  chooses  to  continue 
the  Sovereign  in  her  situation,  we,  though 
holding  our  own  opinion  that  hereditary  Bove- 
reigns  are  as  laughable  shams  as  hereditary 
peers,  will  continue  to  obey  the  law  with 
respect  to  Royalty  as  we  obey  the  law  with 
respect  to  vaccination  ;  but  personal  adoration 
of  the  very  commonplace  persons  who  fill 
thrones  is  no  more  enjoined  by  law  than  kissing 
the  shoe  of  the  policeman  or  proceos-server 
when  officially  engaged.  It  is  a  voluntary 
Mbasement,  and  not  a  matter  of  law  or  loyalty. 
The  Duke  of  Edinburgh  is  not  even  a 
Sovereign,  but  one  of  an  innumerable  Oerman 
family,  whose  chief  claim  upon  the  homage  of 
the  people,  who  pay  them  a  million  and  a  half 
a  year  in  salarie8,  is  that  thev  are  not  the 
idiots  and  debauchees  that  their  grandfathers 
were.** 

It  was  exactly  in  that  sense  that  the 
audience  at  Dublin  repeated  the  very 
mild  expression  of  loyalty  in  which  the 
right  lion.  Gentleman  asked  them  to  join 
him.  In  moving  his  Amendment  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  made 
a  charge  against  the  Chief  Secretary 
which  he  did  not  attempt  to  substantiate 
in  any  way.  It  was  that  the  policy  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  has  tended  to  pro- 
duce crime,  and  tliat  the  result  of  the 
Crimes  Act  has  been  to  force  the  people 
of  Ireland  into  disobedience  to  law  and 
order.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  ought  to  liave  recollected  that  long 
before  the  present  Chief  Secretary  came 
into  office  the  policy  of  disobedience  to 
and  rebellion^  against  law  and  order  had 
been  preached  by  his  lieutenants  in 
America.  In  the  month  of  August^ 
1886,  at  a  time  when  Ireland  was  free 
from  oercion,  and  when,  according  to 
hon.  Members  opposite,  the  hearts  of 
the  Irish  people  were  being  turned  with 
affection  to  England,  Scotland,  and 
Wales,  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Worth-East 
Cork  laid  down  lines  of  policy  upon 
which  hon.  Members  opposite  were  going 
to  carry  out  their  views  in  Ireland, 
namely,  that  there  was  to  be  no  truca  with 
the  English  Government ;  that  they  were 
to  make  the  government  of  Ireland  by 
England  impossible  ;  and  that  no  effort 
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was  to  be  spared  by  tlie  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  and  his  friends  in  order  to  force  the 
Government  of  England  to  forge  fetters 
of  co3rcion.     It   was   the    MembiT   for 
the    City  of  Cork  and  his  friends  who 
were  responsible  for  making  the  condi- 
tion of  Ireland  such  that  it  was  impos- 
sible to  consider  life  and  property  safe 
unless  the  Criminal  Law  was  strengthened. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  cannot  deny  that 
statament.  Their  representatives  returned 
from  Chigago,  and  emissaries  were  im- 
mediately    sent     through     Ireland     to 
formulate  the  Plan  of  Campaign.     They 
never    ceased   agitating    and    agitating 
until  they  forcad  the  yoke  of  the  National 
Lsague  upon  the  people.     With  regard 
to   the    Ponsonby   estate,    I   am    firmly 
convinced   that   the   more    plainly    the 
public     understand     the    facts    of    the 
case  and  the  action  of  the  hon.  Membar 
for  North-East  Cork  and  Tipperarj^  the 
more  satisfactory  will  be  the  support  of 
the  Government  both  inside  and  outside 
this   House.      Now,   the   hon.    Meinber 
for    the    Scotland     Division    of    LiverJ 
pool    attempted   to  get   rid  of    the  fact 
that     the     Protestant     shopkeepers    of 
Youghal     had     been     boycotted.      The 
minister    of   the    Wesleyan  Methodists 
stated      tliat     most      of      his      congre- 
gation were  boycotted,  and  I  prefer  to 
take   the   statement   of    one  who  must 
know  the  circumstances  to  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Member.     There  can  be  no 
doubt  about  this,  that  the  only  people  in 
Youghal  who  declined  to  submit  to  the 
dictation  of  the   National  League  were 
the     Protestants,    and     that    the    only 
persons     boycotted    in     Youghal    were 
Protestants.      Then    the    hon.    Baronet 
(Sir  J.  W.    Pease)   is  in   the    habit   of 
coming  to  the  House  annually  to  make 
a  speech  which  appears  to  give  him  the 
«freatest  possible    pleasure    to    deliver. 
He     quotes     whole     rows     of      figures 
as  to  evictions,  and  leaves  himself  and 
the  House  in  a  state  of  confusion  as  to 
the  deductions  he  wishes  to  draw  from 
the  statistics  he  cites.     Everybody  knows 
that,  roughly,  there  have  been    12,000 
ejectment  notices  under  the  Act  of  1887, 
though  not  more  than   2,000   have  re- 
sulted in  actual  eviction,  while  9,000  are 
now  in  occupation  of  their  farms  either 
as  caretakers  or  tenants  without  being 
disturbed     by    their    landlords.      Hon. 
Members  opposite  may  laugh,  but  it  is  a 
fact.     It  would  be  better  if  they  would 


set  themselves  to  the  task  of  showing 
that  these  official  figures  are  not  to  be 
relied  on,  and  do  not  support  the  conten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  If 
they  will  look  at  the  notices  and  the 
actual  evictions  for  the  last  two  years 
they  will  see  that  only  one  in  nine  of  the 
ejectment  notices  has  resulted  in  actual 
eviction,  and  hon.  Members  know  as 
well  as  'I  do  that  in  a  vast  number 
of  the  cases  in  which  these  eject: 
ment  notices  have  been  served 
on  the  tenants  they  have  been 
so  served  because  the  tenants  would  not 
pay  rent  until  the  landlords  had  adopted 
this  quasi-hostile  proceeding.  The 
tenants  when  they  received  the  notices 
were  enabled  to  comply  with  the  de- 
mands of  the  landlords — a  thing  they 
would  have  done  without  the  notices 
of  it  had  not  been  for  the  pressure  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  Before  this  debate 
closes  I  hope  some  hon.  Member  opposite 
will  attempt  to  do  what  has  not  been 
attempted  hitherto,  namely,  prove  the 
allegations  contained  in  the  Amendment. 
Up  to  the  present  that  has  not  been  done, 
and  we  on  this  side  have  the  pleasure  of 
feeling  that  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  have 
to  reconcile  their  attitude  with  two  great 
facts,  that  is  to  say  the  fact  that  Ireland  is 
more  prosperous  than  it  was  three  years 
ago,  and  that  crime  in  that  country  has 
greatly  diminished.  If  it  is  any  satis- 
faction to  hon.  (Jentlemen  opposite  to  say 
and  to  pretend  to  believe  that  they  have 
liad  something  to  do  with  the  diminution 
of  crime,  I  am  quite  willing  for  them  to 
lay  that  flattering  unction  to  their  souls, 
but  as  I  believe  that  it  has  been  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Grovernment  and 
their  firm  administration  of  the  law 
which  have  laid  the  foundafion  for  this 
prosperity,  and  have  reduced  crime,  I 
shall  oppose  in  the  Lobby  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House. 

*(8.34.)  Mr.T.  D.SULLIVAN  (Dublin, 
College  Green) :  The  hon.  Member  who 
last  addressed  the  House  made  some 
remarks  with  regard  to  an  observation 
from  me  that  followed  his  references 
to  the  statistics  of  eviction.  That 
observation  was  drawn  from  me  by 
the  fact  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
treating,  in  a  very  delusive  and  un- 
candid  manner,  the  figures  he  was 
putting  before  the  House.  The  hon. 
Member  gave  certain  figures  as  to  evic- 
tion notices,  but  he  said  that  in  many 
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cases  evictions  did  not  follow  npon  the 
issne  of  those  notices,  as  the  tenants  con- 
tinned  to  ba  either  tenants  or  caretakers. 
Well,  Sir,  I  think  that  statement  was  a 
very  illusory  one  indeed,  and  one  calcu- 
lated, if  not  intended,  to  mislead  the 
intelligence  of  the  House.  We  know 
what  a  tenant  is,  but  what  is  a  care- 
taker ?  He  is  a  man  who  has  no  legal 
right  whatever  upon  the  holding, 
and  he  is  liable  to  be  turned  out  at 
a  day*s  or  a  week's  notice.  The 
hon.  Member  made  some  quotations 
from  publications  in  United  Ireland,  in 
1884.  Many  things  have  happened  in 
Ireland  and  England  since  1884,  and  I 
think  it  is  notorious  throughout  the 
world  that  certain  political  incidents  that 
have  occurred  since  1884  have  made  a 
very  serious  and  happy  change  indeed  in 
the  condition  of  Irish  feeling.  It  is  a 
game  that  should  at  this  time  of  day  be 
regarded  as  played  out  to  attempt  to 
quote  against  the  Irish  cause  the  writings 
of  United  Ireland,  or  any  other  Irish 
newspaper  published  in  1884  or  in  times 
still  more  distant.  No  one  attempts  to 
deny  that  things  were  said  and  done  or 
attempted  to  be  done  in  other  days  in 
Ireland  which  no  man  desires  to  repeat 
to-day.  For  the  great  and  beneficent 
change  that  has  occurred  the  whole 
Irish  people  are  grateful  to  the  wise 
statesman  who  brought  it  about.  It  is  a 
stale  trick  now  to  quote  the  writings  of 
United  Ireland  and  other  papers  in  the 
year  1884  or  in  preceding  years.  The 
publishers  of  those  papers  and  the  makers 
of  speeches  which  were  to  the  same  effect 
have  confessed  that  since  that  time  a 
very  great  change  indeed  has  come  over 
their  minds  and  feelings  in  regard  to  Irish 
political  matters  and  to  the  relations  be- 
tween the  peoples  of  England  and  Ireland. 
The  hon.  Member  was  pleased  to  assume — 
and  I  thought  it  an  extraordinary  evidence 
of  his  native  modesty — that  when  10,000 
Irishmen  in  the  City  of  Dublin  applauded 
the  sentiments  uttered  by  a  public  man 
from  a  public  platform,  they  were 
hypocrites  and  dishonest  deceivers. 
He  referred  to  himself  as  an  Irishman, 
and  spoke  of  "  his  people,"  and  he  re- 
gards it  as  consistent  with  his  ideas  of 
Irish  patriotism  to  tell  this  House  that 
10,000  Irishmen,  assembled  in  a  mag- 
nificent meeting  in  the  capital  of  the 
country,  applauded  a  sentiment  in  which 
they  did  did  not  believe,  and  that  they 
Mr,  T.  D,  Sullivan 
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were  simply  trying  to  humbug  the  rigBi 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  people  of  Eng- 
land. I  stigmatise  that  statement  as 
unwarrantable  and  as  discreditable  te- 
the  hon.  Member  who  made  it.  He 
asked  whether  the  feelings  of  the  pro- 
prietor of  United  Ireland  had  changed. 
I  took  the  liberty  of  interjecting  "  Yes, 
and  I  had  the  authority  of  my 
hon.  Friend  for  saying  so.  Then- 
the  hon.  Member  asked  whether 
the  Irish  people  had  abandoned  their 
national  sentiments.  I  said :  **  No,"  Sir^ 
they  stand  by  national  Bentiments, 
national  principles,  and  national  feelings, 
and  they  believe  these  things  can  be 
reconciled,  and  will  be  reconciled, 
with  loyalty  to  the  Crown  and  the 
Government  of  the  country.  It  baa 
been  said  that  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  at  the- 
outset  of  this  debate  dealt  with  trivial 
matters,  and  that  to  some  extent  it  was 
amusing,  and  did  amuse  the  House. 
Well,  Sir,  if  there  was  any  liveliness 
in  the  opening  speech  of  the  debate,  I 
think  more  serious  matter  has  been 
abundantly  supplied  since,  and  will  be 
abundantly  supplied  again  later  on.  No 
doubt  some  of  the  circumstances  related 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Cork  were 
calculated  to  produce  laughter.  In 
connection  with  the  administration  of  the 
Coercion  Act  in  Ireland  there  have 
occurred,  and  are  occurring,  day  by  day,  a 
number  of  most  ridiculous,  grotesque,, 
and  comical  incidents.  It  is  impossible 
to  read  of  such  things  without  a  smile» 
But  there  is  a  very  serious  side  to  these 
matters.  It  is  no  laughing  matter  for 
an  industrious  and  honest  man,  eaming^ 
his  livelihood  by  the  sweat  of  his  brow 
and  the  labour  of  his  hands,  to  be  sent 
to  gaol  for  two,  three,  or  six  months  on  a 
ridiculous  charge  of  conspiracy  or  in- 
timidation. It  is  no  laughing  matter 
for  his  wife  and  children  to  be  deprived 
of  their  bread-winner,  although  the 
charges  themselves  may  be  ridiculous  and 
nonsensical  enough.  It  has  been 
said  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  did  not  deal  with  the  question 
of  evictions.  He  did  not  attempt 
or  intend  to  go  over  the  whole 
of  the  Irish  case.  But  what  be  left 
untouched  has  been  abundantly  dealt 
with  by  his  colleagues.  It  is  a  serious 
matter  enough  that  over  2,000  men, 
women,  and  children  have  been  impri- 
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soned  in  Ireland  nnder  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  administration  by  one  device 
or  another.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  criticises  statements 
of  this  sort  in  the  smallest  and 
narrowest  spirit.  The  slightest  error  of 
circumstance  or  date  is  treated  by  him  and 
his  supporters  as  if  it  were  something 
that  absolutely  disproved  our  case.  If 
we  said  a  girl  was  sent  to  prison  who 
was  fair-haired  and  about  12  years  of 
age,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
rise  and  deny  that  anything  of  the  sort 
ever  occurred,  if  the  fact  was  that  the 
girl  had  black  hair  and  that  she  was  not 
12,  but  12^  or  13  years  old.  To  fix  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  is  like  trying 
to  hold  an  eel  by  the  tail,  but  though 
eels  are  very  slippery  customers  they 
are  sometimes  landed,  and  so  has  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  been.  Let  me 
give  the  Hous3  an  instance  of  how 
our  people  are  treated  in  Ireland.  A 
young  girl,  named  Cullinane,  is  con- 
fined in  Limerick  gaol  undergoing  a 
Coercion  Act  sentence  because  she 
refused  to  give  bail  on  a  charge  of  intimi- 
dation. I  suppose  she  intimidated  a 
party  of  military  men,  or  that  high  and 
mighty,  that  potent  and  efficient  body, 
the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary.  It 
astonishes  me  when  I  read  so  much 
about  intimidation  to  learn  what  a 
cowardly  set  of  people  the  Irish  must  be. 
Old  women  and  young  girls  and  little  boys 
are  said  to  intimidate,  I  know  not  what 
number  of  people,  and  are  sent  to  gaol 
for  these  tremendous  offences.  But  this 
is  not  all.  For  refusing  to  exercise  with 
the  other  prisoners  this  girl  has  been 
subjected  to  the  brutal  ordeal  of  spending 
eight  days  in  a  cell  of  confinement,  and  the 
strain  she  has  had  thus  to  undergo  has 
told  ssverely  upon  her.  This  young  girl 
refuses  to  exercise  with  the  off-scourings 
of  the  streets.  God  bless  her  for  doing 
80.  But  she  gets  eight  days  in  confinement 
for  her  refusal.  That  is  a  specimen  of 
the  way  in  which  he  seeks  to  promote 
respect  for  what  he  calls  law  and  order 
in  Ireland.  Then  we  have  the  case  of 
the  funeral>.  At  one  funeral  the  police 
went  through  the  procession,  entered  the 
giaveyard,  and  stood  by  the  grave  to 
take  note  of  the  few  touching  and 
sympathetic  observations  that  were  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- East 
Cork.  People  from  a  distance  flocked 
into  the  town  to   pay    honour    to    the 


memory  of  the  deceased.  They  went 
with  solemn  and  serious  minds  into  the 
Catholic  Church  to  witness  the  last  rites^ 
of  religion  performed  over  the  body,  and 
when  they  came  out  they  found  a  posse 
of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  armed, 
and  with  a  proclamation  in  their  hands 
declaring  the  assembly  illegal.  It  has> 
been  denied  that  at  another  funeral, 
which  formed  the  subject  of  a  question 
to-night,  the  police  accompanied  the 
procession  or  entered  the  graveyards 
It  is  said  they  only  looked  after  the  men 
who  composad  the  procession.  The 
presence  of  death,  the  solemn  cere- 
monies of  the  Church,  the  sad  rites 
paid  over  the  remains  of  a  deceased 
person  are  not  too  sacred  for  the  presence 
of  those  interlopers.  The  wonder  is  how 
patiently  the  Irish  people  are  able  to  bear 
with  such  indignities.  How  much  fur- 
ther will  this  sort  of  thing  be  carried  1 
The  three  great  events  of  human  life  are- 
birth,  marriage,  and  death.  The  Irish 
constabulary  already  claim  to  supervise- 
the  arrangements  at  death.  I  suppose- 
they  will  shortly  insist  upon  being  pre- 
sent at  the  marriage  of  Irish  Nationalists, 
and  that  the  next  privilege  they  will 
claim  will  be  to  be  present  at  the  births. 
Some  discussion  has  taken  place  in  the 
House  with  reference  to  Press  offences^ 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Dover  (Mr.  G. 
Wyndham)  has  said  that  Irish  editors^ 
have  been  prosecuted  for  comment  upon 
their  reports  in  more  than  one  instance. 
Some  time  ago  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  at  a  public  meeting  said — 

**No  man  has  been  attacked  in  Ireland 
through  my  administration  for  the  expression 
of  any  opinion  whatever  in  any  newspaper 
whatever  from  one  end  of  Ireland  to  the- 
other." 

I  grant  that  these  words  were  used  before 
the  recent  prosecutions  for  alleged 
comment  upon  the  reports  published  in 
Irish  Nationalist  newspapers,  but  if  no 
comments  had  been  published  up  to  the 
time  at  which  the  Chief  Secretwry  used 
those  words  there  was  no  merit  or  credit 
due  to  him  for  not  prosecuting  any 
editors  for  comment.  I  heard  some,  if 
not  all,  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone.  I  am  familiar  with 
the  speeches  of  that  hon.  Member,  and 
know  something  of  the  work  in  which 
he  is  pleased  to  engage.  I  consider  there 
is  not  a  more  mischievous  influence  at 
work  in  Irish  affairs  than   the  influence 
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of  the   hon.   Member.     It  is  not  merely 
that  he  lias   prolonged   and   embittered 
the  strife  between  landlords  and  tenants 
in  Ireland,  it  is  not   merely  that   he  is 
largely  responsible  for  the  getting  up  of 
syndicates  or  combinations  to  resist  the 
jnst  demands  of  Irish  tenants,  but  he  has 
done  all  that  lies  in  his  power  to  infuse 
into  the  struggle,  already  sufficiently  sad 
and  serious,  the  additional  element  of  reli- 
^ous  bitterness  and  religious  bigotry.    In 
the  speech  he  delivered  last  night  he  did 
tiot  fail  in  that  evil  department  of  his 
•exertions.      The  hon.  Gentleman  endea- 
voured to  make  out  that  the  boycotting 
of  the  Youghal  shopkeepers  amounted  to 
religious   persecution.       Nothing    more 
unwarranted    or    more     shameful     has 
been   said  since  the   commencement  of 
this     debate.        Religions    feeling    had 
nothing  to   do  with   the   action   of   the 
Nationalists   in   Youghal.      It    may   be 
that  the    shopkeepers    boycotted    were 
Protestants,  but  it   w^as  not   because  of 
their  Protestantism  tliat  they  were  boy- 
ootted.     If  Catholics  had  taken  the  same 
course   they  would  have   had  just  the 
same    treatment — dealt    out     to    them 
possibly  in  a  more  severe  form.     In  one 
of    his   speeches    the    hon.    Gentleman 
flaid — 

**'  The  pivot  on  which  Protestantisin  turns 
is  the  right  of  private  jadgment.  The  Pro- 
testants of  Youghal  exercised  their  discretion 
whether  they  would  close  their  shops, or  not." 

Have  the  Youghal  Catholics  no  right  of 
private  judgment?  The  Protestant 
shopkeepers  had  a  perfectly  legal 
right  to  act  as  they  did,  but  if 
they  had  shown  a  little  more  feel- 
ing, if  they  had  displayed  a  little  more 
sympathy  with  the  feelings  of  their 
fellow  townsmen,  they  would  not  have 
been  treated  as  they  were.  But  they 
chose  to  act  as  they  did,  and  wh}- 
should  not  the  people  of  Youghal  exercise 
their  private  judgment  and  deal  with 
whom  they  please  ?  But  why  found  a 
charge  of  bigotry  against  the  Youghal 
Catholics  on  those  facts  ?  Remember 
these  very  suggestions  are  in  themselves 
evidence  that  no  bigotry  existed,  because 
they  show  that  the  Catholics  have  in 
the  past  been  in  the  habit  of  dealing 
with  Protestants  ;  that  they  have  helped 
them  to  earn  a  livelihood  and  to  make 
fortunes.  Undoubtedly  religious  bigotry 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  these 
proceedings.  But  if  I  wanted  a  striking 
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illustration  of  the  practice  of  bojrcotting 
people  for  conscience  I  might  look  to 
the  other  side  of  the  House.  On  the 
Masse reene  estate,  after  the  clearing  off 
of  the  Catholic  tenants  whose  forefathers 
had  been  on  the  land  for  generations, 
advertisements  were  inserted  in  the 
public  papers  that  for  the  vacant  farms 
only  Protestants  need  apply.  Is  not  that 
boycotting;  is  not  that  persecution  for 
conscience  sake  ?  Surely  it  was  a  daring 
and  shameless  experiment  on  the  patience 
of  the  tenantry  of  this  district?  What 
would  happen  in  the  North  of  Ireland  if 
a  Catholic  proprietor,  having  cleared  off 
a  number  of  Protestant  tenants,  pub- 
lished advertisements  that  only  Catholics 
need  apply  1  I  have  a  very  shrewd 
notion  of  what  would  happen  to  the 
Catholic  tenants  who  might  go  into  such 
farms.  The  advertisement  ran  in  these 
words: — 

**  Important  to  Protestants  and  their  sons.— 
There  are  several  vacant  farms  to  let  in  the 
counties  of  Louth  and  Meath  ** 

(these  are  very  largely  Catholic  counties), 

**  close  to  the  important  town  of  Drogheda. 
None  but  Protestants  need  apply.** 

["  Hear,  hear ! "]  This  is  the  genuine 
article.  Well,  it  befits  hon.  Members 
opposite  that  taunt  us  with  bigotry  and 
persecution.  I  have,  however,  a  worse 
case  even  than  that.  An  ex-Member  of 
this  House  and  a  gentleman  of  title 
made  a  speech  some  time  since,  in  which 
he  said : — 

**  It  is  not  that  I  object  to  a  Roman  Catholic 
as  a  neighbour  or  a  friend)  but  it  is  to  the  Roman 
Catholirs  as  a  body,  because  when  a  body  of 
men  deliver  themselves  over  into  the  han<u  of 
one  man,  the  priest,  and  show  themselves  to  be 
so  mean-spirited  or  weak,  in  my  opinion  they 
ought  not  to  have  power  in  this  or  any  other 
country.  For  this  reason,  and  this  reason 
alone,  do  I  preach  this  crusade  against  Roman 
Catholics,  and  it  is  for  you  to  do  a  great  deal 
to  strengthen  our  hands.  I  say  to  you  farmers, 
many  of  whom  I  see  around  me,  employ  more 
Protestants,  and  do  not  employ  Roman  Catho- 
lics. As  Roman  Catholics  must  live,  they  may 
go  elsewhere  to  live,  and  joy  be  with  them. 
If  you  do  not  feed  them,  they  will  hav«  to  be 
fed  in  some  other  country.  They  will  have  to 
leave  the  County  of  Fermanagh,  and  that  is 
all  we  wish.** 

[Mr.  W.  Johnston  :  Name.]  Oh,  yes ;  I 
w^ill  give  you  the  name,  date,  and  place. 
This  speech  was  delivered  at  Floreuce- 
court  on  January  14,  1886,  by  Viscount 
Cole,  ex-M.P.  for  Fermanagh.  I  quote 
it    from    the    Ii-ish    Times,      In    thus 
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preachiiifi^  a  clearing  of  the  Roman 
Catholics  out  of  the  county  Fermanagh, 
Viscount  Cole  was,  however,  only  acting 
in  accordance  with  the  doings  of  his 
political  ancestors.  Catholics  have  been 
liunted  out  of  Fermanagh  and  out  of 
other  places  in  tha  North  of  Ireland  for 
no  offence  whatever  except  that  of  being 
Catholics.  Proof  of  that  may  be  ob- 
tained in  the  Library  of  this  House.  I 
remember  that  in  one  case  a  poor  old 
man  thus  treated  actually  died  in  the 
snow  on  the  road-side.  Yet  Viscount 
Cole  and  his  friends  are  always  talking 
of  law  and  order,  and  are  strong  in 
their  condemnation  of  anything  that  has 
the  semblance  of  boycotting  or  of  bigotry. 
This  spirit  of  religious  intolerance  has 
its  grotesque  as  well  as  its  serious 
aspects.  A  short  time  ago  an  advertise- 
ment appeared  in  a  North  of  Ireland 
paper,  at  the  instance  of  a  rev.  gentle- 
man, for  a  boy  to  do  general  work,  and 
also  for  a  resident  labourer,  and,  after 
stating  the  wages,  added,  "  Grazing  for 
a  goat  or  two.  Both  Protestants."  Even 
the  goats  apparently  must  be  of  the 
Protestant  faith  as  well  as  the  tenant. 
Reference  has  been  made  more  than 
once  to-night  to  the  attack  made  by 
our  Grand  Inquisitor,  the  Member  for 
South  Tyrone,  on  the  Protestantism  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork. 
I  desire  to  carry  the  matter  a  little 
further.  The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  speaking  at  Cookstown  on  Janu- 
ary 19  last,  said  Mr.  Parnell  spoke  as 
an  Irish  Protestant,  but  he  (Mr.  Russell) 
would  like  to  know  of  what  church  he 
is  a  member,  and  for  what  religious 
organisation  he  had  done  a  hand's  turn 
during  the  last  10  years.  He  also  added 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  could  set  up  just  as 
good  a  claim  to  speak  for  Protestantism. 
Now,  thes3  remarks  have  been  rightly 
stigmatised  as  an  unworthy  and  shame- 
ful invasion  of  the  private  affairs  of 
another  man.  But  the  Great  Inquisitor 
has  already  received  a  most  effective 
answer  from  an  authoritative  source,  for 
Mr.  Manning,  the  secretary  of  the  select 
vestry  of  the  parish  of  Rathdrum,  in  the 
county  Wicklow,  wrote  to  the  Irish 
Times,  stating — 

**  That  ever  since  the  Distablishment  of  the 
Irish  Church  Mr.  Farnell  has  been  one  of  the 
largest  contributors  to  the  sustenation  fund  of 
the  parish  of  Rathdrum,  in  which  his  residence, 
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Avondale,  is  situated.  He  is  also  a  libe7al« 
8ubHcriber  to  the  funds  of  our  parochial  school,, 
of  which  the  rector  of  the  parish  is  the  patron, . 
and  has  always  evinced  his  readiness  to  aid  any 
object  brought  under  his  notice  for  the  benefit- 
of  the  parish." 

Can  the  hon  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
show  as  good  a  record  ?     I  do  not  eare- 
whether  he  does  or  not ;  I  have  nothing- 
to  say  as  to  his  religious  opinions^  but  I 
ask   this  House  is  not  this  a  shameful'' 
and  scandalous  work  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  indulged  ?     He  has  repeat^d^ 
these  disgraceful  insinuations  more  than 
once,  but  I  have  yet  to  learn  that  he  ha& 
had  the  decency  to  make  any  apology  for 
his  allegations,  neither  has  he  withdrawn 
them.     Now,  I  pass  to  a  speech  recently 
delivered  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sonthr 
Belfast    as    an    instance   of   the   incon- 
sistency of  the  hon.  Grentleman  and  his- 
friends.     The  hon.  Member  recently  paid 
a    high    tribute  to  the   discretion   and 
conduct  of  the  Irish  Constabulary,  and 
expressed   his   horror   of  any   one  who* 
could  be  so  wicked  as  to  condemn  them- 
He  denied  that  it  could  be  proved  that 
any    member  of   that   body   had   taken 
deliberate  aim  at  any  one  with  intent  to- 
kill.     Yet  it  was  not  so  long  ago  that  the 
hon.  Member's  ovm.  political  friends,  and 
associates   in   Belfast   were   calling   the 
Irish  Constabulary  "  Morley*8  murderers," 
and  one  of  his  colleagues  in  the  repre- 
sentation of    Belfast    dubbed    them    as 
"liveried  assassins."     Is  he  aware  that 
the  Orange    and  Tory    newspapers  de- 
nounced the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  as 
having  deliberately  potted  and  shot  down 
men,  women,  and  children  in  the  streets 
of    Belfast.     If   he    has    forgotten   that 
many  others  have  not.     When   an   hon. 
Member  for  Belfast  was  charged  in  this 
House   with    having    called    the    Irishi 
Constabulary  liveried  assassins,  and  was  . 
invited  to    apologise   for,  and    to  with- 
draw   the    expression,     he     refused    to- 
do  either  thing.     In  Belfast,  then,  these 
men  were  described  as  liveried  assassins 
and    as    cowards,     and    as    everything 
base  and  bad,  but  as  aoon  as  they  took 
to  breaking  the  heads  of  Plan  of  Cam- 
paigners, and  rubbish  of  that  sort,  they 
bacame  a  loyal,  brave,  glorious  and  dis- 
tinguished force,  meriting  the  approba- 
tion and  gratitude  of  the  British  nation. 
Now,  having  made  these  remarks,  I  wish 
to  charge  the  members  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary  notonly  with  actingwantonly: 
2  B 
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and  cruelly  during  these  troublous  times, 
but  also  with  being  guilty  of  deliberate 
provocation  and  with   endeavouring   to 
get  up  and  make  crime  for  the  purpose 
of  prosecution.     And  here  again  I  say,  I 
shall  be  able  to  substantiate  my  state- 
ment, and  to  give  proofs  whenever  they 
may  be  demanded.     Take,  for  instance, 
the   account    of   what   occurred   at   the 
Miltown  Malbay  trials.     Important  trials 
were  taking  place  in  that  town,  and  the 
people  were  likely  to  be  in  a  state  of  ex- 
citement.    Large  crowds  were  expected, 
and  there  were  apprehensions  of  scenes 
of  turbulence  and  disorder.     The  priest  of 
the  town  took  the  wise,  and,  as  1  think, 
prudent  course  of  advising  shopkeepers 
to  close  their  establishments  during  the 
day  so  that  it  might  be  a  day  of  quiet ; 
that  business  being  stopped  the  streets 
might  be  deserted.     I  think  under  the 
circumstances   this   was    advice    to    be 
commended.     But  what  did  the  authori- 
ties do  ?   They  brought  in  a  lai^e  force 
of  police  and  got  a  number  of  the  men 
•to    go  about    to  all  the    public-houses 
asking  for  whiskey.       With  this  object 
they    visited   26    public-houses,    and    I 
leave    it     to    the    House    to    imagine 
what    would     have     been     the    condi- 
tion  of    these    men    had .  their    wishes 
been  gratified.      Twenty-six  glasses    of 
whiskey  per  man  is  rather  too  large  a 
supply  even  for  the  stalwart  members  of 
the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary.     It  is   a 
fact  that  the  publicans  were  prosecuted 
for  refusal  to  supply  the  drink.     I  have 
the  details  in  hand,   but  the  House  is, 
-doubtless,  familiar  with  them,  and  I  will 
not  press   them.     I   will  only  say  that 
the  way  in  which  the  Royal  Irish   Con- 
«tabulary  are  employed  in  Ireland,  the 
way   in  which  they  are  encouraged  to 
take    plenty    of  whiskey,    and  exercise 
their  strength   freely   on    the   heads  of 
-unofEending  people  guilty  of   no  turbu- 
lence, disorder,  or  illegality,  these  things 
have  created  among  the  men  an  amount 
•of   demoralisation,    I   am  sorry  to    see. 
Take  one  instance  of  the  demoralisation 
of  this  physically  fine  body  of  men.     At 
eviction  scenes  in  the  North  of  Ireland, 
after  being  engaged  in  the  levelling  of 
homesteads,  such  as  many  of  them  must 
have   been  brought   up  in,   the   police, 
marching   about   the  country  from   one 
house  to  another,  beguiled  the  way  by 
8inging    songs.      It    struck   me    as    an 
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evidence  of  the  change  that  has  been 
wrought  in  the  character  of  the  men ; 
that  after  witnessing  these  scenes  in 
which  they  were  called  upon  to  take  such 
an  ignoble  part,  they  had  the  heart 
directly  afterwards  to  join  in  merry 
choruses.  Provocations  to  crime  do 
not  stop  here.  I  have  heard  of 
emergency  men  being  sent  to  attend 
mass  in  chapels  for  the  purpose 
of  provoking  the  rest  of  the  con- 
gregation to  rise  and  leave  the  place 
of  worship,  and  we  know  that  men  hare 
been  sent  to  prison  for  leaving  a  chapel 
on  the  entrance  of  a  person  obnoxious 
to  the  people  of  the  district.  Time 
was  when  it  was  as  much  as  a  man's 
life  was  worth  to  be  seen  attending 
mass,  but  now,  under  our  present  ad- 
ministration, it  is  a  crime  to  leave  a 
chapel  before  the  celebration  of  mass  is 
over.  What  is  the  view  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Belfast  (Mr.  Johnston) 
on  this  state  of  things  ?  I  should  think  he 
would  rather  approve  of  the  worshippers 
leaving  the  building,  and  the  sooner  the 
better.  I  am  sorry  that  another 
illustrious  representative  of  the  loyal 
minority  is  not  now  in  his  place,  he  who 
complained  of  the  triviality  and  comi- 
cality of  the  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cork.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
(Colonel  Saunderson)  endeavours  to 
amuse  the  House,  and  rarely  fails  to.  ex- 
cite a  good  deal  of  boisterous  merriment. 
He  seems  to  have  an  ambition  to  be 
regarded  as  the  ^^  Lion  Comique*' 
of  the  Tory  benches.  But,  though 
his  speeches  excite  merriment,  and 
sometimes  indignation  in  other  parts 
of  the  House,  they  never  seem  to 
carry  much  weight  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  or  in  the  country.  Therefore 
I  pass  from  this  gentleman  to  say  a  word 
or  two  in  reference  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  people  in  this  country  have 
behaved  during  the  somewhat  trying 
time,  a  very  trying  time  for  us  and  to 
some  extent  for  the  j)eople  of  England 
also,  of  the  past  four  or  five  years. 
During  that  time  the  Irish  Members  and 
the  Irish  cause  were  industriously  calum- 
niated and  most  shamefully  defamed,  and 
if  the  people  of  England  had  given  ear  to 
one  tenth  of  the  allegations  made  against 
us  they  would  have  had  very  little  sym- 
pathy with  the  Irish  people  or  the  Irish 
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cause,  and  would  liave  given  very  little 
welcome  in  their  towns  to  representatives 
from  Ireland.  But  to  their  honour  be  it 
spoken,  and  I  desire  to  testify  so  much 
from  the  floor  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
the  conduct  of  the  masses  of  the 
English  people  redounds  to  their  eternal 
honour  and  to  their  everlasting  credit. 
They  have  shown  a  free  and  open  mind ; 
they  have  shown  more  than  that,  an  in- 
c'lination  to  sympathise  with  the  people 
they  believe  to  be  oppressed  and  the  cause 
they  believe  to  be  traduced,  defamed,  and 
<^lumniated.  As  one  Irish  Member  I 
have  had  experience  of  the  sympathy, 
fairness,  love  of  justice,  and  fair  play  on 
the  part  of  the  English  people,  and  1 
t^ndir  my  hearty  thanks  for  it,  and  I 
believe  I  may  say  the  same  for  the  gra^^t 
mass  of  my  fellow-countrymen,  not  only 
in  their  own  old  land  but  for  the 
large  majority  of  their  race  all  over  the 
world. 

(9.40.)  Mr.  W.  MORRISON  (York, 
West  Riding,  Skipton)  :  Time  is  pressing, 
•and  I  only  just  rise  to  meet  some  of  the 
remarks  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
^Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool  in 
reference  to  the  Ponsonby  estata,  a  sub- 
ject which  has  baen  so  much  dealt  with 
in  this  debate.  That  hon.  Member  stated 
frankly  that  he  was  spsaking  from  in- 
formation supplied  to  him,  he  having  no 
personal  knowledge,  and  that  is  my 
position  too.  He  asked  for  a  statement 
as  to  whether  there  had  baen  any  increase 
in  rents  or  not.  Perhaps  the  House  will 
allow  me  to  give  a  very  few  figures  from 
which  the  hon.  Member  will  see  how  the 
mattsr  stands.  In  1872,  Mr.  Ponsonby 
had  his  estate  re-valued  by  a  competent 
valuer,  who  advised  him  to  raise  the 
rents  to  the  extents  of  .£517.  That  was  the 
figure  taken  by  the  hon.  Member  as  the 
amount  of  the  raising  of  the  rent.  The 
whole  of  the  amount  put  upon  59  farms 
was  only  £172 ;  that  is  the  actual 
amount  of  the  increase.  Then,  on  the 
other  hand,  Mr.  Ponsonby  undertook  to 
pay  half  the  county  cess,  which  he  was 
under  no  legal  obligation  to  do.  In  that 
year  this  amounted  to  XI 34  and  in  sub- 
sequent years  to  a  great  deal  more; 
absolutely  wiping  out  the  whole  of  the 
advances  made  in  rent.  So  that  in  point 
of  fact  there  has  been  no  actual  increase 
of  the  rent  of  the  estate.  Now  the  hon. 
Member  endeavoured  to  make  a  point  of 


Mr.  Ponsonby  having  forced  32  years 
leas3S  instead  of  31  years  leases  on  his 
tenantry.  I  have  refreshed  my  memory 
by  looking  up  the  Acts  of  1870  and  1881, 
and  I  find  there  is  no  distinction  between 
31  years  leases  and  32  years  leases  in 
either  of  these  Acts.  All  through 
his  speech  the  hon.  Member  omitted 
to  point  out  that  Mr.  Ponsonby  had 
spent  oat  of  his  own  resources,  or  by 
borrowing  from  the  Public  Works  Loans 
Commissioners,  many  thousands  of  pou  nds 
upon  the  estate.  Therefore  all  the  hon. 
Member's  arguments  about  the  unfairness 
of  the  rents,  and  what  it  would  have  been 
fair  to  ask  the  tenants  to  give,  have  been 
vitiated  by  the  leaving  out  of  this  very 
material  circumstance.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber quoted  a  number  of  cases,  of  which 
I  shall  take  one,  that  of  the  widow 
Maloney.  He  said  that  Mr.  Ponsonby 
forced  a  lease  upon  this  lady.  So  far  is 
that  from  being  the  case  that  Mr.  Pon- 
sonby always  objected  to  granting  leases, 
and  he  has  informed  me  himself  that  he 
only  granted  a  lease  in  deference  to 
strong  pressure,  and  in  favour  of  tenants 
who  applied  to  him  for  it.  Now,  Mrs. 
Maloney's  rent  was  £58  14s.  2d.  There 
is  a  letter  from  Mr.  O'Farrell,  who  was 
then  agent  for  Mr.  Ponsonby,  dated  Sep- 
tember 17,  1876,  in  which  he  says — 

"  I  have  had  more  than  one  interview  with 
Mrs.  Tom  Maloney.  She  is  willing  to  pay  £65 
for  a  lease,  but  refuses  the  payment  of  an  ad- 
vance in  the  rent  without  a  lease.*' 

So  it  appears  that  she  was  willing 
to  pay  an  increased  rental  for  the 
advantage  of  having  a  lease.  At  the 
same  time  as  Mr.  Ponsonby  was  paying 
the  county  t;ess  there  was  practically  no 
increase  at  all.  The  hon.  Member  asked 
why  Mr.  Ponsonby  did  not  accept  the 
arbitration  of  the  Tory  Recorder  of  Cork  ? 
I  think  it  would  have  been  fairer  to  the 
House  of  Commons  if  they  had  been  told 
that  all  through  this  unfortunate  dispute 
between  Mr.  Ponsonby  and  his  tenants, 
Mr.  Ponsonby  always  urged  the  tenants 
to  have  the  matter  settled  by  the  Tory 
Recorder  of  Cork,  because  that  gentleman 
happens  to  be  a  County  Court  Judge,  and  as 
such  is  the  official  proposed  by  Parlia- 
ment to  fix  fair  rents.  It  is  very  evident 
that  it  is  not  expedient  that  a  person 
appointed  to  judge  cases  such  as  this 
should  act  as  arbitrator,  because  as 
2  B  2 
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arbitrator  he   would  have  uo  power  to 
compel  the  attendance  of  witnesses  or  to 
take  evidence  on  oath.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber made   a  point  also  about  the  large 
amount  of  costs  incurred ;  he  mentioned, 
I  think,  the  costs  in  90  cases.   But  whose 
fault    was    that?      I    imagine    he    was 
alluding  to  the  cases  ti*ied  at  the  Wexford 
Assizes.     In  these  cases,  first  of  all  it  was 
maintained  in  defence  that  Mr.  Ponsonby 
was  not  the  owner  of  the  estate,  when  it 
was    a    notorious    fact     that    he    was ; 
secondly,  it  was  urged  tliat  these  tenants 
did  not  owe  any  rent  at  all,  while  it  was 
notorious  that  thev  were  three  or  four 
years  in  arrear.     This  was  the  defence 
set  up  by  every  one  of  ihe  defendants, 
and  that  could  liave  been  only  with  the 
object  of  increasing  the  solicitors'  bill  at 
the  expense  of  Mr.  Ponsonby.     I  will  not 
deal  with  any  other  point  raised  by  the 
hon.    Member    except    to    mention    an 
abstract  of  certain  correspondence  with 
Canon  Keller  to  which  he  made  a  refer- 
ence, reading  from  a  certiin  pamphlet. 
It    is    a    singular    fact    tliat    the    lion. 
Membsr  did  not  turn  over  to  the  follow- 
ing page,  where  he  would  have  found 
a    complete    answer   to    his    stat?ment. 
On    page    15     he    will    find    a    letter, 
the      original      of     which      1     am     in- 
formed    can     bcj     produced,    in    which 
Mr.  Brunker  stated    that    Canon  Keller 
had  raised   the  question  of  Government 
charges,  and  that  he  did  not  give  way  on 
the  point.     This  is  confirmed  by  a  letter 
written  to  Canon   Keller  by  Mr.  Brun- 
ker, on  6th  July,  1889,  in  which,   refer- 
ring to  the  interview  on  the  1 8th  January, 
the  date  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Scotland  Division,  he  says  that 
Canon    Keller   raised   the     question   of 
charges,    but  he  replied  that  he  looked 
upon  these   as   intended   to   remain  an 
incident  of  holdings  until  he  was  other- 
wise   instructed.       This     confirms    the 
statement  made  more  than  once  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Hunts  that  the 
difference    between    Mr.    Brunker    and 
Canon  Keller  was  not  £5,000,  but  con- 
siderably over  £20,000.     I  do  not  wish 
to  detain  the  House  beyond  making  this 
statement. 

(9.50.)  Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co., 
North) :  I  do  not  think  it  will  be 
necessary  for  me  to  trouble  the  House 
at  much  length  upon  questions  relating 
to  the  Ponsonby  estate,  but  I  am  not 
Mr.  W,  Jforrison 


surprised   when  a  gentleman  who  has 
invested  some  thousands  of  ponads  in 
the  attempt  to  exterminate  the  Ponsonby 
tenants,  feels  called  upon  to  defend  hik 
action  in  some  way  or  other.     After  the 
speech  of  my  hon.    Friend  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  it  is  unnecessary  for  me  to 
make  more  than  a  remark  or  two.     The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
has  repeated  the  statements  which  have 
before  been  made  in  this  House,  and  I 
will  not  weary  the  House  by  repeating^ 
the    lengthened   reply.       He    said    the 
tenants  owed  three  or  four  years  rent* 
Nothing  of  the  kind.     They  no  doubt 
would     have     owed     that    amount     if 
they    had    been    tenants   all    the  time^ 
but     they     had     been     out     of      their 
holdings    for    at    least    two    or    three 
years.      They   were    under    process    of 
eviction.     The  hon.  Member  has  talked 
about  the  expenditure  upon  the  estate ;. 
but  after  his  study  of  the  question  it 
would  be  surprising  if  he  did  not  know 
that  this  expenditure  was  incurred  npon 
Mr.  Ponsonby 's  own  house  and  grounds. 
Further   than  that,  on   the  £5,000  ex- 
pended, after  being  obtained  from   the 
Board  of  Works,  the  tenants  had  to  pay- 
interest.  The  hon  Member  by  his  speech 
endeavoured  to  impose  upon  the  House,. 
as  he  imposed  upon  the  gullibility  of  the 
electors   of   the   Skipton  Division,    who 
returned  him  despite  his  broken  pledges. 
He    attempted    to   contradict   my   hon. 
Friend  with  his  few  figures,  but  it  is  a 
mere  pretence  ;  he  has  not  done  so  in  fact. 
Two  points  stated  by  my  hon  Friend  the 
Memlxjr  for  North-Kast  Cork  have  never 
l^een  answered.      First  that  the  agent  of 
Mr.  Ponsonby  has  declared  in  a  private 
letter,  never  intended  to  be  made  public, 
that  these    rents   were   grossly   unjust. 
Mr.  H.  H.  Townscnd,  in  a  letter  to  Mr. 
Giles,  the   secretary  to   the   Land  Cor- 
poration, said  from  what  he  had  seen  of 
the  estate  it  was  his  belief  that  the  Land 
Courts   would    reduce    the  rents    very 
heavily.     He  expressed    his  belief  that 
the  reductions  would  be  30  per  cent.  The 
existing  rents,  he  said,  might  have  been 
very  well   15  or  20  years  ago,  but  were 
far  above  present  value.     A  good  deal 
of  the  land,  he  said,  rented  at  20  shil- 
lings, would,  before  the  Land  Court,  be  re- 
duced to  1 2  or  1 3  shillings.  This,  the  agent 
said,  was  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Barter,  the 
bailiff.        Mr.    Townsend    went    on    to 
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advise  that  Mr.  Smith-Barry  and  the 
Syndicat3  should  make  it  public  as  soon 
as  possible  that  they  were  only  fighting 
the  way  in  which  the  tenants  were  trying 
to  get  the  rents  cut  down  and  not  to  dis- 
pute the  justice  of  the  claim  for  reduction. 
In  the  face  of  this  t:?stimony  what  are 
all  the  small  points  about  the  expendi- 
ture of  Mr.  Ponsonbv  and  this  or  that 
reduction  made  lu  this  or  that  year? 
Here  we  have  the  plain  statement  of 
•the  agent  that  the  r.nts  are  grossly 
unjust,  and  he  is  supported  by  the  opinion 
of  Mr.  Barter,  who  knows  more  about 
the  value  of  the  land  than  any  other 
man  in  the  country',  aud  I  certainly 
should  take  his  opinion  in  preference  to 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Hunts  on  this  matter.  The  next  fact  is 
ithis,  that  the  tanants  are  willing  and 
have  been  from  the  lieginning  to 
submit  the  whole  matter  to  arbitra- 
ibion.  What  answer  is  there  to  that  ? 
What  is  this  arbitration  ?  The'  landlord 
■appoints  one  man,  the  tenants  another, 
And  these  two  agree  upon  a  third. 
There  can  be  no  fairer  tribunal,  and 
I  say  the  man  who  refuses  under 
any  pretext  to  submit  his  claim 
to  such  a  tribunal  stamps  his  claim 
with  dishonesty.  The  hon.  Member  for 
.South  Hunts  stated  last  night  that  the 
reason  why  Mr.  Ponsonby  declined  arbi- 
tration was  b3caus3  the  ofEer  of  the 
itanants  was  coupled  with  conditions 
which  no  landlord  could  accept  without 
humiliation.  1  assert  that  that  statement 
is  untrue  in  fact,  bdcaus3  it  has  been  de- 
clared by  Canon  Keller,  who  was  the 
authoris3d  exponent  of  the  tenants'  views, 
ithat  the  ofEer  of  arbitration  was  made 
without  any  conditions  at  all,  and  the 
refusal  of  Mr.  Ponsonby  to  accept  that 
ofEer  stamps  the  case  of  the  hon.  Member 
ior  South  Hunts  with  the  infamy  that 
J^elongs  to  it.  Last  night  that  hon.  Mem- 
•ber  made  an  attack  upon  the  Catholic 
iclergy  of  Ireland,  and  alluded  to  the 
Christian  morality  they  were  preaching. 
The  Catholic  clergy  do  not  need  a  testi- 
ononial  from  me,  and  their  character  and 
reputation  remove  them  far  above  re- 
j>roach  from  the  hon.  Member.  From 
whom  did  the  attack  come  ?  It  came 
from  the  champion  of  the  landlords  of 
Ireland.  Who  is  the  gentleman  who 
■dares  to  cast  aspersions  on  the  high 
character  of  the  Irish  Catholic  clergy  ? 


Is  it  a  man  who  is  himself  above  re- 
proach ?  The  hon.  Member  has  been  fre- 
quently described,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  as  a 
good  landlord.  But  I  deny  his  claim  to 
that  title,  and  I  assert  that  the  manage- 
ment of  his  estate  has  been  marked  by 
almost  as  much  infamy  as  that  of  any 
other  estate  in  Ireland.  I  will  read  to 
the  House  some  narratives  which  I  think 
will  cast  a  new  light  on  the  character  of 
Mr.  Smith-Barry  as  an  Irish  landlord. 
He  had  at  one  time  a  tenant  named  John 
England,  and  we  are  told  in  the  pam- 
phlet I  hold  in  my  hand  that — 

''The  late  John. England  bought  the  interest 
of  a  house  and  <ibout  three  acres  of  land  adjoin- 
ing the  workhouse,  about  the  year  1853  or 
1854,  for  £67  from  James  Kinnane.  He  rented 
it  at  £12  or  £i3  a  year.  Mr.  England  ex- 
pended £300  in  building  new  houses  and 
repairing  the  old  one;  he  also  put  a 
g^eat  quantity  of  the  best  manure  on  the  land 
yearly,  thus  doubling  in  a  short  time  the  value 
of  the  laud.  He  was  put  out  by  Mr.  Oust 
without  any  reason  whatever,  except  that  he 
presumed  to  ask  the  English  agent  of  Mr. 
fc»mith- Barry  (Mr.  Cust)  for  a  21  years'  lease. 
The  *  voracious '  agent  allowed  him  no  com- 
pensation except  £30,  which  was  little  more 
than  he  (Mr.  England)  gave  to  the  tenant 
Kinnane  for  his  goodwill  of  the  place,  so  that 
when  the  agent  got  it  up  he  was  enabled  to 
charge  £d  per  acre  for  the  land.  There  are 
splendid  stone  built  houses,  for  which  he  (Mr. 
t>mith-Barry)  now  receives  £48  per  year  becanse 
of  the  outlay  of  Mr.  England's  money  and 
improvements  thereby.  John  England  was 
put  out  against  his  will." 

This  agent  is  said  at  one  time  to  have 
worn  a  coat  of  mail  and  to  have  been 
under  police  protection.     Again — 

**  Miss  Tobin*8  father  bought  the  interest  in 
a  building  ground  in  Nelson  Street,  Tipperary, 
and  built  a  house  thereon.     He  got  a  lease  of 
lives,  which  lease  he  never  perfected  regarding 
the  naming  of  lives.     Mr.  Gust,  taking  advan- 
tage of    the  flaw,   or  rather  of   Mr.    Tobin^s 
implicit  confidence  in  his  landlord,  gave  Miss 
Tobin  notice  to  quit.     SShe  got  a  lease  of  10 
years,  so  as  to  bring  it  to  fall  due  about  the 
time  of  Mr.  Smith-  Barry's  coming  of  age.     On 
the  expiration  of  said  lease,  she  again  received 
notice  to  quit  and  had  to  do  so,  Mr.   Cast 
saying  that  he  had  positive  instructions  to  have 
no  middleman  on  the  estate.    She  offered  any 
amount    he  wished  to  charge,  she  being  an 
orphan,  aud  the  house  being  the  only  property 
she  had.    He  heartlessly  refused,  and  put  out 
Mitis  Tobin,  ishe  having  no  father  or  relative  to 
protect  her.     This  is  a  most  cruel  case.    He 
established  Smith,  of  Nelson  Street,  and  Mr. 
Moloney,  of  Church  Street,  middlemen.*' 

Here  is  another  case : — 

*<  Widow  Elegot  had  a  small  farm  of  land. 
She    had   two  daughters,    and    entered   into 
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e  of  them  married,  and     y  obS3r 


„    iDi;  £150  fortune,  BOBS  to  give  np  her    ,ua^e 
farm  to  her  Bon-m-law,  ahe  to  lire  with  him      ... 
for  the  tamainder  of  her  life.    The  £160  wus  |  I'ltner 
to  portion  off  the  other  daoghter.     Mr.  Curt  .  'The   hi 
woold     not    allow    her    to    (tet    her    danghter     Down 
married,  ai  it  wsa  ngainet  the  ruUs,     She  h«d 
to  give  up  her  farm  and  emiipate  in  her  old 
age,  havine  no  other  alternative,  with  her  two 
danghteri." 

Thia  is  the  model  landlord  !  Bat  I  will 
give  another  cas7,  the  cam  of  John 
Ffthy— 

"  A  relative  of  John  Fahy'a  nffered  to  Iodide 
fix  years'  rent  -£  1  bO  -in  Bunk  to  Mr. 
Caat'B  credit,  and  give  him  autliority  to  draw 
each  year's  rent  at  any  time  he  wished  if  he 
would  allow  Fuhy  to  ramain  on  the  farm  :  also 
if  any  arrears  were  due  he  would  pay  them — 
there  were  none  diia.  He  was  evicted  and 
Bicain  turned  out  of  the  house  be  held  on  the 
GreeD,Tipperary,  and  died  of  a  broken  heart." 
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e  that  the  hon.  Member  has  not 
single     attempt    to    controvert 


of  the  statements  I  have  read. 
Dn.  Gentleman  the  Memher  for 
(Colonel  Waring)  is  anxions  to 
interrupt.  Iwonld  recommend  the  hon. 
Member  to  reserve  hims3lf  for  hie  own 
defence.  It  is  trne  he  has  not  got  much 
landed  prop;rly  nor  many  tenants,  but 
xre  are  inquiring  into  the  management 
of  his  estate,  and  he  may  require  all  his- 
I'loquence  in  his  own  behalf  when  the 
lime  comes  to  investigate  his  case,  which 
7nay  not  be  a  very  long  way  off.  I  was. 
;iaying  that  this  hon  Member  (Mr. 
Smith- Barry)  who  is  entitled  "  a  Model 
Landlord,"  is  one  who  thinks  he  has 
1^  right  to  exterminate  his  tenantry.  It 
did  not  at  all  surpris;  rae  to  fin* 
Mr.  Smith-Barry  in  alliance  with  Mr. 
Thi.  ,«.in   i.  Ihe  wk  of  Ik.  model    Pomonby  or  to  »o  Mr.  Smith-Birry  ud 


Cork  landlords  uniting  together 

the  principle  that  birds  of  a  feather  flock 

together.      Those   gentlemen,   however,. 

jnade  a  tremcndoos  and   fatal  mistake. 

I  They  thought  they  could   rely   on  Mr. 

served     Bullock,  who,  in  a  letter  to  the   Ti,ne«, 

;ot)  for  I  ^,tated  that  fill  that  was  wanted  for  the 

■;onquest  of  Ireland  was  £40,000.     They 

also  relied  on  the  asaarance  of  the  Chief 

Secretary    that     coercion    would    prove 

the  death  knell  of  the  National  Leagne 

in    Ireland.     They    may  likewise    have- 

m,,u      1,'iven  credence  to  the  statement  of  the 

^ve  I  fiffht  lion.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 

-f  the  lands  i  West  Birmingham    (Mr.    Chamberlain), 

'•^^}?-  .  who  said  the  mission  of  Mr.  John  IHUon 

to   Australia    would    not    produce    the 

:tmount  of  his  hotel  bills.     But  I  woml* 

- -     "i —  .-..   —  ^-..=  1  inform  hon.  Members  that  that  mission 

under  the  head  kindlord     Mr.  Smith-Barry,     has  aire  .dy  piwiaced  £3.1,000  in  addition- 
inrteHd  of  »,reduet.on  of  the  rent  he  got  an  ,  .^.v/^/oJoO  we  have  collected  under 


landlord,  who,  aftef  evicting   thia 
levelled  his  hons3   to   the  ground  just  as 
is  now  baing  done   on   the  estate  of  Mr. 
Ponsonby.     Here  is  another  casj — 

"  Darby  Ryan,  of    Baltinilard, 
with  notice  to  quit  (same  as  Sire 
getting  his  daughter  married.     It 
in   fores    becaase  the  Ballycohey  affuir  hap- 
pened the  samp  time.     There  were  some  police- 
men and  a  landlord  shot  on  the  oiMsasion  of  thi 
Ballycohey    affair,  which  waa    some  10    yean 
before  the  Land  League  wae  formed.     This  n( 
doubt  had  the  effect  of  preventing  Darby  Ryan, 
and  pmbably  many  other  tenants,  from  bein§ 
thrown  out  on  the  roadHido  for  similarly  irnivt 
offences.    John  Petrr  held  21  : 
of  CInen.  During  40  years  he  paid  the 
man  a  fine  for  his  interest  to  get   unrier  the 
head    landlord.     He    held    it  during  the  bnd 
yean,  and  paid  £50  and  £3  per  acre  wben  it 
— 1  worth   verv  Tittle,      "" 


,  and  was  told  hi 
what  price  be  paid  he  would  not 
keep  the  land.     Himaelf  and  li 
evicted  ;    also  his  uncle  and  i 
They  bad  all  to  emigrate." 


thatn. 


_.__ 3  of  the  Chief  Secretary  during 

Idren  were  the  last  sji  months.  The  House  nmy- 
i  children,  ^j^^  ^le  interested  in  knowing  that  the 
Cork  Defence  Union  is  bankrupt  at  the- 
I  should  not  be  at  all  surprised  if  it  were  I  present  moment.  They  at  one  tim& 
ahown  that  all  the  members  of  that  '  boasted  that  they  were  paymg  40  per- 
family  had  bi^come  members  of  the  ]  cent,  dividend,  and  a  journalist  in  Tork- 
Clan-na-Gael  As-sociation,  and  also  sub-  ■  shire,  who  sympathisea  with  us,  wrote  to 
Bcribers  to  the  fun-ls  of  the  Land  L3a^e  .  me  and  asked  if  this  were  trne.  I  conU 
in  memory  of  the  deeds  done  in  the  name  '  only  reply  that  I  had  not  seen  the  books 

ofMr.Smith-Barrj-,th3modellandlord n  '  or  accounts,  which  had  not  been  producB^ 

gentleman  who  thinks  he  is  entitled  to  '.  and  I  asked  him  to  wait  I  now  <* 
interfere  in  other  people's  disputes  with  |  that  Mr.  Patrick  Beattie,  Secretwry 
their  tenantty,  and  to  attempt  the  ex  ,  Cork  Defence  Union,  has  wn^ 
termination  of  the  paople  of  a  wholi-  |  letter  reminding  Mr.  Smith-Bar 
country  side.  During  all  this  exposurL-  i  his  colleagues  Uiat  they  are  not 
Mr.  Clanry  i 
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supporting    institution,    and    that   sub- 
scriptions are  wanted  all  round.     Since 
then  they  have  not  fared  very  well.     I 
thought    it    possible    they   might   have 
derived  something  from  the  visit  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  1  had 
no  doubt  they    hoped    they   would  get 
some  of  his  surplus,  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    has    kept      a    tight     hold 
on    the    surplus,    at     least    as    far    as 
the   Irish    landlords   are   concerned.     I 
do    not    know   whether    he   intends   to 
continue  that  hold  or  not.     The  House 
will  pardon  the    digression,  if  I   record 
one      incident     of     the     visit    of     the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  Ireland, 
when  he  was  the  gueet  of  Mr.  Villiers 
Stuart,  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Lismore. 
It  is  an  illustration  of  the  right  of  public 
meeting   as   it  exists  in  Ireland  at   the 
present  moment.     On  the  very  night  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  arrival,  some- 
one acting  on  his  behalf  in  Dublin,  sent 
a  policeman  to  break  up  a  public  meeting 
held  in  the  town  of  Lismore,  not  for  the 
purpose     of     advancing     the    National 
L3ague,  but  for  the  purpose  of  thanking 
the    electors   of  Elgm  and  Nairn,  and 
Bucks   and  Peterboro*  for  the  vote  they 
had  given   for  Ireland.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone,  in  his  speech  last 
night,    contrasted    the  Nationalist  prin- 
ciples    of     Ireland     to-day     with     the 
Nationalist  principles  proposed  by  John 
Mitchell.     The    past  is    always    praised 
by  these  gentlemen.     But  Mitchell  must 
be    first    dead   and    buried    before   you 
praise  him.     You  can  now  speak  of  John 
Mitchell's   chivalry,  but,  when   he    was 
alive,  you  put  him  in  a  felon's  cell ;  you 
sent  him  to  10  years' penal  servitude; 
you  never    pardoned    him ;  he    died   a 
felon.     He  was  returned  for  the  County 
of  Tipperary  by  3,500  against  500 ;  you 
rejected  his  claim  to  sit  in  this  House, 
and  you  seated  a  Member  of  the  Loyal 
Minority,    who  had    500  votes,  on    the 
ground  that  John  Mitchell  was  a  felon. 
Then,  Sir,  the  hon.   Member  for    South 
Tyrone  quoted  a  passage  from  a  patriotic 
writer,  but  I  am  afraid  the  hon.  Member 
has  not  read  all  the  author's  works,  but 
for  his  benefit  I  will  qaote  a  few  lines 
he    wrote,    though    I    think    they  will 
hardly  be  to  the  taste  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber.    The   words   embody  a  good  deal 
of   the    philosophy    of    the   Irish   ques- 
tion— 


*'0  God  of  Heaven,  I  cried,  send  Thy 
Spirit  down  on  those  lordp,  so  cruel  and  proud, 
and  soften  their  hearts  and  relax  their  irown, 
or  else.  0  God,  I  cried,  vouchsafe  Thy  strength 
to  the  peasants  to  drive  thera  for  ever  from  out 
the  land." 

The       hon.       Member        for        South 
Tyrone  made  a  good  deal  of    the  fact 
that  out  of    10,000  notices  of  eviction 
there  had  only  been  2,000  actual  evic- 
tions.    But  when  a  man  gets  an  eviction 
notice  he  ceases  to  be  a  tenant ;  he  has  not 
a  penny  of  property  in  the  holding  ;  he 
cannot  serve  a  notice  for  the  fixing  of 
a   fair  rent;  and  if  he   sows  a  crop  he 
can  be  prosecuted  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, as  many  have  been  during  the 
last   three    or   four  years.     The   reason 
why  these  10,000  notices  have  not  been 
carried  into  effect    is  because  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  has  struck  terror  into  the 
hearts  of  the  exterminating  landlords  and 
their  allies  on  the  Treasury  Bench.     It 
is  quite  enough  at  present  to  have  evic- 
tions on  the  Ponsonby  and  Clanricarde 
estates  and  other  Plan  of  Campaign  estates ; 
but   we  should  soon   have  an  extermi- 
nating  campaign  all  over  Ireland  if  these 
tenants  on  the  Clanricarde  and  Ponsonlby 
estates  could  be  evicted;  and  the  10,000 
eviction   notices,   but   for  the   Plan    of 
Campaign,    would     ere   long   be    trans- 
formed into  a  physical  fact.     I  wonder 
that   the  right  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone     did     not    see     that     he     was 
falsifying  every  single  statement  in  the 
Queen's   Speech  regarding  the  content- 
ment  and    the  tranquillity   of   Ireland* 
He  described  the  condition  of  Tipperary 
as  that  of  a  town  "  through  which  had 
passed  an  avenging  enemy."    He  said  we 
had    "assassinated   freedom  of  speech. ''^ 
He  said  that  boycotting  at  the  present 
moment  was  worse  than  the  boycotting 
of  old,  and  worse   than  the  crime    and 
murder   of  old.     He   stated  what  must 
have    been  gall   and  wormwood  to  the 
Chief     Secretary,     that     the     National 
League,  instead  of  being  a  thing  of  the 
past,  was  an  organisation  of  vast  resources. 
The  fact  is  we  have  only,  as  it  seems  to 
me,  to  rest  our  cas3  on  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone,  without 
having  to  say  another  word.     Now,  Sir^ 
I  have  heard,  not  only  from  the  other 
side,     but,     with      astonishment,     from 
Members  of  the  Front  Opposition  Bench ^ 
that  there  is  a  vast  improvement  in  the 
state    of  Ireland.     Sir,   I  challenge  the 


«55 


Address  in 


{com:s^[Ons} 


Aiisiver  to  Uer 


656 


t^fcatement    that   there    is   any    improve- 
ment what3ver.     Tliere  lias  been  a  little 
ooDtmereial  prosparity,  and  Ireland  has 
shared  in  it.     We  are  not  isolated ;  we 
ura      in      the      highway      of     civilisa- 
tion; we  ara  attached  to  Great  Britain. 
J^heers     from      Ministerial      Benches.^ 
Yon  gaem  to  object  to  a  phrass  which 
means    an    alliancj    between    the    two 
-co^intries.        I      always     observe      that 
you    cheer    the    santiment,    but    seem 
it:)   hat3    the     idea   of  union.     You    not 
only     do     not     want    it,    but    you    do 
not     like     it.       Those     who     call     you 
^Separatists  speak   the  truth.     But,  Sir,  I 
-deny  altogether  that  there  is  any  improve- 
ment in  the  stat3  of  Ireland.     I  wonder 
:som3    Members   of  the  Front  Opposition 
Banch,  with  all  their  ability,  havj  not 
xiiscovered  before  now  that  the  figures 
produced  with  regard    to   the    crime  of 
"tfeoycotting   are    simply  fraudulent    and 
diuisLbugging  from  top  to  bottom.     I  base 
rmy   contention    upon    thp    words   of  a 
ne    less   infallible    personage    than   the 
presemt  Chief    Secretary.     On  the    9th 
May,  1889,  when  he  wanted  to  make  an 
argument    for    Coercion,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  commented  on  the  misleading 
*<5haracter  of  these   R  it  urns  and  showed 
how  impossible  it  was  to  come  at  the 
^ruth  in  regard  to  agrarian  crime.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  as  instances 
the  Curtin  cas?,  the   two   girls  attacked 
in  their  father's  house,  and  the  girls  shot 
in  the  Kanturk  district,  which  w.a-e  not 
returned  as   agrarian    crimes.     In   fact, 
*the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said   that   for 
.-«3verai  years  the  meshes  through  which 
.crimes  had  to    pass    before   they   were 
•admitted  into  the  agrarian  list  had  been 
-constantly    narrowing.     I    say  that  the 
jrocess  which  was  gone  through  for  six 
years  preceding  1887  in  reference  to  the 
returns   of   crime,    is   going   on   at   the 
present    moment.      There     were     four 
murder  cases  at  the  last  assizes  in  Con- 
naught,   and    three    at    the    Tallamore 
JLssizes,  and   not  a  single   one  of  them 
figures  in    the   agrarian    returns.     The 
figures  that  are   given  in  support  of  the 
•contention  that   crime  has  decreased  are 
•simply  fraudulent  from  top  to   bottom, 
and     are     made     to     order      for     the 
;purpose    of    deceiving    the     House    of 
Oommons  and  the   constituencies.     But 
<the    figures    regarding     boycotting    are 
«Lore     fraudulent    still.      It    was     said 
Mr,  Clancy 


in  1887  that  4,000  parsons  were 
boycotted,  but  not  a  name  was  given. 
The  reason  given  for  withholding  the 
names  was  the  most  ridiculous  one  in 
the  world,  namely,  that  if  the  names 
were  given  everbody  would  know  who 
they  were.  As  if  a  person  could  be  boy- 
cotted without  everybody  knowing.  The 
truth  is  that  boycotting  was  not  so  ram- 
pant then  as  it  was  represented  to  be. 
It  is  said  that  there  are  only  150  boy- 
cotted persons  in  all  Ireland  at  this 
moment.  Why,  there  are  150  in  the 
County  of  Cork  alone,  and  there  are  250 
in  Tipperary.  It  is  stated  in  the  Returns 
that  in  1888  there  were  three  boycotted 
persons  in  Ireland,  and  that  last  year 
there  were  only  two.  How  have  the 
three  been  reduced  to  two  ?  There  was  a 
person  named  Maguire,  who  was  post- 
master of  Awards.  He  committed  an 
offence  against  the  law  for  which  he 
fined    £50   or    sentenced    to    two 


was 


months'  imprisonment.  He  went  away 
to  Australia  so  os  ti>  escape  both  the 
fine  and  imprisonment.  In  1887,  after 
the  Coercion  Act  liad  passed,  he  thought 
he  saw  his  deliverer  in  the  person  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary. 
He  returned  from  Australia,  and  the 
first  thing  he  did  was  to  grab  a  farm.  I 
glad    to     say    he    was    boycotted. 


am 


I  helped  to  boycott  him  myself,   and  I 
would  do    the    same   again  to-morrow. 
Well,  Sir,  he  has  been  boycotted  out  of 
the  country,  and  therefore  you  have  two 
persons     boycotted    out     of     thre-»     in 
the  county  of    Dublin    at  the    present 
moment.        Tliis      case       explains       a 
great     deal     of      the     diminution     of 
boycotting,  if  there  be  any  diminution, 
which   I   greatly  doubt.     This  man  was 
protected   by   seven   policemen.      There 
was   a   warrant   issued  for   his   arrest. 
The  police  would  not  execute  it.     They 
exercised  what   is   called   a   dispensing 
power,  and  it  was  not  until  I  had  asked 
two  or  three  questions  in  the  House  that 
the  police  at  last   executed   the  law  and 
put  the  man  into  gaol.     In  face  of  facts 
like  this,  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the   Member  for   Bury  (Sir   H    James) 
who  will  probably  follow   me,  what  he 
has  to  say  as  to  people  being   bound  tx) 
respect   the   law.     When   one   Party   is 
favoured  by  the  Crown  and  the  executive 
authority  in   defiance   of   the   Law  and 
Constitution,    it   is    enough    to  .throw 
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contempt  on  all  your  proceedings.  A  good 
deal  of  the  boycotting  that  has  taken  place 
has  been  condemned.  Whenever  it  is  ac- 
companied with  violence  I  condemn  it. 
Whenever  it  is  confined  to  exclusive 
dealing,  however,  I  say  it  is  thoroughly 
justifiable.  The  case  of  the  man  Phillips, 
in  Tipperary,  who  is  boycotted  l)ecause 
he  will  not  join  his  brother  tenants  on 
the  estate  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Hunts  (Mr.  Smith-Barry)  has  been 
referred  to.  Well,  he  has  a  perfect  right 
to  refuse  to  join  them,  but  his  neigh- 
bours have  a  perfect  right  to  their  opinion 
also.  They  have  a  right  to  say,  **  That 
man  is  an  enemy  to  tlio  common  weal 
and  we  will  boycott  him."  As  long  as 
they  merely  leave  that  man  severely 
alone  they  are  within  the  lines  of 
law  and  within  the  lines  of  morality. 
With  regard  to  the  proclamations, 
they  have  been  withdrawn  and  re- 
imposed  to  such  an  extent  that  nobody  in 
Ireland  knows  at  this  moment  which 
county  is  proclaimed  and  which  is  not. 
It  appears  that  the  2nd  c'ause  of  the 
Crimes  Act  has  been  withdrawn  as  far 
as  the  proclamation  of  the  County  of 
Kildare  is  concerned.  But  the  very 
same  day  witnessed  a  proclamation  im- 
posing the  1st  clause  on  Kildare.  The 
meaning  is  this.  The  2nd  clause  has 
failed  in  Kildare.  The  authorities  were 
met  at  the  very  beginning  with  the 
diflSculty  of  finding  informers,  and 
the  next  thing  they  do  is  to  import 
the  Star  Chamber  into  Kildare  in  order 
to  manufacture  informers  if  they  pos- 
sibly can.  I  shall  be  surprised  if 
they  succeed  any  more  under  the 
1st  clause  than  they  liave  done 
under  the  second,  as  there  is  not  a 
man  in  Ireland  who  will  give  evidence 
now  before  the  Star  Chamber.  There  has 
been  complete  silence  this  Session  wirh 
regard  to  the  question  of  derelict  farms. 
A  gentleman  recently  visited  the  Cool- 
greany  estat^  and  he  relates  that  in  the 
case  of  a  number  of  evicted  farms  which 
had  been  re-occupied,  between  £4,000 
and  £5,000  had  been  advanced  to  the 
solvent  tenants  at  3  per  cent,  interest.  The 
tenants  of  the  farms  in  Captain  Hamil- 
ton's list  you  pretend  to  be  real  tenants, 
but  they  are  bogus  ones  and  will  remain 
so  to  the  end  of  the  chapter..  There  is 
only  one  other  matter  to  which  I  would 
call  attention,  and  that  seems  to  me  con- 


clusive on  this  question.  A  short  time 
ago  the  late  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
gave  some  evidence  on  the  question 
which,  cannot  be  questioned.  Speaking 
in  Durham  he  made  a  most  significant 
statement — though  I  have  not  heard  it 
commented  on  by  any  Member  of  the 
Government  or  any  Member  of  their 
Party.  After  his  three  years'  experience 
in  Ireland  he  stated  that  "  they  could 
never  govern  Ireland  except  by  a  Coer- 
cion Act."  That  is  *  tantamount  t(» 
saying  that  you  may  have  tranquillity  in 
Ireland  by  shooting  the  people  down, 
you  may  have  tranquillity  by  brutal 
coercion,  but  you  will  never  have  real 
and  permanent  tranquillity  in  Ireland 
under  any  system  but  that  of  Home 
Rule.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
by  his  police  murdered  14  persons  dur- 
ing the  last  three  years  ;  he  has  evicted 
12,000  persons  during  the  last  two 
years,  and  hs  has  injured  in  collisions 
with  the  police  hundreds  of  psrsons.  He 
has  put  5,000  people  in  prison  ;  and  all 
this  policy  has,  I  maintain,  earned  for 
his  administration  not  fame  but  infamy. 

*(  10.40.)  Sir  H.J  AMES  (Burj-) :  What- 
ever difference  of  opinion  may  exist  upon 
the  terms  of  this  particular  Amendment,  I 
think  the  House  will  feel  that  there  are 
some  matters  connected  with  the  com- 
mencement of  this  debate  which  afford 
^o  us  a  promise  we  have  long  de- 
sired to  see  fulfilled.  I  gathered 
much  hope  from  the  speech  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  delivered  on  Wednesday  last. 
If  in  that  speech  my  right  hon.  Friend 
did  not  display  all  the  highest  qualities 
of  debate — if  he  did  not  draw  on  his  vast 
store  of  genius  high  or  lore  profound, 
he  certainly  charmed  the  House  with  a 
wit  that  loved  to  play,  not  wound.  T 
judge  also  from  the  tone  of  his  speech 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  is 
likely  to  encourage  his  supporters  to 
devote  themselves  to  the  practical  work 
of  legislation  during  the  coming  Session. 

Sir,  I  hope  it  is  not  presumption  in  me 
to  say  that  I  think  every  Member  of  this 
House  heard  with  unmixed  pleasure  the 
speech  to  which  I  have  referred.      It  is 
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to  be  hopad  that  tlie  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's power  will  prove  so  great  that  it 
will  induce  those  whom  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Fife 
calls  the  relics  of  the  Party  to  allow 
legislation  to  proceed.  But  there  is 
another  subject  for  congratulation, 
and  that  is  to  be  found  in  the  terms 
of  the  Amendment  against  which  some  of 
us  are  now  about  to  vote.  It  marks  an  era  in 
the  history  of  political  contests  in  connec- 
tion with  Ireland,  when  in  an  Amend- 
ment we  find  the  authorised  leader  of 
the  Irish  Party  announcing  that  tranquil 
lity  has  long  continued  in  Ireland. 
There  is  one  spaech  which  has  been 
made  in  the  course  of  the  debate 
which  I  listened  to  Avith  hope,  but 
which,  I  admit,  caused  me  disappointment 
when  it  was  concluded.  That  was  the 
speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bridgeton  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan). 
I  am  not  about  to  enter  into  any  dispute 
with  him  as  to  his  change  of  opinion.  It 
is  not  my  mode  and  manner  to  do  so, 
but  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  something 
to  answer  for,  though  he  has  made  no 
reply  to  the  call  made  upon  him.  He 
has  occupied  a  conspicuous  position  in 
public  affairs  of  late  years,  and  perhaps 
he  does  not  know  fully  the  extent  to 
which  he  has  fashioned  men's  thoughts, 
and  the  extent  to  which  he  has  prompted 
their  action.  There  were  some  words 
uttered  by  him — they  were  not  uttered 
lightly,  or  when  he,  who  had  been 
responsible  for  the  Government  of 
Ireland,  was  in  a  period  of  fluctuation, 
but  when  matters  had  settled  down 
pretty  much  into  the  position  they  now 
occupy.  It  was  in  the  early  spring  of 
1887  when,  with  all  the  knowledge  he 
had  obtained  in  Ireland,  he  condemned 
the  Government  for  having  allowed  the 
power  of  the  mob  to  be  supreme  over 
that  of  the  Government,  and  announced 
that  the  game  of  law  and  order  was 
up.  There  were  many  who  then  asked, 
"What  does  this  mean?"  To  many 
it  seemed  that  if  it  were  true  that 
the  game  of  law  and  order  was  up,  the 
game  of  this  country  was  up  too.  What 
an  admission  it  would  have  been  for  a 
Government  to  have  made  or  to  have 
acquiesced  in !  What  an  example  it 
would  have  been  to  the  representatives 
of  the  Queen,  who,  in  distant  lands,  far 
from  central  support,  are  endeavour- 
Sir  H.  James 


ing  to  maintain  law  and  order  f 
To  have  told  the  people,  here  in  the 
centre  of  the  Queen's  authority,  backed 
and  supported  as  we  are  by  all  the 
resources  of  the  Empire,  that  the 
Government  were  willing  to  admit  the 
truth  of  this  assertion  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  and  to  allow  the  power  of  law 
and  order  to  pass  into  the  hands  of  ' 
the  mob.  It  would  have  been  an  act  of 
infamous  shame  and  disgrace  to  have 
made  that  admission.  It  would  have  been: 
nothing  short  of  a  disaster  to  this 
country,  worse  tlian  if  we  had  been 
defeated  by  an  enemy  abroad,  or  if 
rebels  in  the  open  field  at  home  had  been 
victorious.  It  would  have  been  a 
willing  acquiescence  in  shame;  that  is 
why  it  would  have  been  worse.  I  ask 
the  House  to  mark  that  there  is  dis- 
sent from  one  quarter.  There  are 
Members  who  would  wish  her  Majesty's 
Government  to  admit  that  the  game  of 
law  and  order  is  up,  and  make  ne 
endeavours  to  maintain  it.  Some  of  us, 
however,  believed  that  some  coarse 
should  be  taken  to  repel  the  statement 
of  my  right  hon.  tViend,  when,  in 
1887,  we  gave  our  support  to  the 
Government,  in  order  to  afford  them  the 
opportunity  of  showing  that  they  did 
not  acquiesce  in  the  statement  that  the 
game  of  law  and  order  was  up,  and 
that  they  had  not  abandoned  every 
attempt  to  fulfil  their  duty.  We 
see  now  our  vindication  in  words  of  no 
uncertain  sound,  and  not  in  statemente 
that  can  be  contradicted.  We  accept 
the  words  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
and  call  him  now  as  a  certain  witness  ta 
the  fact  that  the  tranquillity  of  which 
there  was  no  trace  to  be  found  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  Bridgeton 
Division  in  the  spring  of  1887  is  at  last 
restored.  We  find  also  the  happy  admis> 
sion  that  the  gdme  of  law  and  order  is 
not  up.  What  I  miss  from  the  speech  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  is  the  stetement 
which  he  had  to  make  in  respect  to  that 
admission.  Does  he  not  himself  triumph 
in  the  fact  that  the  state  of  things  he 
deplored  and  for  the  existence  of 
which  he  condemned  the  Government  on 
the  7th  of  March,  1887,  has  passed  awayf 
My  right  hon.  Friend  is  about  to  vote  for 
the  Amendment  asserting  that  tran- 
quillity has  been  long  continued  in  Ire- 
land.  Let  him  now  admit  that  something* 
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has  happened  which  has  taken  away 
that  shame  from  tha  country — something 
which  we  can  trace  to  legislation,  and 
not  to  other  causes,  as  alleged  by  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gungway.  Those 
hon.  Members  attribute  the  tranquillity 
to  other  causss,  but,  unfortunately, 
inexorable  facts  are  against  them.  They 
say  the  cause  of  the  now  existing  tran- 
quillity is  what  is  called  the  "  union  of 
hearts."  But  that  union  was  effected  in 
January,  1886.  Then,  when  that  union 
was  in  the  warmth  of  its  first  embrace, 
crime  ought,  according  to  this  theory, 
have  commenced  to  decrease.  But  it 
did  not  decrease ;  it  increased.  Then 
1887  came,  and  agrarian  crime  still 
went  on  increasing  until  the  month  of 
July,  when  the  Crimes  Act  came  into 
operation.  Let  hon.  Members  find  an 
explanation  why  it  was  that  for  18 
months  crime  increased  under  the 
**  union  of  hearts,"  and  as  soon  as  the 
Crimes  Act  was  passed  it  decreased  and 
steadily  decreased.  [Ldiighter.^  Such  is 
the  fact,  and  let  those  who  interrupt  me 
endeavour  to  find  an  explanation  for  it. 
It  may  be  said  that  it  was  an  accidental 
circumstance  that  crime  has,  since  1887, 
steadily  decreased,  but  it  is  a  strange 
coincidence  that  exactly  the  same  thing 
occurred  in  1882.  The  policy  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  had  then  exactly  the 
same  effect.  We  had  an  increase  of 
ao^rarian  crime  from  the  date  of  the 
establishment  of  the  Land  League  in  1879 
until  June,  1882,  when,  directly  the 
Peace  Preservation  Act  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  passed,  crime  dropped 
to  one-fourth  of  the  previous  Return. 
Such  is  our  justification  for  the  Crimes 
Act  of  1887  and  for  the  support  which 
we  have  given  to  the  Government. 
Intimidation  has,  to  a  great  extent, 
passed  away,  and  is  now,  according 
to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork,  simply  on  a  level  with 
what  is  called  exclusive  dealing. 
That  may  be  paraphrased  by  the  term 
"  Boycotting.'*  Will  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Membsr  for  Mid  Lothian 
forgive  me  if  I  do  that  which  it  is  still 
my  pleasure  to  do,  find  authority  in  his 
words  ?  My  right  hon.  Friend  has  said 
that  in  his  opinion  this  intimidation 
which  we  call  boycotting  is  nothing  more 
than  exclusive  dealing.  Well,  I,  with 
great  respect  to  his  opinion,  dissent^  and 


dissent  as  strongly  as  I  can,  from  that 
proposition.  My  first  reason  for  doing  sa 
is  that  it  was  from  his  lips  I  learned 
that  boycotting,  which  has  been  increas- 
ing in  intensity,  had  nothing  to  do  with 
exclusive  dealing  but  was  an  entirely 
different  operation.  May  I  recall  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend's  recollection  a  debate 
which  took  place  in  this  House  on  the 
24th  of  May,  1882  ?  If  he  is,  as  he  says- 
he  is,  familiar  with  it  I  am  sure  what 
was  in  his  mind  is  worthy  of  communi- 
cation to  the  House.  The  hon.  Member- 
for  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  interrupted  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  speech,  and 
said  : — 

"  I  have  quoted  the  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
that  *  Boycotting '  was  not  illegal ;  it  was  on- 
that  ground  I  went." 

My  right  hon.  Friend  replied, 

"  I  am  not  aware  how  I  ever  could,  and,  as^ 
a  matter  of  fact,  I  never  did,  make  such  ai 
declaration — never. ' ' 

Mr.  Dillon  then  said — 

"  Yes ;  and  in  this  House." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  proceeded — 

"  I  have  stated  that  there  might  he  exclusive^ 
dealing  hetween  men.  But  that  is  a  totallv- 
different  thing;  and  unless  I  am  much  mis> 
taken,  that  declaration  was  m«de  before  *  Boy- 
cotting '  was  heard  of.  {Crien  of  *  No ! ' )  At 
anv  rate,  hefore  that  which  is  known  aa* 
*Boycottins:'  was  established  in  the  way  that 
has  made  it  illpgal.  I  may  have  said,  and  I 
say  now,  that  I  have  a  perfect  right  to  deal 
with  one  man  rather  than  another,  and  even  to- 
tell  people  that  I  ^m  doins:  so :  but  that  has- 
nothing  to  do  with  combined  intimidation^ 
exercised  for  the  purpose  of  inflicting  ruin  and 
driving  men  to  do  what  they  do  not  want  to 
do  and  preventing  them  from  doing  what  they 
have  a  right  to  do.  That  is  illegal,  and  that  is< 
the  illegality  recommended  by  the  hon,. 
Gentleman;  and  it  is  plain  that  those  who- 
recommend  and  sanction  such  illegality  are- 
responsible  for  other  illegalities,  even  though^ 
they  do  not  directly  sanction  them.'* 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Hear,  hear.. 

♦Sir  H.  JAMES :  I  gather  from  that 

cheer  that  my  right  hon.Fi-iend  the  Member 

for  Derby  acquiesces  in  that  statement. 

Let  me  go  a  step  further.     That  was  the- 
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fitatement  in  1882.  The  lion.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Cork  then  said  that  there 
had  been  a  great  abuse  of  boycotting; 
he  now  says  that  all  tliat  abuse  has 
passed  away.  1  sometimes  think  that 
even  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  does  not 
always  know  what  is  taking  place  in 
Ireland,  but  if  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  or  the  Member  for  Cork  thinks 
"that  boycotting  since  1 882  has  altared  for 
the  b3tter  he  is  labouring  under  a  mls- 
eoncaption.  I  say,  and  if  time  afforded 
I  would  prove  every  word  I  use,  since 
that  time  boycotting  has  intensified. 
Boycotting,  in  later  times,  lx?came  the 
<?hief  weapon  of  the  League,  for  the 
reason  referred  to  by  a  conspicuous 
Alember  of  the  Irish  Partv,  who  said — 

*'I  look  forward  to  a  lime  when  we  shall 
nvant  no  speeches ;  when  we  shall  he  able  to 
•effect  our  purpose  not  by  speeches  but  by  our 
•orgaRisatioo." 

That  time  came  :  1882  passed  away  :  the 
Crimes  Act  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
effected  good  work  in  Ireland.  The 
National  League  came  into  existence. 
"There  was  a  lull  during  1883  and  1884, 
•during  the  time  of  the  operation  of  the 
Crimes  Act.  1885  came,  and  then 
1,700  branches  of  the  National  League 
•came  into  existence,  all  in  correspondence 
with  one  another.  There  are  members 
from  Ireland  who,  I  think,  in  their  hearts 
will  not  contradict  me  when  I  say  that 
the  boycotting  of  1879-82  was  a  brutal 
weapon,  but  the  weapon  of  1885-6-7-8 
was  a  very  different  one.  You  might 
•as  well  compare  some  flint  arrow  head 
•existing  in  pre-historic  times  with 
a  weapon  fashioned  by  all  that 
modem  science  can  do.  As  to  com- 
paring the  boycotting  of  1882  with  the 
boycotting  of  late  years  I  do  not  ex- 
.•aggerate  language — [Cheers  and  counter 
*('Jieers] — I  exaggerate  no  language  when 
I  say  that  one  would  almost  believe 
that  the  boycotting  of  later  years  must 
have  been  the  boycotting  of  fiends  instead 
of  men.  Talk  of 'exclusive  dealing!  Let 
me  ask  for  one  moment  the  attention  of 
my  right  kon.  Friend.  Would  exclusive 
dealing  be  represented  by  these  facts  : — 
A  man  has  offended  the  National  League. 
His  wife  is  lying  ill  near  to  her  death. 
.A  branch  of  the  National  League  passes  a 
resolution  during  her  lifetime  that  she  is 
not  to  be  buried, and  that  resolution  passed 
»Sir  H.  Jame^ 


by  one  branch  of  the  League  is  sent 
on  to  another  branch.  The  resolution 
was  timed  so  that  it  should  come  into 
operation  on  the  death  of  the  lady.  The 
lady  dies,  and  the  resolution  is  carried 
into  effect.  No  man  would  furnish  the 
wood  for  the  coffin,  and  no  man  would 
bury  her ;  and  from  afar  off  the  help 
of  Christian  men  had  to  be  brought. 
That  was  the  case  of  Mrs.  Fleming.  I  could 
proceed  with  case  after  C/ase.  Is  it  exclu- 
sive dealing  that  when  a  man  has  been 
murdered  and  his  child  goes  to  a  school, 
tliat  school  shall  be  boycotted  be- 
cause the  child  of  the  murdered  man  is 
simply  taken  into  it?  Is  that  ex- 
clusive dealing,  or  do.s  it  approach  to 
exclusive  dealing  ?  One  word  more  in 
this  connection.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  said  what  is  punished  in  Ireland  is 
allowed  to  be  done  in  England,  and  he 
mentioned  the  occurrence  of  the  late  strike. 
He  said,  **You  have  now  intimidation 
at  the  docks  and  you  do  not  punish  it" 
I  deny  the  truth  of  the  oomparison. 
The  Trades  Union  Act  of  1875  declares, 
as  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Derby  and  I  know  very  well,  that  any  one 
who  intimidates  another  is  liable  to  punish- 
ment, and  therefore  it  declares  that  com- 
bination to  intimidation  is  punishable. 
If  the  docker  goes  to  another  and  uses 
moral  suasion  he  is  not  liable,  and  you  also 
have  the  right  to  use  moral  suasion  in  Ire- 
land. But  if  the  dockers  followed  another 
to  a  shop  and  said  to  the  person  there,  "  Do 
not  supply  that  man  with  the  necessaries 
of  life,"  who  will  say  that  that  would  not 
be  an  offence  in  England  ?  I  declare  I 
sometimes  wonder  at  the  statements  of 
those  who  ought  to  know  better  when 
they  say  that  this  boycotting  is  exclusive 
dealing,  and  when  they  state  that 
it  is  lawful  to  do  certain  things  in 
England  which  are  punished  in  Ireland. 
I  pass  from  these  matters  now  to  notice 
again  the  suggestion  made  that  all  this 
tranquillity  proceeds  from  the  good  feel- 
ing which  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  has  endeavoured 
to  create  between  the  people  of  the 
two  countries.  Sir,  we  have  two  wit- 
nesses to  that  view.  One  is  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Halifax 
(Mr.  Stansfeld).  One  word  of  protest 
before  I  congratulate  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  the  position  which  he 
occupies.     He  stated  that  it  was  an  act 
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of  illegality  on  the  part  of  the  Parlia- 
ment of  England  to  pass  the  Act  of 
1887.  That  is  a  strong  statement  to 
make,  coming  from  one  who  is  one  of  the 
counsellors  of  the  Queen.  It  is  a  state- 
ment that  when  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment in  their  wisdom  passed  a  measure, 
and  the  Queen  approved  of  it,  it  was 
an  illegal  act.  If  my  right  hon. 
Friend's  courage  of  statement  causes  him 
to  say  so  much  in  this  House,  how  likely  it 
is  that  he  may  make  some  further 
statements  of  exaggeration  outside.  I 
should  have  thought  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend's  exparience  would  have  reminded 
liim  of  the  inadvisibility  of  saying  that 
Acts  of  Parliament  ousrht  not  to  be 
obeyed  on  account  of  circumstancas  under 
which  they  were  passed.  But  my  right 
lion.  Friend  did  not  even  on  this  occasion 
refer  to  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  Act  of  1887  was  passed.  His  state- 
ment was  that,  bacausa  he  disapproved  of 
the  measure,  it  was  an  illegal  act  for 
Parliament  to  pass  it.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances my  right  hon.  Friend  says, 
**I  am  certain  that  peace  proceeds  from 
the  good-feeling  that  now  exists  in 
Ireland,"  and  we  had  a  statement  of  his 
travels  to  prove  that.  I  must  confess 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  gave  a  very 
peculiar  account  of  the.  position  in  which 
he  was  placed.  It  was,  as  far  as  I  can 
judge,  a  position  of  disappointment ;  he 
said,  "  I  was  regarded  as  a  peculiarly 
harmless  person."  What  was  most 
peculiar  in  his  account  was  that  the 
moment  he  began  to  speak  every  police- 
man ran  away,  and  the  moment  he  had 
done  "  the  mighty  meeting  at  Mallow " 
joined  in  singing  "  God  save  the  Queen." 
This  is  no  exaggeration.  That  is  the 
position,  and  we  are  to  be  told  now 
seriously  that  there  is  the  most  perfect 
loyalty  existing  in  Ireland ;  every  Harp 
without  a  Crown  is  repaired ;  and  now 
there  is  perfect  devotion,  under  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  influence,  to  the  Crown 
and  this  country.  That  is  the  statement 
made,  and  which  we  get  from  gentlemen 
of  small  experience,  who,  with  carpet 
bags  in  their  hands,  go  to  Ireland.  They 
go  under  particular  protection;  they 
work  in  one  groove ;  they  see  one  phase 
of  Irish  life,  and  they  come  back  with 
joy  in  their  minds.  That  recalls  an 
incident  in  my  early  life,  which  occurred 
wheii    I    was    fishing    on    the    Upper 


Shannon.  I  formed  the  acquaintance  of 
an  old  fisherman,  a  very  respected  nmn. 
[Cries  of  "  Oh,  oh  !*"]  Well,  he  had  been 
out  in  the  rebellion  of  1798,  and  so 
he  was  very  much  respected.  He  was. 
very  communicative  in  his  anecdotes, 
and  at  last  I  heard  him  tell  a  young 
friend  of  mine  something  which  I  knew 
must  be  an  enormous  exaggeration.  I 
said  to  him,  **  Oh,  Considine,  how  can 
you  tell  such  a  tale?"  "Ah,  sure,"  he- 
said,  "  Sure  he  is  only  a  spalpeen  from 
London  ;  faith  it  is  the  like  of 
hitii  I  am  humbugging  every  day."" 
I  do  not  recognise  my  right  hon.  Friend 
under  that  title,  still  less  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
Shaw-Lefevre).  He  at'  least  is' not,  or 
ought  not  to  be,  a  disappointed  man.  If 
my  right  hon.'  Friend  the  Member  for 
Halifax  complains  of  being  called  harm- 
less, I  do  not  think  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford  can 
complain  when  he  is  treated  as  a  dan- 
gerous man.  I  must  confess  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend's  speeches  never  have 
upon  me  the  effect  of  incitinor  me  to 
commit  acts  of  violence.  Upon  the 
whole,  I  think  his  speeches  have  rather 
a  different  and  contrary  effect.  But  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  says  that  some 
spots  in  Ireland  are  in  a  very  dangerous 
condition,  and  I  suppose  in  such 
districts  even  statistics  delivered 
vrith  vehemence  under  certain  circum- 
stances may  have  a  certiin  degree  of  ex- 
citing influence,  and  certainly  upon 
one  occasion  my  right  hon.  Friend 's^ 
language  was  so  incisive  that  as  it  fell 
to  the  ground  armed  men  sprang  up 
around  him  with  rifles  and  bayonets,  and 
he  delivered  his  speech  surrounded  by  an 
array  of  physical  force.  Thirty  armed 
policemen,  30  loaded  rifles,  30  bayonets, 
pointed  at  my  right  hon.  Friend  as  a  cen- 
tral figure.  What  a  proud  moment  for 
him.  When  I  heard  my  right  hon.  Friend 
denouncing  one  Member  of  this  House 
because  he  had  taken  part  in  a  dispute 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  and  saying 
that  he  had  no  business  to  do  so,  I  won^ 
dered  where  was  the  justification  from  that 
point  of  view  for  my  right  hon.  Friend's 
paying  visits  to  different  estates  and  in- 
terfering in  disputes  between  landlord 
and  tenant  in  which  he  had  not  the 
slightest  interest.  The  Irish  people 
ask  to  be  left  alone,  te  be  left  severely 
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«lotie,  and  I  would  suggest  to  my  hon. 
Friend  that  there  wiU  be  found  »  better 
.aohition  of  the  difliculties  that  exist  in 
Ireland  and  a  greater  likelihood  of  settling 
the  differences  between  Itindlord  and 
tenant  than  if  he  always  on  every  occa- 
sion takes  np  the  case  of  the  tenants  and 
always  endeavours  to  persuiMle  them 
(to  resist  what  is  taking  place  aronud 
them  on  behalf  of  the  landlord.  I  can- 
not part  from  this  subject  without  saying 
that,  whilst  we  think  there  are  those  in  ' 
this  House  who  ought  to  have  great  j 
cause  for  congratnlatiou  that  the  tran- 
quillity which  exists  in  Ireland  has  been 
maintained  by  the  Act  of  1887  and 
by  the  acts  of  Govemment,  we  are 
not  content  to  look  only  upon  that 
tranquillity.  ■  There  are  those  in  this 
House  who  regard  with  pleasure  the 
promise  that  is  contained  in  the  gracious 
Speech  from  the  Throne.  We  look  with 
gratification  to  the  announcement  that 
the  timehascoraewhenl^islation  that  is 
not  only  for  the  purpose  of  supporting  law 
nnd  the  authority  of  the  Queen  i^  now 
about  to  commence.  We  accept  the 
words  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
4:liat  tranquillity  prevails  in  Ireland,  not- 
withstanding the  views  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dublin,  and,  accepting  that 
R5  a  fact,  we  feel  the  time 

Mk.  CLANCY  :  I  nev3r  said  so. 
•SiE  H.  JAMES :  The  lion.  Member 
steted  that  there  was  more  crime  than 
the  Government  allowed,  but  if  this  be 
so,  still  it  is  the  crime  that  comes  within 
the  area  of  traoqnillity  continued  for  e. 
long  time. 

Mr.  CLANCr  :  What  I  said  was  that 
the   criminal    statistics    upon   which 
decrease  of  crime    was    suppassd  to  be 
based    were     fraudulent    from     top    to 
bottom. 

•Sir  H.  JAMES :  That  means  that 
there  is  more  crime  than  is  known  to  tlie 
Government  to  exist ;  and,  it  that  be 
still  it  is  to  such  an  extent  only  tl 
justifies  the  hon.  Member  in  saying  that 
the  tranquillity  is  long  continued,  and 
justifies  him  in  voting  that  that  is  the  fact. 
Therefore,  I  say  that  under  those 
ditions  law  and  order  has  not  been 
thrown  to  the  winds  ;  and  there  are  men 
Sir  H.  Joined 
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in  this  House — I  hope  the  vast  majority  • 
—who  will  welcome  legislation  that  will 
^ve  to  the  people  of  Ireland  no  greater 
powers  of  government.  There  are  men 
in  this  House  who  have  always  hoped 
that  a  time  would  come  when  the  people  of 
Ireland  could  with  safety  hare  conferred 
on  them  equal  powers  of  self-govem- 
meut  with  the  people  of  England  andScot- 
land.  Now,  when  the  statement  comes  that 
iranqniliitj-has  been  obtained,  the  Govem- 
tnent  may  rest  assured  that  they  will 
receive  a  full  and  complete  support  for 
their  promised  measure,  which.  I  hope, 
vfithin  proper  and  safe  limite,  will  con- 
duce to  maintain  the  law  and  order  that 
exists  in  Ireland. 
•(11.23.)  Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (New- 
castle) :  Mr.  Speaker,  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  in  this  respect  following  the 
Chief  Secretary,  drew  a  picture  of  those 
whom  the  Chief  Secretarj-  called  strolling 
intiuerant  politicians,  and  he 
ridiculed  the  visitors  to  Ireland  who 
t  there  with  carpet  bug,  and 
moved  in  one  groove  only.  But  the 
itinerant  politicians  are  not  all  on  oneside. 
I  chanced  to  be  in  Ireland  when  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  was  there. 
The  movements  of  so  important  a 
Minister  were  naturally  followed  with 
eager  curiosity  by  the  people  ;  but,  so  far 
as  I  could  gather,  the  groove  in  which 
he  moved,  and  the  sphere  in  which  he 
carried  his  carpet  bag,  was  confined 
entirely  and  exclusively  to  landlords, 
resident  magistrates,  and  police.  After 
what  fell  from  the  Chief  Secretary  it 
may  not  be  in  bad  taste  to  mention  the 
fact  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  stayed  for 
a  COD  side  rable  time  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Hunts 
(Mr.  Smith-Barry) ;  and  though  he  passed 
through  Youghal,  where  be  had  an  op- 
portunity of  hearing  the  views,  for 
example,  of  Canon  Keller,  to  the  best  of 
my  belief  be  took  no  opportunity  what- 
ever of  ascertaining  those  views.  So 
much  for  the  itinerant  politicians.     My 
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right    ^on.     and    learned     Friend    the  the      people      of     Ireland     to     remain 

Member  for  Burj  (Sir  H.  James)  seemed  tolerably       peaceable     and        tranquil, 

to  me  to  show  some  inconsistency  in  two  My   right   hon.    Friend  referred   to  the 

positions  which  he  took  up.     He  first  of  difference   of  the  law  between   Ireland 

all  leans  on  the  reference  in  the  Amend-  and  England  in  the  matter  of  combina- 

ment  to  the  long-continued  tranquillity  tion  ;  and  undoubtedly,  I  suppose,  the 

in  Ireland.     He  rejoices  in  the   figures  whole   House  will  agree  with  me  that 

which   seemed   to    show    a    decline   in  one  of  the  most  interesting  episodes  of 

boycotting ;   but,  on  the  other  hand,  he  this  debate  was  the  felicitous  interrup- 

fihowed  us,   with  great    emphasis    and  tion  of  the   right  hon.   Gentleman  the 

earnestness,   that    boycotting     is     more  Home   Secretary.      Whether   the  Chief 

fiendish  just  now  than  ever  it  was  before.  Secretary    for   Ireland    remains   unper- 

*ci     TT  TA^jrT-.ci   -Di!              A       ijioc  ^urbcd   uudcr  the   attacks  of  my   hon. 

•bre  H.  JAMES :  Before  the  Act  of  188  /  Yviqu^  the  Member  for  North-Ea^t  Cork 

was  the  data  of  the  particular  instances  I  or  not,  I  thought  I  saw  signs  of  profound 

^ve.  perturbation  when  he  was  "wounded  in 

*iir     T  Tirr\T>n:iv-       a  i.     n          l     lx.  ^^®  housc   of   his  friend."     The    Chief 

•Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :    At  all  events,  the  Secretary,  when  speaking  to-night,  told 

impression,    I   thmk,   conveyed  to    the  us  that  it  was  his  duty  to  go  about  the 

Hou83  was   that   though   the  figures  of  country  a  great  deal,  and  to  make  many 

boycotting    may    have    diminished,    its  speeches;  and,  among  others,   he  made 

enormity  and  inconvenience  to  life  and  ^?®  in  Edinburgh  on  pecember  5.     In 

,      .             ,                  ,,         .,  view   of  the   remarkable  deliverance  of 

property   is  greater    now   than   it  was  ^^e  Home  Secretary  this  evening  I  will 

before.     If  my  right  hon.  Friend  did  not  venture  to  reproduce  a  part  of  that  speech 

•  say  so,  the    hon.    Member    for    South  to  the  House.     This  is  what  the  right 

Tyrone,  in   a   strong   passage,   declared  ^o^-  Gentleman  said  at  Edinburgh : — 

that  though  murder   had   ceased,  a   far  **  It  apparently  has  been  thought  to  be  the 

more  cruel  tyranny   even  than   murder  "^^t  successful  electoral  cry "    ^ 

now  prevailed.     If  that  is  so,  what  is  the  — he   was  referring   to  my   right   hon« 

use  and   meaning   of  these  congratula-  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  at  Manchester — 

tions  ?     For  my   own    part,  I  should  be  **  to  try  and  persuade  the  working  classes  of  this 

glad  if  I  could  congratulate  mvself  upon  Country  that  the  population  of  Ireland  are,by  the 

a  decUne    in    the    passionate*  agitation  ^"°^®«  ^^^'  debarred  from  thos«  combinations 

I.,-,,              .              •T1111  which  would  be  necessary  and  praiseworthy  in 

which  has  been  goiuff  on  m  Ireland:  but  .i-   •  i    j   «         •                  \^^  ..s.x,     •  u^ 

^    ^^                             '  this  island,  oo  anxious  were  we  that  the  rights 

what  strikes  me   in  the  attitude  of  the  of  Ireland  to  combine  legally  should  not  be  in- 

•Chief  Secretary   and   of   my   right  hon.  terfered  with,  that  we  introduced  into  our  Bill 

Fnend  is  their  insistence  that  the  alleged  ^  provision  by  which  anything  that  was  legal 

improvement  in  the  state  of  Ireland  is  ^nder  the  Trade  Unions  Act  should  remain 

not,  and  cannot  be,  due  to  anything  but  leg^l  in  respect  of  the  Crimes  Act.    I  have 

coercion    and    fear.       My    right     hon.  3^0 wn  you  thut  the  Trade  Unions  rights  were 

Friend   referred    to   that   legislation    to  absolutely  reserved,  and   that  no  lawyer  in 

w^ch   we    are    all     looking,    but   with  i^^land  has  ventured  to  say  that  anybody  has 

different  emotions.     If  you  are  gomg  to  ^^  prosecuted  in  Ireland  for  things  under 

introduce    remedial    legislation,    is  it  a  the  Trade  Unions  Act  which  could  have  been 

source  of   satisfaction  to  you— ought  it  ^one  in  England.    WeU,  is  it  not  disgraceful 

not  to  be  a  source   of   the   deepest  mis-  ^^^  ^^^^^  disgraceful,  that  a  man  in  Mr.' 

giving  to  you— that  there  is  to   be  no  Gladstone's  position  should  go  into  the  country 

hope,  no  trust,  and  that  their  reconcilia-  ^^  ^^^^^^  ^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^ 

hon  with  us  18  pretence  and  hypocrisy  ?  ^^^^^^  ^^  ^^^^^  ^    ^^J      ^^^^  ^^^ 

If   I    were    the    Governor  of    Ireland  ^^^  ^j^j^j^  ^^      ^^.^^  ^^  ^^^^  ^j^^  ^^  St 

as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  George's  Channel  are  denied  to  their  brethren 
Secretary  is,  I  could  conceive   nothing  ^^  ^^  ^^j^^^  ^j^^ , ., 
on     which     I     would     less     congratu- 
late myself    than    upon   the    fact   that  But  what  did  the  Home  Secretary  say  to- 
nothing  but  coercion    and  fear  induces  night  in  his  reply  to  my  right  hon.  Friend 
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the  Member  for  the  Stirling  Burghs? 
He  said  that  the  Government  could  not  do 
this  or  that  in  connection  with  the  dockers' 
strike.  And  why  ?  Because  statutory  en- 
actments guard  trade  combinations,  which 
do  not  prot3ct  and  guard  agrarian  com- 
binations. Why,  that  is  the  very  thing 
that  we  have  been  saying,  and  it  is  for 
saying  that  very  thing  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  taxes  my  right  hon.  Friend 
with  disgraceful,  aud  doubly  disgraceful, 
conduct.  I  know  why  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  shakes  his  haad.  He  means 
to  say  by  his  gesture  and  by  his  dissent 
that  Trade  Union  offences,  if  committed 
in  the  relation  of  employer  and  employed, 
would  be  punished  in  Ireland  just  as  in 
England.  Yes  ;  but  when  the  right  hon. 
jGrentleman  i^  talking  to  large  audiences 
in  Edinburgh  and  elsewhere,  is  that  the 
impression  that  he  either  conveys  or 
means  to  convey  ?  The  impression  that 
he  conveys  and  means  to  convey  is  that 
<x)mbination  among  agrarian  tenants  is  as 
free  in  Ireland  as  Trade  Union  combinar 
tion  is  in  England.  [Cries  of  "  No,  no  I "] 
Well,  as  for  those  Gentlemen  who  cry  No, 
there  is  an  election  coming  off  soon,  and 
1  challenge  one  of  them  to  go  down  to 
North  St.  .Pancras  and  say  what  they 
mean  to  say  now  by  that  denial,  and  to 
tell  the  voters  that  there  is  one  law  for 
agrarian  tenants  in  Ireland  and  another 
law  for  Trade  Unionists  in  England. 
What  we  did — as  I  have  pointed  out  before 
— when  the  Crimes  Act  was  before  this 
House,  was  to  put  down  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper — I  really  forget 
in  whose  name  it  stood — expressly 
designed  to  do  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  conveyed  to  his  Edinburgh 
audienca  had  been  done — an  Amendment 
to  concede  to  agrarian  tenants  the  pro- 
tection of  the  Trade  Unions  Acts  of  Eng- 
land. My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bury,  and  the  Chief  Secretary  too,  said 
a  great  deal  about  boycotting.  They 
Jiave  both  painted  strongly-coloured  pic- 
tures of  what  boycotting  means,  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  was  particularly  vehe- 
ment and  sombre — I  do  not  say  too  vehe- 
ment and  too  sombre — in  his  denunciation. 
But  while  he  was  speaking  I  could  not 
help  remembering  a  speech  that  was  made 
by  the  noble  Lord,  a  relative  of  his  and 
at  the  head  of  the  Government — I  refer 
to  the  famous  Newport  speech  of  the  year 
1885.  Lord  Salisbury,  in  1885,  spoke  of 
Mr,  J.  Morley 


boycotting.  Boycotting  was  a  thing  you 
could  not  deal  with  by  Act  of  Parliament. 
It  was  like  excommunication  in  the 
Middle  Ages.  According  to  Lord  Salis- 
bury, in  1885,  so  far  from  being  the 
terrible  and  atrocious  thing  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bury  aud  the  Chief  Secretary  have  de- 
picted it  to  be,  it  was  a  sort  of  religious 
rite.  It  was  analogous  to  a  sacred  cere- 
monial. Ah,  but  then  in  1885,  when 
Lord  Salisbury  was  minimising  boycot- 
ting, and  when  he  was  declaring  how  open 
a  mind  he  had  on  federal  schemes— an 
election  was  approaching.  And  yet  it  is 
you  who  taunt  us  with  demoralising 
English  public  life  !  The  Chief  Secretary 
gave  us  certain  cases  of  boycotting. 
Some  of  those  cases  I  seem  to  recognise 
as  oldish  friends ;  but  there  were  others 
which  I  confess  were  not  familiar  to  me. 
I  hope  I  may  ask  that  he  will  be  good 
enough  as  soon  as  convenient  to  lay 
Papers  on  the  Table  containing  details 
of  the  cases  to  which  he  referred,  so 
that  we  may  analyse  and  examine  the 
circumstances.  I  was  very  sorry  to 
hear  the  Chief  Secretary  in  the  course 
of  his  speech  —  and  I  daresay  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  will  exult 
when  I  say  it,  though  it.  is  not  a  wise 
exultation — go  out  of  his  way  to  repro- 
duce vicious  passages  in  United  Ireland. 
I  ask  him  whether  anything  is  gained 
by  going  back  upon  it  ?  I  say  there  is 
nothing  in  United  Ireland  in  its  most 
exasperated  moments  comparable  in 
enormity  with  the  charge  brought  by 
your  own  ally  and  confederate  against 
colleagues  of  your  own.  [Cries  of 
**No,  no!*']  Are  they  not  colleagues  of 
your  own  ?  Then  turn  them  out  of  the 
House.  Nothing,  I  repeat,  so  vile  as  what 
was  done  by  your  ally  and  confederate  in 
the  Press  when  it  charged  your  colleagues 
with  meeting  at  the  railway  station,  and 
there,  a  month  before  the  Phoenix  Park 
murders,  deliberately  making  themselves 
participants  in  the  plot  that  ended  in 
that  murder.  You  have  nothing  to  gain 
by  going  back  on  the  past.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary, 
after  prefacing  his  remarks  by  saying 
that  he  never  boasted,  went  on  to  say 
that  he  believed — I  think  it  was  more 
than  a  hope — he  believed  that  the  im- 
provement he  had  effected  in  Ireland 
would  be  permanent.     I  confess  I  do  not 
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see  signs  of  this  permanent  improve- 
ment. I  will  refer  to  a  case  to  which  I 
am  snr prised  reference  has  not  been 
made  before.  I  mean  the  jnrj-packing 
at  Maryboro'.  The  Honse  is  familiar  with 
the  circamstances  and  the  details  of  that 
transaction.  So  little  confidence  have  the 
Goremment,  or  had  they  a  few  months 
ago,  in  hayins!^  public  opinion  in  Ireland 
on  their  side,  that  they  could  not  trust 
the  trial  of  the  Gweedore  prisoners,  not 
only  not  to  men  of  the  County  Donegal, 
but  they  could  not  trust  them  to  a  jury 
of  County  Wicklow — they  could  not 
trust  them  even  to  a  fairly  chosen  panel 
of  special  jurors — but  they  packed  that 
jury.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  does 
not  deny  it  ? 

•Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Absolutely. 

•Mb.  J.  MORLEY :  What,  the  right 
h'^n.  Gbntleman  denies  it !  Speaking  in 
Edinburgh  he  maintained  then,  as  now, 
that  the  jury  had  not  been  packed,  but 
he  appealed  to  certain  testimony.  He 
said: — 

"  I  appeal  to  the  testimony  of  one  gentlemao 
who  was  there— an  Englinh  Queen's  CouDsel,  I 
believe  a  Separatist,  a  man  of  large  experience^ 
for  he  has  witnessed  some  thousands  of  criminal 
trials  in  England.  He  gives  most  unqualified 
testimony  both  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
Judge  performed  his  duty  " — that  is  quite  true— 
"and  as  to  the  way  in  which  the  jury  falsely 
alleged  to  have  been  packed  executed  their 
onerous  duty.*' 

But  will  you  beHeye  that,  of  course,  by 
inadTcrtence,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
represented  that  gentleman  as  saying 
exactly  the  opposite  of  what  he  did  say. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  was 
made  on  December  5,  and  I  have  a  letter 
which  was  sent  round  to  the  Press  on 
Norember  21.  This  gentleman,  Mr. 
Crompton,  a  Queen's  Counsel  of  emi- 
nence, who  was  in  1886  a  Member  of 
this  House,  was  present  at  the  trial. 
He  says  :— 

"The  trial  was  fairly  conducted  by  Mr. 
Justice  Gibson.  I  said  nothing  in  favour  of 
the  way  in  which  the  prosecution  was  conducted 
on  the  part  of  the  Crown ;  on  the  contrary,  I 
denounced  the  way  in  which  the  jury  was 
packed.    The  result  of  what  I  saw  "  (he  says) 

VOL.  CCCXI4I.    [thibd  sbbibs.] 


**  was  that  trial  by  a  jury  so  jielected  cannot 
be  called  trial  by  jury  at  all ;  it  is  rather  a  trial 
by  12  men  selected  by  the  Crown  and  pre- 
sided over  by  a  Judge  of  the  Superior  Court.'* 

I  do  not  wish  to  detain  the  House, 
but  I  should  like  further  to  illustrate  my 
point  as  to  the  extraordinary  disregaid 
which  the  Chief  Secretary  and  the  Irish 
Government  ostentatiously  show  for  Irish 
public  opinion  by  referring  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Law  Officer  who  was 
responsible  for  what  the  English  Queen's 
Counsel  called  deliberately  packing  a 
jury,  to  the  chief  seat  of  judgment,  lliat 
appointment  we  shall  no  doubt  have  the 
opportunity  of  discussing  at  some  later 
period;  but  I  may  say  that  the  step  is  in 
distinct  violation  of  what  was  practically 
a  pledge  given  to  the  House.  [Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour  :  No.]  I  will  give  the  House 
the  date.  It  was  given  to  the  House  on 
January  28,  1887,  by  the  present  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  the  then 
Chief  ^Secretary.  He  said  distinctly  that 
considerations  both  of  economy  and  effi- 
ciency required  that  there  should  be  a 
merger  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer  with 
the  High  Court.  I  have  not  the  time  to 
go  into  that  now ;  but  I  say  that  the 
Government  could  not  possibly  if  they 
had  tried  have  taken  a  step  to  show 
more  ostentatiously  how  they  defy  the 
public  opinion  of  the  people  they  have  to 
govern.  Another  step  the  Government 
has  recently  taken  illustrates  the  same 
thing — I  do  not  now  pronoxmce  any 
opinion  upon  it,  as  an  administrative 
step — I  mean  the  suppression  of  the 
Cork  Board  of  Ghiardians.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  says  that  we  welcome  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  the  promise  of  the  exten- 
sion of  local  government  in  Ireland. 
What  a  farce  this  is  !  What  a  farce  it 
is  to  enter  upon  your  great  land  policy 
which,  whatever  form  it  may  take,  must 
consist  of  a  great  number  of  delicate  bar- 
gains into  which  it  is  most  important  to 
have  the  Irish  people  and  their  leaders  on 
your  side — ^what  a  &ice  it  is  to  preface  a 
policy  of  this  kind  by  a  policy  of  coer- 
cion which  is  a  policy  of  exasperation  ! 
Unless  you  have  the  co-operation  of  the 
Irish  Members,  unless  you  show  that  you 
are  willing,  in  some  degree  at  all  events, 
to  conciliate  Irish  sympathy,  to  conciliate 
even  Irish  prejudice,  depend  upon  it 
you  are  merely  ofEering  them  what  they 
2  C 
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will  regard  as  a  poisoned  cup.  Depend 
upon  it  when  your  policy  is  carried  out 
to  it3  furthest  ends,  it  will  prove  only  to 
have  landed  the  English  Government  in 
Ireland  in  a  worse  condition  than  it  is  in 
at  this  moment;  and  as  for  reconcilia- 
tion, as  for  a  real  re-con strnction  of  Irish 
Government,  as  for  a  regeneration  of  Irish 
character,  I  cannot  conceive  steps,  I 
cannot  conceive  a  policy,  more  fatal,  more 
disastrous  than  that  against  which  we 
are  going  to  vote  to-night. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  .• — Ayes  240 ;  Noes 
307.— (Div.  List,  No.  3.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  arising. 

It  being  after   midnight   the   Debate 
stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  to-morrow. 
MOTIONS, 


BEGISTBATION     OF    VaiEBS     (BOROUGH     OF 
BELFAST)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Macartney,  Bill  to  provide 
ooiirts  for  the  revision  of  the  lists  of  Parlia- 
mentary Voters  in  the  Parliamentary  Borough 
6t  Belfast,  and  to  amend  the  Laws  which  re- 
gulate the  Registration  of  Votws  in  the  said 
Borough,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  hy  Mr. 
Macartney  and  Captain  M'Calmont. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  153J. 

AGBICULTURAL    HOLDINGS   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Channing.  Bill  to  amend  the 
Agricultural  Holdings  Acts  (England)  and  for 
other  purposes,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Ohanning,  Mr.  Cobb,  Mr.  Halley  Stewart,  Mr. 
Arthur  Williams,  and  Mr.  Francis  Stevenson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  464.] 

PARLIAMENTARY    PAPERS    DIS- 
TRIBUTION. 

•A  LORD  OP  THE  TREASURY  (Sir 
Hkbbebt  Maxwell,  Wigton)  :  I  beg.  Sir, 
to  move — 

**  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
assist  Mr.  Speaker  in  superintending  the  form 
and  regulating  the  Distribution  of  Parliamen- 
ts Papers  < — Mr.  Arthur  Acla^d,  Mr.  Hartley, 
ifr.  J,  Morley 


Mr.  Ganston,  Mr.  Arthur  Elliot,  Mr.  Gill, 
Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  James  Maclean,  and  Sir 
Herbert  Maxwell : — Three  to  be  the  quorum.*'  • 

♦Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolverhamp- 
ton) :  I  object. 

♦Sib  H.  maxwell  :  I  hope  tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  press  bis  objec- 
tion, as  there  is  much  work  waiting  until 
the  appointment  of  this  Committee.  Wo 
shall  be  most  happy  to  receive  from  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  other  hon. 
Members  sufrgestions  as  to  tbe  most 
convenient  method  of  dealing  with  the 
Parliamentary  Papiers. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  have  no 
objection  to  the  Committee  being  ap- 
pointed to  do  the  work  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  refers  to,  and  I  have  perfect 
confidence  in  the  Gentlemen  proposed 
t>3  be  afipointed  on  it ;  but  what  I  object 
to  is  that  the  Committee  sbould  have 
power  to  settle  what  Parliamentary 
Papers  shall  be  distributed  during  the 
ensuing  Session  without  the  matter  being 
again  referred  to  the  House.  If  the 
hon.  Baronet  will  introduce  words 
obliging  the  Committee  to  report  to  the 
House,  I  will  not  press  my  objection. 
Last  year  we  inadvertently  consented  to 
tbe  appointment  of  the  Committee,  be- 
lieving the  question  would  be  referred 
back  to  the  House.  But.  it  never  was 
so  referred.  If  the  hon.  Baronet  cannot 
assent  to  the  suggestion  I  now  make,  1 
shall  press  my  objection. 

Sir  H.  maxwell  :  To-morrow. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  Does  the  hon. 
Baronet  intend  to  re-move  his  Resolution 
in  its  present  form,  or  to  introduce  the 
words  I  have  suggested  % 

♦The  chancellor  of  the  EXGHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschen,  St.  Geoi^'s, 
Hanover  Square)  :  We  will  consider  the 
point. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter., 
after  Twelve  o'olook. 
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HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 

W*«lnexdai/,  19/A  Fehrua/ry,   1890. 

Th3  Sonae  met  at  Two  of  the  olock. 
[fOREias  ',GOUNTRIKS    (GOLD    AND 

silver'makking). 

Return  ordered — 

"  Of  information  from  Foreign  Oonn 
lying  and  Hall-tnarkii 
■B8.--(jWf.  Kimhif.) 

ORDERS  OF    THE  DAT. 

address  in  answeii  'i'o  her 
majes'lt's  most  gracious  sl'eegh- 
[adjourned  debate.] 
Order  rood,   for   reaumiiig  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [l'2tli   February.] — 
[Seepjvge  138.] 
Question  again  proj: 
Debate  resumed. 

Dit.  CLARK  (Caithness):  Wliile  I 
oongratulate  the  Government 
information  they  give  us  that  provisions 
nil!  be  submitted  for  diminishing  the 
difficulty  and  cost  whioli  at  present 
attend  the  paaaage  of  private  legislation 
reqnired  for  Scotland,  I  still  think  that  it 
ia   desirable    that    I    should  ' ' 

Amendment  of  whiuh  I  have  given  notice, 
and  which  is  us  follows  ; — 

"  Dut  we  humbly  Bubmit  to  Your  Majesty 
tbat  th«  preBflnt  mode  oC  legislating  for  the 
domMliu  HfTnira  of  Scotland  is  unHLtisruttory  ; 
IhHt  ineasun-i  affecting  the  welFnre  of  tht 
Soottiah  peuiile  are  not  coQaidsrod,  in  coose- 
quence  oi  thi  pressure  of  buaineas  of  the  other 
porlioos  of  the  United  Kingdom  :  thut  when 
Bills  relating  to  Scotland  alone  are  being  doalt 
vith,  the  daciAion  of  the  House  is  often 
ContTHry  to  the  wishes  of  the  grsHl  mnjarity  of 
the  Scottieh  Represenluti  ves ;  and  that  it  is 
deairable,  while  retaining  tho  supremacy  of  the 
[mperiBt  Parliamant,  to  devolve  upon  a 
IsginUture  in  ISuotland  tho  cansideration  of  the 
domratic  affaira  of  that  Country." 

I  do  SO  because  I  think  that  mea- 
I  Bures  affecting  the  welfare  of  the 
I  Soolcb  people  cannot  be  uoitsidei^  here, 

'n  coDsequence  of  the  pressure  of  other 
I  bnsineas,  aud  because  I  desire  to  bring 
I  before  the  llouse  one  or  two  (jnestions, 
j  which  have  been  for  ten  or  a  dozen  years 
I  before  the  House,  and  for  the  discussion  of 
[  wliich  no  lime  lias  been  found.  The  first 
VOL.   CGCXLI.     [rniur-  ..uiiiN.] 


is  with  regard  to  a  Bill  of  a  non-con- 
tentious cliaracter,  which  both  Conflerva- 
tive  and  Liberal  Governments  have 
brought  before  the  House,  and  which 
Special  Commissions  both  of  this  and  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  liave  been 
considering  for  years.  1  refer  to  the 
But^h  Police  and  Health  Bill.  We 
are  now  told  by  the  Government  that 
this  Session  a  Bill  will  not  even  be  intro- 
duced. It  is  a  most  important  measure, 
affecting  all  the  burghs  in  Scotland  giving 
us  Police  Law  and  Pnbha  Health  Law.  In 
consequence  of  the  Public  Health  l*w 
of  Scotland  being  what  it  is,  I  believe 
that  thousands  of  deaths  occur  in  that 
country  which  are  preventible.  We 
are  at  least  a  quarter  of  a  century  beliind 
England  in  the  matter  of  sanitary  legis- 
lation, and  yet  the  Lord  Advocate  is 
unable  to  tell  us  when  he  will  bring  in 
a  meiiflure  to  satisfy  our  wants.  Then 
again,  there  are  important  measures 
affecting  the  liquor  trafBc  which  require 
ooiiside ration.  We  have  been  trying  for 
the  last  six  years  to  obtain  legislation  on 
this  subject.  The  last  vote  taken  upon  the 
question  was  in  1884,  and  there  have 
been  two  Parliaments  since  then.  We 
have  tried  in  vain  to  obtain  a  day  for  the 
consideration  of  tlie  question,  and  al- 
though in  the  last  Parliament  and  in 
this  there  was  a  majority  of  the  Scotch 
Members  in  favour  of  legislation,  we 
cannot  get  an  opportunity  of  bringing 
the  matter  before  the  House.  There 
has  been  a  Report  from  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  gi-ocers'  licences,  and  yet  the 
Government  tell  us  that  they  cannot 
Eifford  time  for  the  coniii deration  of  that 
Report  with  the  view  of  legislating  npon 
it.  Then  again,  there  is  the  question  of 
land  tenure  reform.  Bills  have  been 
brought  before  this  House  time  after 
time,  and  they  have  been  supported  by 
ft  large  number  of  Scotch  Members; 
nevertheless  they  have  Iwen  unable  to 
obtain  a  hearing.  The  Crofters'  Act  hoa 
been  in  o]iaration  for  three  or  tour  years, 
Init  there  have  been  very  few  cases  dealt 
with  under  it.  The  07ie  tiling  wanted  is  to 
give  tho  people  more  land,  aud  although 
the  Act,  BO  far,  has  been  unsuccessful  for 
that  purpose,  we  have  been  unable  to 
rteeure  a  fitting  opportunity  for  laying 
the  real  fads  before  the  House.  The  same 
thing  has  occurred  in  regard  to  allot- 
ments fur  agricultural  labourers.  Three 
years  ago  an  attempt  was  made  to  obtain 
2  D 
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for  Scotland  iLs  privileges  whicli  England 
now  enjoys,  and  it  was  then  prumiaed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  ProBidcnt 
of  tho  Local  Govertiment  Board  thiit 
Scotoh  Allotment  Bill  shoald  he  lirought 
iD.  We  have  not  yet  eeen  that  Scnt-cli 
Allotmont  Bill,  and  I  oin  §ee  no  iudica- 
tionH  of  it.  The  people  are  craving 
for  land  and  a  cow  at  gr'aeti, 
order  that  they  may  provide  milk  for 
their  children ;  and  the  children  are 
growing  up  stunted  and  unhealthy 
because  the  Government  refuse  to  aSo'i'd 
facilities  for  legislation.  There  is  also 
another  matter  which  affects  the  tiahini; 
industry.  Three  yeara  ago  we  were  pro- 
mised the  re-constmction  of  the  Fishery 
Board  and  the  modification  of  its  func- 
tions, with  increased  general  powers. 
No  Bill  has  been  introduced,  and  the 
Fishery  Laws  of  Scotland  remain  as  b«d 
ao  bad  can  be.  In  the  next  place,  there 
is  the  Bill  which  was  brought  in  by  the 
hon,  Member  for  Aberdeen  in  r6feren<» 
to  the  right  of  way  over  mountnins  and 
native  heaths.  No  progress  has  been 
mode  with  regard  to  it.  Important 
measures  affecting  Scotland  cannot  be 
considered  by  this  Honse  on  account  of 
the  ballot.  The  Scotch  Members  being 
tew  in  number  cannot  pet  an  oppor- 
taaity  of  promoting  measures  affecting 
the  wantfl  of  the  country.  Some  years  ago 
a  Bill  relating  to  the  piiyment  of  wages  was 
passed  by  this  House,  but  it  wos  thrown 
out  in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  since  then 
no  opportunity  has  been  afforded  of  bring- 
ing it  forward  again.  The  fact  of  the 
matt^  is  that  this  House  has  so  much  to 
do  that,  generally  speaking,  what  it  does 
it  do  ^s  badly.  In  the  present  Session 
there  are  onlj-  about  10  days  on  which  it 
will  be  possible  for  private  Members  to 
brin^  their  measures  before  the  House. 
Notice  has  been  given  of  the  introduction 
of  something  like  ^00  Bills,  and  conse- 
quently only  about  5  percent,  can  have 
a  fair  chance  of  being  considered  and  the 
proposals  they  contain  being  heard  by 
the  House.  It  is  time  therefore,  if  this 
HoDse  refuses  to  gnint  facilities,  that  the 
8ootch  Members  had  some  other  means  of 
making  their  wants  known.  The  wishes 
of  the  Scotch  Representatives  are  not 
carried  out  here.  Juat  now  there  happens 
to  be  a  Conservative  majority,  and  the 
Conservative  Members  sit  on  both  sides 
of  the  Honse,  But  even  when  a  Liberal 
Govornm-nt  ll^s  been  it  power — ftnd 
Sr.Vlark 
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Scotland  has  been  Xjberal  for  the  last 
half  ^;entn^y — we  have  been  unable  to  get 
what  we  wanted  and  have  been  compelled 
to  take  a  great  deal  leas.  Now  that  a 
Conservative  Got  emmeiit  is  in  power,  wb 
cannot  expect  them  to  carry  out  the  prin- 
ciples we  advocate,  because  they  are  op- 
posed to  them.  But  the  House  will  per- 
haps allow  me  to  point  ont  one  or  two 
little  matters  in  which  the  wishes  of  the 
Scotch  Members  were  overridden  in  mat- 
ters affecting  Scotland  only,  that  were 
involved  in  the  Scotch  Local  Goremment 
Bill,  One  most  important  Amendment 
proposed  had  for  its  object  the  giving  to 
the  County  and  Burgh  Councils  the  right 
to  acquire,  compnlsorily,  land  for  public 
purposes.  It  was  not  proposed  to  steal  it. 
It  was  not  a  question  of  confiscation,  but 
simply  a  right  to  purchase,  and  I  think 
that  upon  such  a  point  the  House  might 
have  considered  the  wishes  of  Scotland  ; 
46  Scotch  Members  were  in  favour  of  the 
proposition,  12  against.  But  the  13 
Scotch  Memberswere  augmented  by  Eng- 
lish and  Irish  Members  until  they  be- 
came 128,  and  as  there  were  only  99  in 
favour  of  the  proposal  it  was  rejected. 
Thi.'  same  thing  occurred  when  it  ww 
proposed  that  the  County  Councils  should 
have  the  same  power  as  Town  Councils 
in  referenoe  to  licensing.  The  numbers 
were  48  i^inst  12,  sofar  as  Scotch  Mem- 
bers were  C()ncernpd,  hut  the  proposition 
was  thrown  out  by  HU  against  137,  It 
may  be  considered  a  Hmall  thing 
to  give  the  County  Counoils  the 
power  of  maintaining  rights  of  way ; 
and  of  preventing  Scotch  landloras 
from  stopping  up  the  rights  of  way  ; 
but  although  52  Members  voted  for  it, 
andoidy  10  against,  the  Amendment  was 
thrown  out  by  176  against  1 49.  I 
might  recapitulate  a  dozen  or  15  impor- 
tant qnestiona  in  which  tho  same  course 
was  taken,  although  the  defeated  Scotch 
Members  were  fnur  or  five  to  one.  In 
every  case  they  were  overridden  by 
Members  who  had  no  connection  with 
Scothind.  There  are  two  other  matters 
upon  which,  iuoidentiiiiy,  I  should  like 
to  say  a  word.  One  has  reference  to 
to  the  financial  arrangements  between 
England  and  Scotland,  and  the  other  is 
a  mere  question  of  sentiment.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  in  Scotland  we  pny  more 
per  head  for  (ajtation  than  England  or 
Ireland,  It  may  be  that  we  are  making 
more  money  ;  but  although  we  pay  more 
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per  head,  a  Scotch  official  receives  much 
less  than  the  same  kind  of  officer  in 
England.  It  seems  to  me  only  fair  and 
jnst  that  if  you  tax  us  you  ought  to  put 
our  officers  upon  a  footing  of  equality 
with,  at  any  rats,  Irish  officials.  Never- 
theless, while  an  Irish  executive  officer 
receives  £1,500  a  year,  the  same  class 
of  official  gets  only  £1,000  in  Scotland. 
Then,  again,  our  public  buildings  in 
Scotland  are  not  designed  by  Scotch- 
men ;  they  are  inefficient  and  ugly,  and, 
instead  of  beautifying  and  ornamenting . 
our  towns,  are  an  eyesore.  One  of  my 
strong  reasons  for  urging  the  adoption 
of  Home  Rule  in  regard  to  Scotland  is 
that  it  would  save  the  expenditure  of 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  pounds.  In 
the  matter  of  education,  we  have  again 
been  placed  upon  a  footing  of  inequsdity. 
What  in  England  is  lost  in  grants  is 
recouped  in  the  way  of  licences,  but  in 
Scotland  what  we  lose  in  the  shape  of 
licences  we  do  not  get  back  at  all.  An- 
other fact,  which  may  possibly  be 
considered  sentimental,  is  that  Scotland 
is  entirely'  ignored  in  our  Despatches 
and  Treaties.  You  speak  of  England, and 
England  only,  and  we  were  told  the  other 
day  by  the  Secretary  for  War  that 
an  English  regiment  was  ordered  for 
service  in  Egypt,  when  in  fact  it  was  a 
Scotch  regiment.  And  now  a  word  as 
to  the  remedy.  I  think  the  disease 
that  you  are  suffering  under  is  congestion 
here,  and  the  only  remedy  is  devolution. 
The  wisest  mode  of  remedying  the  evil 
would  be  to  devolve  the  domestic  affairs 
of  Scotland  upon  a  Legislature  in  Scot- 
land. I  am  not  particular  that  it  should 
ba  composed  of  Scotch  Members, 
although  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Lanarkshire  (Mr.  D.  Crawforcl)  pro- 
poses that  it  should  be.  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  try  it,  but  I  am  not  prepared 
to  say  what  the  constituencies  may  re- 
quire, eJccept  in  regard  to  the  few  in  which 
elections  have  taken  place  lately.  But 
I  know  that  the  movement  has  been 
growing  in  Scotland,  and  after  the  next 
.General  Election  the  Scotch  Members 
will  be  able  to  speak  more  distinctly 
All  I  want  now  is  to  take  the  opinion  of 
the  House  whether  it  is  not  desirable  to 
devolve  upon  Scotland  the  power  of 
determining  and  controlling  Scotch 
matters.  I  am  perfectly  willing  that 
the  Imperial  Parliament  should  retain 
the  power  of  preventing  injustice  being 


done  to  anyone,  and  that  the  Ministers 
of  the  Crown  should,  if  they  deem  it 
necessary,  advise  Her  Majesty  to  veto 
any  particular  measure.  I  do  not  think 
we  want  any  Supreme  Court  in  this 
country  except  the  Court  of  Parliament, 
and  I  have  no  desire  to  see  a  solution 
of  the  difficulty  ei^tablished  on  the  Hues 
of  federation  as  in  America  orSwitaser- 
land.  All  I  desire  is  that  we  should  dele- 
gate to  a  certain  body  or  Parliament 
certain  powers,  and  still  retain  the 
power  of  veto.  I  quite  agree  with  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Edinburgh 
(Mr.  Wallace)  that  my  proposal  should 
be  carried  into  effect  at  such  time,  and 
under  such  conditions,  as  may  be  desired 
by  the  Scotch  people,  and  I  am  willing 
to  amend  my  Amendment  in  the  way 
desired  by  my  hon.  Friend.  All  I  want 
is  that  these  matters  should  be  deter- 
mined  by  the  Scotch  people  through 
their  Representatives.  Another  question 
is,  whether  Home  Rule  for  Scotland,  or 
for  Ireland,  should  come  first.  The  Irish 
question  has  already  been  before  the 
Irish  constituencies,  who  have  expressed 
themselves  conclusively  upon  the  matter, 
and  it  is,  at  this  moment,  a  more  burn- 
ing question.  The  same  conditions  exist 
in  Scotland  as  exist  in  Ireland,  but 
probably  we  may  take  a  different 
method  of  solving  them  than  they  have 
done.  Ireland  has  a  right  to  be  dissatis- 
fied, because  Irish  opinion  has  not  been 
considered  as  it  ought  to  have  been  in 
this  House,  and  because,  legislation  has 
been  forced  upon  the  Irish  people  which 
they  do  not  want.  I  trust  that,  in  regard 
to  Scotland,  a  Conservative  Government 
will  be  wiser  in  that  respect  than  they 
have  been  in  the  case  of  Ireland.  In 
Scotland  we  are  discontented  because 
so  few  opportunities  are  afforded  to  us 
of  expressing  the  opinions  of  those  we 
represent,  and  because,  "when  we  do  so, 
our  votes  are  of  no  avail.  The  same 
principle  ought  to  be  applied  to  Wales, 
which  has  a  just  claim  to  have  her  case 
brought  before  the  House.  I  may  add 
that  the  question  of  Scotch  Home  Rule 
has  not  been  raised  on  account  of  our 
admiration  for  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone),  or  in  con- 
sequence of  any  feeling  in  reference  to 
him,  because  in  this  matter  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  always  been  coldly 
neutral.  It  has  simply  grown  up  from 
dissatisfaction  which  exists  in  Scotland  in 
2  D  2. 
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regard  to  the  treatment  of  Sooteli  oSaire, 
and  I  sliould  like  to  hear  from  tlie  Iiord 
Advocate  whether  he  even  is  satisfied 
with  things  aa  they  are.  He  may  be, 
but  I  think  it  is  simply  a  qnestion  of  thu 
extent  to  which  we  desire  to  go.  I  have 
he&rd  one  or  two  remarks  made  in 
reference  to  this  question.  It  is  said 
that  if  we  were  to  devolve  the  oonsidLTU- 
tion  of  Scotch  questions  upon  Scotland 
herself  there  might  be  a  narrow  spirit 
abroad,  and  that  it  i»  better  to  come  here 
and  have  them  dealt  with  in  a  broad^^r 
and  more  generous  way.  If  I  found  that 
that  was  really  ao,  I  might,  perhaps, 
consent  to  waive  our  rjghta.  But  I  do 
not  think  that  the  English  and  Irish 
Members  can  tbrow  mach  light  upon  the 
Scotch  problems  by  discussing  them,  and 
in  Scotch  debates  we  never  hear  ajiy 
views  expressed  by  an  English  Memljer 
unless  be  happens  to  be  a  Scotchman  re- 
presenting an  English  constituency.  In 
fact,  when  a  Scotch  (question  is  discussed 
here  the  House  is  empty,  and  it  is  only 
when  the  Divi-ion  bell  in  rang  that  the 
House  fills,  and  hon.  Meml)ers  are  quite 
satisfied  to  be  t<:>ld  that  they  are  to  go  into 
the  Lobby  with  the  "ayes,"  or  the  "  noes." 
What  I  want  to  see  ia  a  sensible  and  in- 
telligible legislation  and  not  a  mockery. 
Another  ar^ment  is  that  if  the  Scot(.'h 
Reprosentativea  wore  t«  go  away,  as 
they  have  always  been  Liberal,  the  Liberal 
would  be  weakened.  Now,  I  think  it  is 
a  dangerous  thing  to  have  a  minority 
continually  thrusting  their  opinions  upon 
the  majority.  Last  year,  upon  the 
Sunday  Closing  Bill,  the  majority  of 
English  Members  wero  uniust  it,  hut 
other  Members  formed  an  alliance  with 
the  minority  and  aliered  the  complexion 
of  the  vote,  Generally  speaking,  my 
contention  is  that  this  Legislature  is 
over-taxed,  and  that  the  only  solution  of 
the  difficulty  is  to  devolve  a  portion  of 
its  labours  upon  those  who  best  under- 
stand it,  and  ar^'  best  capable  of  perform- 
ing the  work.  I  cannot  say  that  we  are 
alive  to  our  great  responsibilities  in 
r„'gard  to  India.  The  diaimBsion  on  the 
Indian  Budget  is  the  only  occasion  when 
consideration  is  givon  to  the  condition  of 
250,000,000  of  human  beings,  and  that 
is  often  tlirown  off  antil  the  very  Uat 
days  of  an  expiring  Session.  I  do  not 
think  that  such  L'gislation  is  either  wise 
or  sitiafactory.  I  b3lieve  that  in  the 
coursjiif  auotliet  half  c'litury.  tbe  Anglo- 


Saxon  race  will  dominate  the  world.  It 
already  posseiaes  the  best  portions  of  the 
world,  where  men  can  live  and  thrive, 
and  certainly  their  power  of  reproduction 
is  not  surpassed  by  that  of  any  other 
ni^e.  But  I  feel  that  unless  something 
is  done  to  draw  the  bond  closer,  by  and 
bye,  in  tbe  race  ot  nationalities,  we 
may  find  ourselves  in  the  background, 
unless  something  is  done  to  give  to  every 
portion  of  tbe  kingdom  the  management 
of  its  own  domestic  aSaire.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers who  are  anxious  to  bee  a  closer 
union  of  all  parts  of  the  nation  brought 
alxint  must  bo  aware  that  the  first  step  is 
to  devolve  upon  a  nationality  the  control 
of  those  affairs  which  concern  ite  own 
well  being,  leaving  it  to  carry  them  on 
in  a  manner  commensurate  with  their 
due  importance.  I  beg  to  move  the 
Amendment  which  I  have  placed  upon 
the  Paper. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  eod  of  rBrngraph  II,  nFter  the  wont 
"  StaULiod,"  to  insert  the  words.  — "But  we 
hiimbly  submit  to  Your  Mnjeaty  that  th« 
^reseut  mode  of  legislating  for  the  domenUv 
HlTaira  of  Scotland  ia  uosatisfactory :  that 
meaaiires  affecting  the  walfaro  of  the  Scottish 
pimple  lire  not  ctmsidi.rvd,  in  iNjnwquence  of 
llie  pressure  of  business  of  the  other  portions 
of  the  United  Kingd-mi ;  that  wlian  UUla 
rebitini:to  -autUnd  alone  iire  helag  dealt  viih, 
the  dpcifli'ia  uf  the  House  ia  often  contrary  lu 
the  wishes  of  the  great  miijority  uf  tlie 
Scottish  repre-entii[ivt)S :  and  that  it  is  doMf- 
uble,  while  rotuiuing  the  suitremacy  ot  the 
Imperial  ParliameDt,  to  devolve  upon  a  LeKiala< 
tars  in  Scotlsnd  the  conaideriitiaD  of  tht 
domeatic  affnirs  of  that  Countrj." 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
he  there  in8erted."^Z)r.  Clark.) 

•(2.35.)  Mb,  SEYMOUR  KEAT  (Elgin 
and  Nairn) :  It  is  with  extreme  re- 
luctance tbat  I  trespass  upon  the  time 
of  tlie  House  in  order  to  second  the 
Amendment.  The  motives  which  in- 
duce me  to  do  so  are  three.  In  tbe 
first  place,  it  is  a  matter  upon  which, 
personally,  I  have  a  strong  feeling.  In 
the  second  place,, it  is  not  long  since  1 
waa  face  to  face  with  my  constitnentt^ 
and  I  have  reason  to  believe  that  they 
feel  strongly  upon  it  also ;  and  in  Qu 
tbird  place,  I  think  it  is  unlike'yt  owiiq; 
to  the  stute  of  public  business,  that  the 
qnestion  will  he  before  the  House  again 
on  ail  eivrly  day,  Tlierefore,  I  trust 
that  I  m:ty  be  pardoned  if  I  cut 
myself  on  the  indulgence  of  the 
House     while   I    make   a    few  remarks 
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■with  the  ot^eot  of  giving  the  i-eaaora 
which  induce  me  to  Bccond  the  Affiend- 
mert.  There  are  two  aete  of  argnments 
which,  in  my  humble  judgment,  may  be 
brought  forward  in  support  of  it.  There 
are,  firstly,  argumenta  which  may  be  eaid 
to  depend  upon  coneide  rations  of  justice  ; 
and  there  are,  secondly,  others  which  may 
be  said  to  depend  ttpon  considerations  of 
political  expediency  of  one  sort  or 
another,  I  trust  tjiat  I  sliall  be  able  to 
show,  before  I  ait  down,  that  some  of  the 
argumenta,  at  all  events,  of  the  latter 
category,  are  not  altqi;cther  unconnected 
with  the  political  comfort  and  welfare 
of  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  It  is  a  peculiar 
fact,  and  one  which  I  have  noticed  for 
years  past,  that  until  very  recently  none 
of  the  leaders  of  the  Tory  or  the  Liberal 
UnionistParty  who  went  down  to  Scotland 
did  anything  except  to  boycott  thequestion 
of  Scottish  Home  Rule.  Last  year,  how- 
ever, for  some  reason  or  other,  appears  to 
have  changed  all  that,  and  I  do  not 
think  it  will  be  found  now  that  any 
recognised  leader  of  either  of  those  two 
parties  will  go  down,  or  has  recently 
^ne  down,  to  a  Scottish  meeting,  and 
haa  not  found  it  necessary  to  say  some- 
thing on  the  subj  ct.  For  example,  last 
year  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Boesendale  went  to  Aberdeen,  and  found 
it  neoeesary  to  deal  with  the  question  of 
Home  Rule  for  Scotland  in  his  speech. 
'Wbat  did  he  say  about  it  7  He  said 
what  has  been  said  for  decades  with 
regard  to  tlie  cry  for  Home  Rule  for 
Ireland.     He  said : — 

"  Thia  queation  of  nama  Rula  is  only  one 
raised  by  intereeted  agitators  who  enpect  Bouie 
peiBooal  advunUigefrom  thu  change." 

But  I  hope  to  show  the  House  that  the 
question  is  notone  for  agitators  ;  but  that 
it  is  one  in  which  every  man,  woman,  and 
chihl  in  Scotland  has  a  considerable 
self-interest.  In  the  first  place,  I  should 
like  to  point  out  a  few  facts  in  cormection 
with  the  financial  aspect  of  the  case 
For  instance,  (he  Scotch  people  are 
taxed  for  Imperial  purposes  at  a  higher 
^te  per  head  than  the  English  popula- 
tion. Surely  that,  if  it  is  true — and  1 
belisve  it  cannot  be  controverted — is  not 
-a  matter  merely  for  agitatore ;  surely 
ton.  Gentlemen  on  bi>tb  sides  of  the 
House  will  admit  that  every  person  in 
Scotland  hus  an  absolute  right  to  agitate 
in  order  to  aecure  that  a  due  and  not 
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an  undue  proportion  of  Imperial  taxation 
is  laid  upon  his  shonlders.  Taking  every 
item  of  the  Imperial  revenue  into  account 
I  find  that  Engls.nd  is  taxed  to  the  extent, 
roughly  speaking,  of  £1  Is.  per  head, 
wliile  in  Scotland  we  are  taxed  ia  the 
extent  of  £2  6b.  per  head.  The  resnlt 
ia  that  the  Scottish  people  })ay  about 
£1,000,000  yearly,  in  excess  of  what  they 
onght  to  do,  in  direct  contribntion  to  the 
Imperial  revenue ;  and  it  muBt  be 
remembered  that  Scotland  is  a  very  poor 
country  indeed  compared  with  England.  I 
know  I  shall  be  met  with  the  argument— 
a  very  weak  one— that  this  taxation  in- 
cludes revenue  from  whisky.  But  I  do 
not  see  how  that  alters  the  facta.  I  do 
not  care  whether  the  revenue  comea 
from  whisky  or  from  tobacco,  or  any- 
thing else.  If  the  Scotch  people  pay  it 
— as  they  have  to  do— they  are  actually 
taxed,  and  the  payment  must  not  be 
omitted  from  the  comparison.  Then  let  us 
look  at  the  other  side  of  the  account.  Does 
Scotland  get  buck  ber  just  share  in  the 
disbursement  of  the  public  revenue !  I 
think  in  that  matter  she  is  even  worse 
treated  than  she  is  in  the  matter  of  over 
contribution  to  the  Imi^erial  revenue. 
A  careful  examination  will  show  that  in 
the  items  of  Civil  Service,  Law  and 
Justice,  Civil  Liit  Anuuitiee,  and  Pen- 
sions, and  BO  forth,  Scotland  is  extremely 
unjustly  treated.  In  the  first  place, 
England  geta  a  great  amount  in  Civil 
Inst  Annuities  and  Pensions,  while  Scot- 
land gets  nothing  at  all.  In  the  second 
place,  if  we  put  the  whole  receipts  of 
Scotland  from  the  Imperial  revenue  in 
comparison  with  her  population,  we  find 
a  deficit  of  £1,350,000  as  compared  with 
the  proportion  she  should  justly  receive. 
Again,  there  is  another  serious  injury 
to  the  Scottish  nation  in  consequence  of 
having  t)o  local  Legislature,  and  that  ia 
that  London,  instead  of  Edinburgh  or 
G  lasgow,  abaorbe  at  this  moment  the  great 
mass  of  the  wealthier  classes  of  Scotland 
into  its  own  pale.  Thi.i  is  a  very  grave 
matter  Every  one  knows  that  the  land 
of  Scotland  is  very  largely  held  by  the 
Hristocracy,  and  it  is  computed  that  fully 
one-third  of  the  whole  rental  is  now 
being  spent  out  of  Scotland.  Summing 
op  these  items  it  would  appear  that  the 
total  annual  loss  of  Scotland,  in  respect 
of  these  mutters,  amounts  to  no  less  than 
four  millions  sterling  a  year,  or  about 
£\    per  head  of  the    population.      But 
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olthongh  the  finaticiAl  injtiiy  is  in  thie 
reapeist  considerable.  I  hold  that  the 
political  injury  ia  very  mnch  greater. 
Scotliiiid  is  a  country  which  m«y  be 
described  as  "steeped  to  the  lips"  in 
Liberalism,  in  the  same  way  as  the  Sontii 
of  England,  including  London,  is  steeped 
to  the  lips  in  Toryism.  Let  us  look  at 
the  state  of  the  Scottish  Membership. 
At  letwt  aix-sBvenths  of  the  Seottisli 
Members  are  Liberals  of  a  sort,  and  it 
most  be  boroe  in  mind  that  two-tjiirds 
are  Liberals  of  the  true  Mid  Lothian  type. 
Yet,  in  spite  of  this,  what  happens  when 
the  Scottish  Members  combine  together 
for  the  purpose  of  passing  some  renlly 
Liberal  measure  1  They  are  at  once 
incontinently  voted  down  by  English 
Tories,  who,  no  doaht,  are  thoroug'hly 
convinced  that  they  know  infiuitwly 
better  about  the  needs  of  Scotland,  and 
that  their  souls  are  burning  with  a 
greater  anxiety  tor  the  welfare  of  Scot- 
knd  than  are  the  souls  of  the  Scotch 
Members  themselves.  But  for  their 
votes  the  Crofters'  Act  would  have  been 
extended  to  the  nnifed  counties  of  Elgin 
and  Nairn  last  Session.  Again  the 
Scotch  Local  Government  Act  is  a  bare 
skeleton  at  present,  bat  it  would  long 
ago  have  been  clothed  with  living  flesh 
and  blnod  if  the  Amendments  pressed  in 
Committee  had  not  been  refused  by  the 
Government.  In  the  same  way  there  is 
no  qaestion  that  the  Scottish  Stale 
Church  would  have  been  Disestablished, 
and  that  a  Local  Liquor  Veto  would  have 
been  passed  long  ago  but  for  the  votes  of 
English  Tories.  Such,  Sir,  in  barest 
outline,  are  the  claims  for  Home  Rule 
Scotland,  and  they  are  founded  on  t 
principle  of  general  justice.  And  now,  if 
still  further  favoured  with  the  indulgence 
of  the  House,  I  propose  to  say  something 
as  to  some  grounds  of  the  demand,  which 
are  based  upon  political  expediency. 
I  have  said  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Roasendale  went  to  Aber- 
deen last  October,  and  on  tliat  ooea- 
sioa  found  it  necessary  to  speak  about 
Scottish  Home  Rule.  The  noble  Lord 
was  ably  followed  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate, 
who  spoke  at  Inverness  on  October  1 1 . 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
candidly  confessed  that  the  election  of 
Elgin  and  Nairn  hud  filled  the  Party  to 
which  he  belongs  with  "bewilderment 
and  surprise,"  although  the  walk 


Dundee  and  the  loss  of  a  seat  at  Peter- 
igh  apparently  seemed  to  him  to  have 
been  quite  oonsistt^nt  with  the  victorious 
march  of  Tory  principles.  The  right 
'  nn.   and   learned  Gentleman  then   did 

le  the  honour  to  call  me,  or  the  election, 

a  dark  spot  on  the  political  horizon." 
can  a.'wurf  him,  however,  that  a 
great  many  electors  in  these  and  in 
other  countit>s  think  that  that  election 
might  be  better  described  as  a  cloud  iio 
bigger  than  a  man's  hand,  which  is  at 
this  moment  spreading  over  the  Scottish 
sky,  and  which  mny  possibly  before  or  at 
st  Genera!  Election  be  followed  by  a 
directed  to  all  the  Ahabs  of  the 
Tory  Party  in  Scotland,  saj'ing,  "  Get 
thee  down,  that  the  Rodicnl  rain  stop 
thee  not."  I  trust  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  will  not  suppose  thnt 
1  have  desired  to  level  any  special  epi- 
thet of  discredit  against  them  by  calling 
them  Ahabs. 

•Mr,  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order.  1 
must  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
he  ia  not  uow  speaking  on  matters  rela- 
tive to  domestic  legislation  for  Scotland. 

•Mk.SEYMOURKEAT;  TmayBay,8ir, 
I  was  merely  mentioning^and  no  doubt 
I  was  wrong  in  eo  doing— this  part  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member's 
speech  ns  introductory.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  proceeded  to  speak 
on  Home  Rule  for  Scotland  and  Dia- 
establiflhmeut,  which  he  coupled  to- 
gether, and  then  he  asked — 

*'How  ia  it  being  disponed  of  by  tho  ClIadstODiiin 
Party,  from  their  leaders  downwatdaf  The 
tioolcb  Churuh  and  the  Scotch  Sta'e  are  merely 
being  nlado  two  of  the  countera  in  the  game  of 
ambition  which  ie  beiDg  played  tor  Party  pui- 
poaes ; " 

and  he  went  on  to  remark — 

"  [  du  not  know  what  ia  the  latest  turn  or 
riuglB  in  Mi.  Gladatonu'i 


of  cvaaion, 

equivocation,  and  prevancalion." 
I  am  sorry  to  say  that  this  state- 
ment on  the  matter  of  Scottish  Home 
Rule  was  received  by  the  audience  with 
laughler  and  cheers;  but  I  do  not  so  much 
dwell  upon  the  fact,  because  the  audience 
chiefly  consisted  of  landlords,  lawyers, 
commissioners,  factors,  bailiSs,  gillies, 
gamekeepers,  and  rat-catchers- — in  fact, 
the  whole  landed  interest,  and  nothinf* 
else.  Continuing  hisspeecb,  the  righthon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said — 

"I  «iippii9e  many  uf  you  aro  inclined  to  laugh 
lieuitily  when  thle  aubjucl  of  ticotUih  Horn 
Kule  ia  monliooed." 
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Now,  Sir,  ia  my  hnmble  judgmeot 
the  question  of  Home  Rule  for  Scotland,  al- 
though not  yet  urgently  in  the  foreground, 
ia  fast  ripening,  so  much  so  that,  before 
very  long,  it  will  be  no  laughing  matter 
to  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
I  respectfully  sabmit  that  it  already  is 
so  strongly  anticipated  by  the  people  at 
large,  that  it  should  be  treated  seriously 
by  English  politicians.  J  venture 
to  suggest  that  the  gi'eat  secret  of 
state Htnauship  is  to  take  up  nnd  discuss 
important  national  questions,  and  find 
solutions  for  them  before  they  are 
forced  upon  the  Government  under  con- 
ditions of  excitement  or  opposition.  How 
different  would  the  state  of  Ireland  have 
been  to-day  had  this  method  been  anphed 
to  her.  If  I  were  not  almost  thi 
youngest  Uember,  I  would  say  to  this 
House,  Do  nut  wait  until  Scotland  taki 
up  the  role  of  the  importunate  widin 
and  let  us  aet  on  higher  motives  than 
thoee  which  inSuenced  the  unjust  judge 
ill  the  parable  ;  cure  is  proverbially  diffi- 
cult, while  prevention  is  well  kuown  to 
ba  comparatively  easy.  There  ia  only 
one  other  argument  from  expediency 
which  I  would  venture  to  lay  before  the 
House,  and  which,  I  think,  ought  not  U> 
be  without  its  eSect  on  the  other  side. 
Supposing  that  during  the  time  which 
yet  remains  b)  Her  Majesty's  present 
Government,  they  were  to  pass  a  Scottish 
Home  Rule  Bill  on  Federal  lines,  and, 
for  the  matter  of  that,  Welsh  and  Irish 
Home  Bule  Bills  also,  how  much  better 
would  their  position  be  at  the  next 
General  Election.  What  is  the  position 
of  the  Government  now  1  They  are  kept 
in  power  solely  by  the  grace  of  the 
Liberal  Unionists ;  and  I  supposs  I  am 
right  in  saying  that  the  Liberal  Unionist 
Par^  will  not,  at  all  events,  be  greatly 
inoreased  in  number  at  the  nest  General 
Election,  Moreover,  the  Government 
have  somewhat  farther  complicated  their 
position  this  Session,  inasmnch  as  in  Hev 
Majesty's  Gracious  Speech,  local  self- 
government  lias  been  promised  to  Ire- 
land. Now,  the  Government  must  know 
perfectly  well  that  if  they  gave  local  self- 
government  to  Ireland  the  result  would 
be  to  destroy  their  Coercion  Act ;  and  that 
if  their  Coercion  Act  were  thus  destroyed, 
something  else  would  be  destroyed  also, 
namely,  their  clients — -or  shal!  I  say,  their 
mast«ra — the  Irish  landlords.  On  the 
otJier  hand,  time  is  creeping  on,     Parlia- 


ment ia  in  its  Fourth  Session,  and  the 
Government  are  already  coming  within 
measurable  distance-  of — shall  I  say? — 
the  dire  effects  of  the  Septennial  Act. 
Already  Dissolntion  rises  up  before  the 
Government,  "  bold,  gaunt,  and  bare," 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  said  on  a  memorable 
occasion.  Why  should  they  not  use  the 
remaining  time  in  order  to  rid  them- 
selves of  these  troablesorae  host«  of 
Scottish  and  Irish  Liberals,  and  thus 
secure  for  themselves  a  comfortable 
majority  in  a  purely  Engbsh  Parliament  1 
Why  not  emulate  the  wisdom  of  the  man 
in  the  parable,  and  make  to  tliemselves 
friends  of  the  Mammon  of  Liberal  un- 
righteousness 1  It  may  be  true  the 
granting  of  Home  Rule  to  Ireland  or 
Scotland  would  have  the  effectof  enthron- 
ing a  Liberal  Government  in  power  in 
Scotland  for  ever ;  but  that  would  not 
be  without  its  compensation.  In  Eng- 
land you  would  gain  more  than  you 
would  lose  by  the  bargain.  Taking  the 
present  representation  of  England  as  a 
guide,  you  would  have  a  majority  of  at 
least  100,  while,  if  you  continue 
(o  have  the  support  of  the  Liberal 
Unionists,  who  would  probably  continue 
to  vote  with  you  from  sheer  habit,  then 
in  an  English  Parliament  yon  would 
have  the  unparalleled  majority  of  206, 
which  would  enable  you  to  take  a  lease 
of  the  Treasury  Bench,  for  7,  14,  or  31 

•Mb.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order !  I 
must  again  remind  the  hon.  Member  he 
is  not  speaking  to  the  question  before  the 
House.  The  hon.  Member  must  not  in- 
dulge in  general  reference  to  the  political 
situation, 
'Ma.  SErMOUR  KEAY  :  My  object 
is  to  recommend  the  Amendment  to 

the  favour  of  ihe  House  by 

•Me.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order. 
•Mb.  SEYMOUR  KEAY  :  I  have 
Snishod  all  I  have  to  say  with  regard  to 
the  financial  and  political  bearings  of  the 
question,  and  I  shall  therefore,  subject  to 
fonT  ruling,  simply  add  that  while 
Lpol<^iaing  to  the  House  for  having  had 
uenSicieut  time  for  such  preparation  as 
vould  have  ensured  that  my  remarks 
■hould  faU  witliiu  the  rules  of  debate,  I 
have  great  pleasure  in  seconding  the 
Amendment. 
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(3.10.)  Mr.  mark  J.  STEWAKT 
(Kirkcudbright):  Tto  hon.  Gentlemiin 
who  haa  juat  ant  down  lia§  taken  a  verj 
unnBual  course  in  his  speech  io  advo 
eating  the  expediency  of  the  Ameudment 
before  the  Honse,  aud  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  the  manner  in  whicli  he 
eipresees  his  opinion  both  in  tliia  House 
and  outside,  constitntea  a  very  dark  spot 
on  the  political  horizon.  When  a  candi- 
date enters  upon  a  political  contest  and 
pledges  liimaelf  to  and  promiacB  every- 
thing in  order  to  get  into  Parliament,  he 
nin§t  expect  to  be  confronted  with  the 
consequences  of  bia  condnct.  Now,  I 
claim  to  know  the  sentiments  and  feel- 
ings of  the  majority  of  the  Scotch  people 
aa  well  na  hon.  Members  opposite,  and  I 
deny  that  there  is  the  least  desire  in 
Scotland  for  Home  Rnle.  No  doubt 
there  ia  a  section  of  the  people,  some  of 
whom  are  influenced  in  the  matter  by 
the  hope 'of  obtaining  political  power, 
who  desire  Homo  Rule ;  bat  the  gieat 
majority  of  the  people,  I  believe,  are  not 
dissatisfied  with  the  existing  state  of 
things,  although  I  am  ready  to  admit 
that  they  wish  more  time  was  given  by 
Parliament  to  Scotch  business.  At  the 
same  time,  I  must  recognise  the  fact  that 
the  Government  have  shown  ii  desire  to 
deal  with  Scotch  affairs.  For  iastftnc*, 
there  is  the  Local  Government  Bill  for 
Scotland,  |>assed  last  Session,  a  useful 
inenaare  which,  though  the  amount  it 
handed  over  to  the  Local  Authorities  was 
perhaps  scanty,  is,  in  my  opinion,  ualcn 
lated  to  ednoate  and  train  a  large  num- 
her  of  people  in  the  management  tif 
oounty  business.  Undoubtedly  there 
are  many  subjects  affecting  Scotland 
for  legisktion,  the  licensing  questbn 
instance,  and  there  ia  a  strong  feeling 
that  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  ought  to 
have  a  seat  in  the  Cabinet ;  but  to  infer 
that  the  whole  country  ia  up  in  anna 
against  the  present  state  of  thing 
absnrd.  There  is  a  point  in  the  Qui 
Speech  to  which  I  wish  particularly  to 
draw  attention.  I  refer  to  the  question 
to  which  the  late  Mr.  Craig  Sellar  devoted 
a  lat^  amount  of  time  and  effort — 
namely,  the  reform  of  private  Bill  legis- 
lation, and  I  am  glad  that  the  Govern- 
ment hare  announced  their  intention  of 
dealing  with  the  subject  this  Session. 
Aa  long  ago  aa  1886  Lord  Hartingtou's 
Committee  reported — 


That  it  IB  ssaenlial  Cliat  arraDg^ement 
lid  be  ronde  to  relievH  ths  IIousb  from  the 
SB  now  diBchnrged   by  Privnte  Bill  Com- 


And    Mr.  A.  J.  Balfonr,   who  was   thon 

Secretaiy  for  Scotland,  said — 

I  ahoia  tho  opiaion  that  the  present  systein 
of  Private  Bill  LegUlalion  by  CommiiteeBia  the 
nouse  of  CooimniiB  nnd  the  Hnuie  of  Lords  is 
utterly  absurd,  eipenaire,  and  antiquatad." 

And  he  added^ 

"  I  hope  to  be  able  b)  carry  throuRh  this 
House,  with  the  aaaiatance  of  lay  IparnaiTfrieiid 
the  Lord  AdTocsle  (Lord  Kinirsbnrgh).  some 
mensure  which  stiall  relieve  ScDtland  at  h  moat 
DQnecoBsary  hurdeu." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not,  how- 
ever, carry  his  Bill  through,  hut  I  hope 
that  the  Government  meaaure  dealing 
with  this  matter  wiU  become  law  this 
Session,  and  that  this  link  in  the  chain  of 
legislation  of  a  domestic  character  for  Scot- 
land will  thus  be  supplied.  Now,  Sir, 
tho  next  point  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Caithness  has  taken  up  is  that  mea- 
sures affecting  the  welfare  of  Scotland 
are  not  considered.  But  I  cannot  think 
that  he  is  altt^ther  serious  iii  making 
that  suggestion,  becauae  we  know  that 
this  Qoyemment  has  already  dealt  with 
many  important  questions.  There  was 
first  the  Crofters'  Act ;  then  they  dealt 
with  Local  Government.  With  regard 
to  the  question  of  free  I'duoation,  the 
GovetTunent  have  lieon  quite  willing 
to  give  that  instalment  of  justice 
to  Scotland,  and  1  think  that  it  is 
hard  to  say  that  they  have  neglected 
the  interests  of  the  country.  On 
almost  every  one  of  these  ques- 
tions the  Diviaiona  of  the  House  were  in 
accordance  with  the  views  of  the  majori*j 
of  the  people  of  Scotland.  I  repeat  tiiat 
though  tho  Government  do  their  beat) 
they  have  not  time  on  every  occasion  and 
in  every  Sesaion  to  devote  to  Scotland,  or 
to  make  a  question  of  such  a  subject,  for 
example,  as  that  cf  the  Established 
Church  ot  Scotland.  There  is  the  some- 
what thorny  question  of  tlie  EdneationB] 
Endowment  Scheme  for  Scotland,  and 
we  know  very  well  that  a  Committee  waa 
appointed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian'a  Govern- 
meut  in  1883  upon  that  scheme,  bat  I 
do  not  think  that  Committee  altogether 
represented  local  intorcsts.  Now,  Sir, 
there  are  one  or  two  coasiderationB 
which  I  should  like  to  advance  BganiBt  a 
separate    Legislature    for   Scotland.     In 
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the  first  place  it  wonld  not  stimtilate  but 
throttle  local  effort  in  Scotland.      The 
hon.  Member  who  has  an  Amendment  on 
the  Paper  proposes  that  certain  of  the 
Scotch  Members  should  sit  in  Edinburgh 
for  the  transaction  of  Scotch  business. 
How  would  that  suit  Members  living  in 
London,     and     who    have    professional 
engagements  there  ?     Where  are  these 
representatives    to    come   from?      You 
have  just  elected  to  the  County  Councils 
men  who  could  discharge  the  duties,  but 
the  standing  of  these  men  is  such  as  to 
preclude  their  coming  to  Edinburgh  and 
attending  some   months  there    in    the 
autumn  for  the  purpose  of  transacting 
local  government  matters  connected  with 
Scotland.     A  Legislature   of   the    kind 
proposed  would  lead  to  very  great  hard- 
ships  and,    what  is  more,  would  be  a 
«ource  of  very  great  expenditure.       If 
you  set  up    a    separate    Executive,  or 
Beparate  Legislature,  you  would  require 
a    separate     set    of    servants     and     a 
Beparate    Treasury.       And    the    Scotch 
people  are  not  too  fond  of  spending  their 
'money  unnecessarily,   and  they  would 
simply  say  that  they  would  have  nothing 
to  do  with  it.     The  right  hon.   Member 
ior  Mid  Lothian  used  in  this  House  the 
very  expressive  phrase  fchat  it  "  passed 
the  wit  of  man  "  to  draw  a  line  between 
Lnperial  and  local  afeirs.      That  is  true, 
and  it  is  untrue.     It  is   perfectly   true 
that  it  would  pass  the  wit  of  man  if  you 
have  a  separate  Executive  and  a  separate 
Legislature.     But  it  is  untrue  if  Parlia- 
ment has  general  control  of  the  grave 
principles  which  animate  its  policy,  and 
Inaintains  an  appeal  to  itself  where  ifc 
becomes  necessary  to  apply  those  prin- 
ciples.    Now,  a  point  which  occurs  tome 
is  the  danger  and  difficulty,  in  a  small 
country  left  to  manage  its  own  affairs,  of 
mismanagement.      Scotland  is  a  small 
country,  with  a  population  of  only  about 
four  millions,  and  perhaps    it    may  be 
considered  that  the  danger  is  not  very 
great.     But  there  is  fchis  to  be  said,  that 
sometimes  in  a  small  country,  where  the 
people  manage  their  own  af&tirs,  they  are 
.apt  to  forget  the  affairs  of  other  people. 
An  illustration  of  this  can  be  found  in 
the  discussion  which  has  ixbl^en  place  in 
different  parts  of    Scotland    about    the 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act.     It 
has    been    the    invariable,    if    not    the 
universal,  opinion  that  the  administration 
of  the  Act  must  be  more  centralised,  and 
*that  perhaps  it  should  be  centralised  in 


London.  Why?  Because  it  has  been 
found  that  one  county  has  passed  regula- 
tions and  so  administered  the  Act  as  to 
be  out  of  harmony  with  the  regulations 
and  action  of  the  Authority  in  a  county 
which  is  perhaps  contiguous.  And, 
similarly,  if  Home  Bule  were  granted  to 
Scotland,  the  separate  Legislature  might 
adopt  measures  which,  though  useful 
to  the  country,  might  bear  the  evidences 
of  want  of  care  for  the  affairs  and 
interests  of  neighbouring  or  sister 
countries.  That  is  a  strong  reason,  to 
my  mind,  why  we  should  let  alone  the 
great  question  of  Federation  for  the 
great  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland.  By  all  means  have 
federation  to  the  utmost  extent  for  your 
colonies,  but  you  must  not  split  up  your 
own  country.  You  must  keep  the  old 
country  intact  as  a  centre  from  which  to 
conduct  all  that  is  good  in  administration 
throughout  the  world.  I  think  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Caithness  would  be  foolish  and  would 
be  unstatesmanlike,  and  I  trust  the 
House  will  give  it  a  direct  negative. 

(3.27.)  Mr.  MAEJORIBANKS  (Ber- 
wickshire) :  Mr.  Speaker,  last  Session 
the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness 
brought  forward  a  Motion  similar  to 
that  which  he  has  proposed  to- 
day. On  that  occasion  I  was  one  of  the 
two  Scottish  Liberals  who  voted  against 
the  Motion.  Nothing  has  been  said  to- 
day which  makes  me  feel  inclined  to 
take  a  different  course  from  that  which 
I  took  last  year.  I  must  say  that  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Caith- 
ness throws  some  difficulty  in  my  way  in 
stating  the  objections  which  I  have  to 
these  proposals,  for  a  more  terrible  come- 
down than  the  speech  oi  my  hon.  Friend 
I  have  never  heard.  My  hon.  Friend  has 
abandoned  everything  he  set  up.  There 
is  nothing  he  has  proposed  or  suggested 
which  cannot  be  reiJised  by  a  Grand 
Committee  of  Scottish  Members  sitting 
in  this  House.  My  hon.  Friend  was 
President  of  a  Scotch  Home  Rule 
Association,  which  has  sent  mem- 
bers all  over  Scotland  to  say  that 
Scotch  Home  Rule  ought  to  take 
precedence  of  or  go  pari  passu  with 
Irish  Home  Rule.  My  hon.  Friend  gives 
a  consirlerable  snub  to  his  own  Associa- 
tion when  he  speaks  of  the  way  in  which 
the  feeling  for  Scotch  Home  Rule  is 
growing,  "notwithstanding  the  in- 
judicious action  of  some  of  his  friends." 
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I  Bnppoae  he  rofera  to  blie  waadering 
Home  Rulers,  who  have  been  devoting 
so  much  of  their  atteatioo  to  certain 
uontituenciee,  I  can  sympathise  with 
tbe  whole  of  my  hon.  PViend's  speech 
which  relates  to  the  neglect  of  Scottish 
bosiness  in  tbe  Houee.  That  deplorable 
neglect  muat  be  amended.  I  thoroughly 
i^reo  with  him  that  none  of  our  affaii 
reroive  that  attention  which  they  should 
receive.  It  ia  deplorable  to  see  empty 
benches  on  both  sides  of  the  House  wlien- 
ever  Scottish  questions  are  being 
digcuBsed.  We  know  tbe  light  in  which 
English  Members  reganl  Scottish 
questions.  Only  last  night,  in  tbe  Lobby, 
an  Eng'lish  Member  naid, — "  Ah, 
morrow  ia  Ash  Wedneaday,  a  very 
suitable  day  for  a  Seottish  discussii 
Hon.  Members  seem  to  be  afraid  of 
Scottish  buainess.  When  there  ii 
Scottish  debate  going  on,  you  may 
hear  English  Members  whispering 
among  themselves  "'Hypothec,"  "Mor- 
tification," and  Buch  like  words  which, 
they  say,  it  is  impossible  to  understand. 
Tbe  Lord  Advocate  has  given  an  ex- 
planation of  the  emptincas  of  the  liencbea 
during  the  Scottish  debates.  I^ 
speech  which  I  think  both 
generous  and  impoiitio  for  a  Minister 
responsible  for  Scottish  business  to  have 
made,  the  Lord  Advocate  thought  it 
right  to  say  that  English  Members  are 
driven  from  the  House  by  the  length  of 
the  speeches  of  Scotch  Members  and  the 
horrible  way  in  which  they  bore  the 
House,  [The  Lord  Advocite  :  No.]  I 
will  read  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman : — ■ 

"  The  oomplnint  is  that  tho  English  SIpmbeTs 
go  into  the  smoking-rooni.  Now,  tho  first 
queition  I  ask  il,  Why  nre  they  not  in  the 
House  ot  CommoDBp  And  ihe  uuwer— t  am 
afraid  tbe  truthful  aoBwer  must  be— that  they 
have  been  drivee  out  of  the  lIouBeof  Cammous. 
Well,  then  comi^a  a  much  caDtodelicnte question 
—  Whoilrovalhem  out  ol  tbe  House?  Now, 
as  WQ  are  all  friends,  and  >  long  way  from 
England,  and,  bs  for  as  I  ran  see,  no  English- 
mon  are  present,  I  will  now  tell  you  the 
truth.  'DiDy  have  been  dtiven  out  of  the 
House  of  Cocamona,  aed  have  dropped  into  the 
smokiDg-rooni,  boosuae  there  is  a  limit  beyond 
which  tlesh  and  blood  cannot  endure  long 
■peeches.  And  if  you  meant  realty  to  prose- 
cute the  subject  to  a  paiofut  identification  of 
the  orators,  you  wUl  know  the  names  of  the 
men  who  make  the  complaint.  Look  at  the 
debate  which  immediately  priicedos  the  Division 
un  which  the  smoking-rooni  brigade  have  pre- 
vailed, and  you  will  find  that  for  hours  it  has 
been  carried  on  by  tbe  very  men  who  make 
these  clHin'.roiiii  r ;iliTtits,'' 

Mr.  Marjvribanke 


I  ibsk  any  impartial  man  in  this  House 
to  say  in  what  spirit  the  Scotuh  Uehates 
were  carried  on  last  Session.  In  my 
opinion  they  were  carried  on  in  the  mo^ 
moderate  and  efficient  manner.  It  WM 
an  ungenerous  action  on  tiie  part  of  the 
Lord  Advocate  to  bring  suoh  a  chai^ 
against  the  Scotch  Members.  Having 
mfule  such  a  charge,  I  can  asaore  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  be  will  not 
find  Scotch  bnainess  go  tiirongh  the 
House  the  more  easily.  I  do  not  know 
whether  English  Members  can  or  cannot 
understand  Scotch  business,  but  ihe 
fact  remains  that  they  are  not  in  tbe 
House  when  Scotch  qnestions  h« 
discussed,  sjid  that  they  only  come  in 
when  a  Division  is  called  to  vote  down 
the  opinions  of  Scotoh  Members.  Over 
and  over  again  that  was  done  in  the 
Scotch  Local  Government  Bill.  My  hon- 
Friend  goes  too  far  in  his  Amendment, 
and  the  proposal  of  a  separate  Legis- 
latnre  is  both  unkindly  and  premature, 
I  would  remind  him  of  the  Scotoh  pro- 
verb— "  ane  at  a  time's  gnid  fisbin  !  " 
We  have  already  got  on  this  matter 
of  Home  Kale  one  big  fish  exceed- 
ingly firmly  hooked.  It  has  given  ns 
a  [rood  run,  but  is  sulkinf?  in  a  deep 
hole.  I  am  afraid  it  will  be  some  time 
before  wo  get  into  a  position  to  drive  it 
on ;  though  I  have  no  doubt  we 
shall  start  it  and  have  another 
good  run  to  get  it  out  of  tbe 
water.  But  to  burden  ourselves  with 
another  big  fish  in  the  shape  of  Homo 
Rule  for  Scotland  would,  I  think,  be 
exceedingly  foolish.  It  is  a  pretty  large 
order  to  undertake  the  re-modelling  of  the 
Constitution  of  Ireland,  and  it  ia  r«ry 
undesirable  that  we  should  throw  the 
whole  Constitution  of  our  country  into 
the  melting-pot.  And  that  is  what  we 
should  do  if  we  took  up  the  whole 
question  of  Home  Rule  for  Scotland.  It 
seems  to  me  that  directly  we  start  the 
question  of  a  sepOirate  Legislature  for 
Scotland,  we  instantly  start  the  whole 
subject  of  re-modelling  the  Cwistitntion 

the  Federal  system.  That  is  a 
project  for  which  there  is  much  to  be 
said,  but  I  do  not  think  we  are  ripe  to 
enter  upon  it  just  now.  My  hon.  Friend 
has  said  that  the  system  we  apply  to 
Irekind  should  also  be  applied  to  Scotland. 
To  that  proposition  I  entirely  demur. 
The  differenoea  between  tho  two  countries 

great.  First,  there  is  the  physical 
diffefouoe,      which     is    a     vety     greftt 
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difference.      England  and  Scotlandrare 
bound    together    in    a    manner    which 
is  practically  indissolnble.    The  boundary 
that  divides  them  is  a  very  narrow  one. 
The  boundary  line  of  the  Tweed  between 
England  and  Scotland  is  a  mere  nominal 
line,  and  the  connection  between  the  two 
countries  is  daily  and  even  hourly  be- 
coming closer  and  more  intimate.     People 
cross  the  border  from  side  to  side  every 
day  and  every  hour.      1  frequently  have 
oceasion  to  cross  from  one  country  to  the 
other  several  times  in  the  course  of  a 
day.      For  my  own  part  I  feel  the  close- 
ness of  this  connection  very  strongly,  as 
I   live   within   a  short  distance  cA  the 
border,   and  sometimes  I    am    in   both 
countries  three  or  four  times  in  the  course 
of  a  single  day.     The  connection,  there- 
fore, between  England  and  Scotland  is 
much     closer    than    that   which    exists 
between  England  and   Ireland.      Then 
again  there  is  a  great  difference  as  between 
the  political  associations  of  the  two  coun- 
tries   so  far  as  England  is  concerned. 
When  the   right  hon.   Gentleman    the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  produced  his 
Home  Rule  Bill  in  1886,  his  proposition 
was  that  the  Irish  Members  should  no 
longer  have  seats  in  this  House,  and  what 
struck  mo   as  the   most    extraordinary 
feature  in  connection  with  that  proposal 
was  that  the  Irish  Members  agreed  to 
it,  and  were  perfectly  ready  to  cease  to 
sit  in  this  House,  and  to  be  content  with 
taking  only  that  part  in  Imperial  afbirs 
of  the  kingdom  which  would  result  from 
the  payment  of  an  annual  tribute.     I  am 
sure  80  &r  as  the  Scottish  Members  are 
concerned,  we  are  proud  of  the  part  we 
are  called  upon  to  take  in  the  affairs  of 
England  and  of  the  manner  in  which 
many  of  our  Representatives  have  taken 
part  in  the  government  of  the  country 
in  past  times  as  well  as   the  present. 
I  may  also  say  that  whether  we  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  or  not, 
we  are  at  any  rate   proud  of  the  fact 
that  at  this  moment  one  of  the   Chief 
Ministers  who  sit  upon    the    Treasury 
Bench — I  allude  to  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland — is  a  Scotchman.     Another 
great  difference  between  Scotland  and 
Ireland  in  its  relations  to  England,  is  the 
historical  difference.      The  treatment  of 
Scotland  and  Ireland  by  this  country  has 
been  utterly  different.      We  have  never 
been  subjected  to  a  series  of  Viceroys 
sent  over  to  us  from  a  foreign  country, 
and    bek>i^;ing    to  a    different  nation. 


Scotland  has  not  been  governed  by  Boards 
consisting  for  the  most  part  of  foreign 
oflScials.  We  have  never  had  forced  upon 
us  a  foreign  Church  and  foreign  laws. 
For  all  these  reasons  I  can  only  say  it  is 
impossible  for  me  to  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend,  and  that  I  shall 
feel  myself  bound  to  go  into  the  Lobby 
against  his  proposal. 

•(3.43.)  MR.D.CRAWFORD(Lanark, 
N.E.)  :  As  I  feel  considerable  difficulty  in 
voting  for  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  I  will  endeavour  to  explain  iiie 
grounds  on  which  I  am  prevented  from 
giving  him  my  support  or  from  meeting 
his  proposal  with  a  direct  negative.  I 
think  it  right  to  say  in  the  first  place,  as 
my  right  hon.  Friend  below  me  has  said, 
that  I  entirely  agree  with  those  parts  of 
the  Amendment  which  consist  of  mere 
statements  of  fact,  and  it  is  only  when  I 
come  to  the  operative  part  of  the  Amend- 
ment that  I  find  it  necessary  to  differ 
from  it.  He  says  in  that  Amendment 
that— 

"  The  present  mode  of  legislating  for  the 
domestic  affairs  of  Scotland  is  unsatisfac- 
tory." 

He  also  says — 

*'  That  measures  affecting  the  welfare  of  the 
Scottish  people  are  not  considered  in  conse- 
quence of  the  pressure  of  husiness  of  the  other 
portions  of  the  United  Kingdom.*' 

He  also  asserts — 


'*  That  when  Bills  relating  to  Scotland  alone 
are  being  dealt  with  the  decision  of  the  House 
is  often  contrary  to  the  wishes  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  Scottish  Bepresentatives." 

Now,  these  are  very  grave  statements* 
and  in  my  opinion  they  are  strictly  true. 
Not  only  are  they  grave  statements,  but 
they  point  to  the  necessity  of  some 
change  of  arrangement,  and  also  indicate 
that  that  change  should  be  in  the  direc- 
tion of  some  devolution  of  the  business 
with  which  this  House  is  at  present  over- 
burdened. It  may  be  asked  if  this  be 
the  case  why  do  1  object  to  the  conclu- 
sion to  which  my  hon  Friend  has  come, 
when  he  says — 

"Ihat  it  is  desirable  while  retaining  thn 
supremacy  of  the  Imperial  Parliament  to  devolve 
upon  a  Legislature  in  Scotland  the  consideration 
of  the  domestic  affiedrB  of  that  country." 

I  will  state  to  the  House  the  reason  why 
I  do  not  wish  to  subscribe  to  that  doctrine, 
and  it  is  this, — this  Amendment  would 
commit  the  Liberal  Party,  and  would 
also  commit  the  House  of  Commons,  to 
dealing     with     the      question     usually 
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described  as  Home  Rule  for  Scotland  in 
a  particnl&r  manner,  and  this,  too, 
while  the  qnestion  of  self-government  for 
Ireland  yet  remains  ansettled.  Now,  Sir, 
I  not  only  feel  th&K  it  would  be  the 
height  of  imprudence  for  the  Liberal 
Party  to  commit  themselveB  U>  dealing 
with  this  question  in  a  particnlar  manner 
while  the  otherlai^e  queetion  remains  un- 
settled, or,  as  my  right  hon.  Friend  lias 
pot  it,  to  load  our  lino  with  another  big 
fish  when  we  have  not  yet  landed  the 
fiah  wo  have  got  upon  the  hook ;  but  I 
am  also  persuaded  that  it  is  the  wish 
and  the  decision  of  the  people  of  Scotland 
that  the  Liberal  Party  should  stand 
unoom.mitted  upon  this  question.  Wc 
ture  now  engaged  in  a  streiiuons  battle 
for  the  settlement  of  the  Irish  difficulty. 
Victory  appaars  much  nearer  tbau  it 
ever  did  before,  and  I  believe  it  is 
the  wish  and  the  determination  of  the 
Scottish  people  that  other  ques- 
tions nhould  be  kept  in  the  background 
until  the  great  Irish  qnestion  has  been 
settled.  It  will  be  impossible,  if  we 
accept  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  that  the  situation  should  remain 
unaltered.  If  the  Amendment  were 
agreed  to  the  Scottish  question  would  at 
once  be  brought  into  line  with  the  IrisJi 
question,  and  we  should  go  to  the  country 
at  the  nest  General  Election,  pledged  to 
support  the  proposal  for  a  8eparttt«  Lt^gia- 
litturc  for  Soottand  as  well  ns  for  Ireland, 
On  every  electiou  platform  wo  should 
have  to  stand  or  fall  not  by  one  Bill  bat 
by  tfro.  In  the  one  case  the  qnestii 
has  already  been  thoroughly  sifted  and 
discussed,  while  in  the  other  the  questioi 
stands  in  an  exactly  opposite  position 
The  arguments  on  the  one  side  and  thi 
other  of  the  Scottish  question  have  not 
been  examined — they  have  not  been 
much  as  stated  in  the  discussions  whii 
have  taken  place — and  therefore  I  say 
would  be  the  height  of  imprudence  for 
to  oomm.it  ourselves  to  the  approval  of  the 
proposal  contained  in  this  Amendment 
until  we  have  first  settled  the  other  ques- 
tion. Now,  it  may  be  asked,  what  arc 
particular  objections  which  I  take  to  the 
use  of  the  word  "Legislature."  It  maytum 
out  that  the  difficulties  which  I  see — and 
here  I  ezpress  nu  opinion  iia  to  whethi 
theyare  difficulties  that  can  be  overcome- 
will  when  the  proper  time  arrives 
vanish.  They  may  prove  to  be  unsub- 
stantial, it  may  turn  out  that  they  may 
\it  aasocipt-'d  wit'i  such  conditdona 
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evils  by  which  we  may  now  think 
they  are  accompanied  will  disappear. 
But.  in  the  meantime,  they  have 
never  been  stated-  In  the  first  place, 
the  principle  of  the  Amendment 
is  accepted  you  must  create  an  entirely 
body.  Now,  we  have  just 
created  in  Scotland  a  new  elective 
body,  namely,  the  County  Council*,  and 
yi&  liave  therel^  got  at  least,  in  skeleton 
form,  a  complete  system  of  local 
government  from  which  in  the  near 
future  we  have  reason  to  expect  that 
something  may  be  done.  I  do  not  say 
all  that  is  required  to  relieve  this 
House  of  the  pressure  of  business.  Is 
it  not  probable  that  the  creation  at 
this  moment  of  a  n"W  elective  body 
would  appear  to  many  minds  to  lie  am 
evil  in  itself !  My  next  point  is  that  if 
you  have  a  local  Legislature  for  Scotland 
I  presume  that  would  imply  the  creation 
of  a  local  Legislature  for  England,  because 
the  English  can  hardly  be  expected  to 
submit  to  have  their  affairs  conducted 
by  Scottish  and  Irish  MemberB  when 
they  have  each  a  separate  Legislature  of 
their  own.  And  you  will  have  to 
persuade  English  Members  to  enter  into 
that  entirely  new  arrangement,  which 
they  have  not  thought  of  up  to  this  time. 
In  tht'  third  place,  the  House  will  perhaps 
allow  me  to  mention  another  point  of 
serious  difficulty.  I  mean  the  effect 
which  the  depletion  of  its  important 
functions  wonid  naturally  have  upon  the 
Imperial  Parliament  in  general,  and 
especially  on  the  House  of  Commons- 
This,  I  think,  is  a  point  well  worthy  of 
consideration,  and  the  House  will  pro- 
bably be  disposed  to  admit  that  if  the 
process  were  carried  far  enough,  if  a  lai^ 
portion  of  the  important  business  of  the 
country  were  withdrawn  fromitflconaidere- 
tion  and  put  into  the  hands  of  other 
bodies,  one  of  them  a  body  of  such 
enormous  importance  as  an  English 
local  Parliament  would  lie,  might 
it  not  be  that  the  centre  of 
political  gravi^  would  be  removed 
from  the  Imperial  Parliament  and  the 
efficiency  and  dignity  of  this  House 
would  thereby  be  greatly  impoired ; 
so  that,  call  it  by  what  line  name  yon 
like,  it  would  not  be  the  Parliament  of 
the  country  in  the  same  sense  as  hereto- 
fore. These,  I  urge,  are  serious  con- 
sider, itioiis,  although  I  pronounce  no  final 
opinion  upon  them.  1  must,  however, 
say   that   if   we,  in  the  way   suggested 
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by  this  Amendment,  tack  fl  Suotuh  Home 
Bale  Bill  on  to  an  Irish  Home  Rule 
Bill  we  may  have  great  reason 
regret  it,  and  the  Liberal  electors  of 
the  country  will  have  good  reason 
resent  it.  In  the  one  caa.'  we  go  before 
the  constituencies  with  a  proposal  they 
have  had  four  years  to  consider  and 
understand,  while  in  the  other  we  go  to 
them  with  an  undigested  and  unexamined 
proposition,  and  say,  "  You  must  Bwallow 
both."  I  fully  recc^uise  the  genuine 
seal  and  conscientious  motives  that  have 
BCtnated  my  hon.  Friend  iu  moving  this 
Amendment,  whether  the  time  he  has 
chosen  for  it  is  opportune  it  is  not  for 
me  to  eay  ;  but,  at  any  rate,  it  forces  me 
to  speak  confideutially  before  our  political 
opponents,  and  to  say  that  if  we 
have  to  face  a  General  Election  with  such 
a  programme  we  can  hardly  foresee  the 
difficulties  we  may  have  to  encounter. 
We  may  lose  not  a  few  votes  in  England 
— perhaps  hundreds  of  thousands — -in- 
ftsmnch  as  the  English  people  have 
never  entertained  or  considered  this 
proposal.  Is  it  certain  that  we  should 
not  lose  votes  in  Scotland  }  Is  it  certain 
that  we  have  not  begun  to  lose  vot«9 
there  owing  to  undigested  and  nncon- 
aidered  proposals  for  Home  Rule  having 
been  put  forward!  In  my  own  Amend- 
ment I  have  gone  the  length  of  indicating, 
as  one  alternative,  a  means  by  which 
the  neglect  of  Scotch  business  and  the 
pressure  of  that  business  on  this  House 
may  be  remedied.     I  propose  that — 

"  It  it  deairalile.  whil^  retainiDg  the  HUprem- 
Bcyof  the  Impeiiiil  Parliaiiient,  todovolvoupon 
th«  AIomberB  oi  Vnrliitment  tor  Sculliuid.  the 
oooiideralion  of  the  dumeHtic  afialrs  of  tho 
vouQtry,  or  to  Hdupt  sumeijlher  me&ne  whsreby 
Scottish  afiiiirg  shuU  he  eotrugted  bi  the  control 
ot  the  reprvaeolatiTfB  of  'lie  Scottish  pttople." 

N'ow,  Sir,  the  latter  and  more  general 
alternative  would  amply  satisfy  my  own 
views  ou  this  subject ;  and,  indeed,  it 
would  meet  my  vii-ws  batter  than  the 
first.  The  reason  why  I  liave  ventured 
to  put  on  tht'  Paper  the  first  alternative 
relative  to  Scottish  Members  sitting  in 
Scotland  is  that  I  wish  to  bring  pro- 
minently forward  the  suggestion  that, 
whether  tliat  particular  plan  be  a  good 
one  or  not,  it  is  not  impossible  to  get 
ScoLtisli  aSaira  transacted  by  the  repre- 
sentatives of  Scotland  iu  a  manner  which 
would  bj  entirely  free  from  what  I  nwy 
cxilltho  constitutional  objections  to  which 
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the  proposal  to  create  a  brand  new  Legis- 
lature is  open.  In  that  Case  there  would 
be  no  new  body,  and  consequently  no 
necessity  for  a  separate  election,  and  no 
contingent  necessity  for  the  creation  of  an 
English  Parliament.  There  would  also 
be  no  withdrawal  of  the  business  of  the 
country  from  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
consequently  no  constitutional  objections 
would  arise.  I  am  far  from  thinking 
that  that  is  the  only  way  iu  which 
the  thing  could  be  done,  and  the 
real  gist  of  my  Amendment  lies  in  the 
latter  alternative,  which  says  that  some 
means  ought  to  be  adopt^l  by  which 
Scottish  affairs  should  be  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Representatives  of  the  Scottish 
people.  Now,  Sir,  I  think  that  the 
Mover  of  tills  Amendment  and  some  of 
those  who  think  with  him  are  under  a 
mistaken  impression  as  to  what  is  the 
real  miud  of  the  Scottish  people  on  this 
question.  I  myself  am  convinced  that 
the  people  of  Scotland  are  sincerely  in 
earnest  in  determining  to  keep  back  this 
question  until  the  Irish  question  has 
been  settled,  and  I  find  some  proof  of 
this  in  a  recent  meeting  of  the  Scottish 
Liberal  Association,  held  in  OWgow. 
Evei-yone  who  knows  that  body  will 
Hcknowledge  that  it  holds  advanced 
Liberal  opinions,  and  that  it  is  a  repre- 
sentative body  drawn  from  the  whole  of 
Scotland.  At  that  meeting  a  resolution 
was  proposed  which  I  think,  is  substan- 
tially identical  with  the  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  Friend.     That  resolution  was — 

"Tbftt  this  Counoil  hereby  resolvea  that  it  is 
desirnble  thai  arraDf^meata  be  made  for  giving 
Ui  the  people  uf  Si»itland,  by  Cbeir  represunta- 
lives  in  Ui  iintioaiit  Lagialatnte,  tbe  maaage- 
raent  and  control  of  JScOttish  affaJra." 

A  clergyman,  the  Rev.  David  Mitchell 
well-known  and  very  advanced 
and  earnest  Liberal,  moved  as  an  Amend- 
ment that  the  meeting  pass  from  this 
Riesolution,  and  he  said,  among  other 
things,  that  he  thought  the  time  hod 
oome  when  tliey  must  say  one  or  two 
plain  words  to  the  people  who  were 
agitating  iu  this  matter,  and  then  they 
would  find  out  where  they  were.  Sir, 
I  eutii-ely  endorse  the  opinion  of  that 
rev.  gentleman.  I  think  the  time  has 
come  when  we  should  say  a  few  plain 
weeds  to  the  people  who  are  moving  in 
this  agitiition.  Tlit'  words  I  am  saying, 
and  which  were  said  by  the  rev.  gentle- 
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man  to  whom  I  have  referred,  are  fchat 
this  premature  formulating  of  the 
demand  for  Scottish  Home  Hule  in  a 
particular  manner,  namely,  by  the 
Legislature,  is  a  thing  calculated  to  do  the 
utmost  damage  to  the  cause  of  Irish 
Home  Rule,  and  is,  moreover,  contrary 
to  the  opinion  of  the  people  of  Scotland 
themselves.  That  opinion  was  endorsed 
by  the  people  at  the  meeting  to  which 
I  have  alluded,  and  the  Amendment  of 
Mr.  Mitchell  was  carried  by  an  over- 
whelming majority.  That  I  believe 
to  be  a  true  expression  of  the 
opinion  of  Scotland  on  this  subject. 
I  have  said  nothing,  and  I  do  not 
intend  to  say  anything,  tempting  at 
the  subject  is,  as  to  the  reality  of 
the  grievances  under  which  we  sufEer. 
I  have,  on  more  than  one  occa- 
sion, asked  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  to  address  it  on  this  subject. 
1  have  recently  read  a  very  interesting 
pamphlet  by  the  Marquess  of  Bute,  to 
which  I  would  refer  anyone  interested 
in  that  subject,  and  he  states  in  a  very 
true,  and  at  the  same  time  very  sym- 
pathetic, way  the  case  of  Scotland,  and 
the  grievances  under  which  we  labour. 
It  is  not  from  want  of  sympathy  with  those 
grievances  that  I  do  not  find  myself  able 
to  support  the  Amendment  in  the  form  in 
which  my  hon.  Friend  has  proposed  it. 
I  think  the  country  will  loofc  at  our 
proceedings  to  see  in  what  way  this 
matter  is  dealt  with  by  the  House 
and  the  leaders  of  the  Liberal  Party. 
I  trust  that  my  hon.  Friend  will 
not  think  it  necessary  to  persist  in  this 
damand  for  the  specific  form  of  a 
Legislature  for  Scotland,  and  1  hope 
the  House  will  not  agree  to  it.  I 
am  sure  that  the  good  sense  of  our 
constituents  and  of  the  people  of  Scotland 
will  sustain  us  in  the  decision  that  this 
is  an  inopportune  and  untimely  demand, 
and  that  though  Scotland  has  real  griev- 
ances, the  time  for  devising  a  specific 
remedy  for  them  has  not  yet  arrived. 

Me.  J.  C.  BOLTON  (Stirling)  formally 
seconded  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment— 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  upon,"  to 
the  end  of  the  proposed  Amendment,  in  order 
to  add  the  words  **  the  Members  of  Parliament 
for  Scotland,  sitting  in  Scotland,  the  considera- 
tion of  the  domestic  affairs  of  that  country,  or 
to  adopt  some  other  means  whereby  Scottish 
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affaiis  shall  be  entrusted  to  the  control  of  tha 
representatives  of  the  ScotUsh  peopie."«(Jfr. 
Donald  Crawford!) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  Ofut 
stand  part  of  the  proposed  Amendment/' 

•(4.7.)    Mb.    MUNRO    FERGUSON 

(Leith,  <ix3.) :  I  think  that  the  course  of  this 
debate  will  already  have  shown  that  if 
the  controversy  on  the  subject  of  the 
Motion  has  advanced  since  last  year  the 
situation  essentially  remains  unchanged. 
In  the  intc;rval  that  has  elapsed  since 
last  Session  Scottish  Representatives  have 
had  an  opportunity  of  meeting  their 
constituents,  and  Associations  have  been 
able,  if  they  wished  to  do  so,  to  give 
their  judgment.  The  result  of  all  this 
has  been  to  justify  the  attitude  which 
the  great  majority  of  Scottish  Bepre- 
sentativoB  assumed  last  Session.  The 
attitude  of  the  Scottish  Members  was, 
that,  although  there  was  profound  dis- 
content in  Scotland  as  to  the  management 
of  Scottish  afEairs,  and  they  felt,  at  the 
same  time,  that  this  sentiment  should  be 
impressed  on  the  House.  There  was  a 
firm  determination  in  Scotland  that  her 
claims  should  not  embarrass  the  policy  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  LiDthian  towards  Ireland.  This  was 
expressed,  perhaps,  all  the  more  readily 
because  Scotland  has  not  yet  formulated 
a  definite  policy  such  as  that  upon  which 
we  are  called  upon  to  give  our  votes  to- 
day. Now,  Sir,  what  does  this  Amend- 
ment mean  ?  It  means,  as  has  already 
been  pointed  out,  that  Scotch  Home  Rule 
is  to  be  placed  on  a  par  with  Irish  Home 
Rule,  and  that  is  a  position  which  is  not 
maintained  in  Scotland.  It  would  de- 
mand a  fresh  departure  in  a  form  not 
yet  definitely  adopted.  And  certainly, 
not  yet  sufl&ciently  appreciated  by  public 
opinion  in  England.  I  speak  as  a  be- 
liever in  something  in  the  nature  of  a 
State  Legislature  in  Scotland,  and  the  be- 
lief rests  no  less  on  Imperial  than  on  local 
consideration.  In  such  legislation  we  have 
to  guard  against  loss  of  vitality  to  theCen- 
tral  Authority  of  the  Empire,  and  we 
have  to  secure  also  that  the  status  of 
Scotland  is  not  impaired  by  it.  We  need 
not  lose  one  iota  of  the  power  and  the 
dignity  which  we  possess  in  the  Imperial 
Councils.  We  need  not,  but  we  might 
do  so  if  the  pace  is  forced  with  regard 
to  this  question.     Therefore,   many  of 
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aa  who  desire  looat  independence  in 
Scotland  are  prepRred  to  consnlt,  tknd 
anxiona  to  consult,  the  attitude  of 
Baglaad  on  the  quMtion,  becanse,  with- 
B  maint«nanoe  of  Pnrliament  ns  the 
rooi  coutre  of  the  State,  the  importance 
of  an  English  local  nssembl;,  i-epresent- 
iag  aome  28,000.000  of  people,  would  so 
enormously  outbalance  all  the  others  that 
would  be  established  in  the  United 
Kingdom  aa  to  become  the  real  power. 
Whilst  ParliamentwoDldreaolveiteelf  into 
something  of  the  nature  of  tlie  German 
Reichsrath.  That  ia  the  real  difficulty 
to  be  faced  in  organising-  a  federal 
.system  for  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
without  doubt  it  is  to  Ihat  that  we  must 
tend  when  Home  Rule  is  given  to 
Ireland,  and  when  repreBenfcitinn  in 
an  Imperial  Parliament  is  provided  for. 
These  are  by  no  means  insuperable 
difficulties  if  we  can  secure  the  support 
of  the  largo  body  of  English  public 
opinion  ;  and  when  England  realises, 
aepecially  when  English  Tory  opinion 
MfiJiaes,  that  reforms  such  as  the  Bises- 
teblishment  of  the  English  Churchcan be 
carried  by  Scotch,  and  Irish,  and  Welsh 
votes,  in  face,  perhiips,  of  a  groat  English 
majority,  and  when  we  can  put  forward, 
the  other  hand,  a  general  scheme 
of  doTolution,  fulfilling  the  required 
ODoditions,  then,  I  believe,  we  shall 
find  England  along  with  us.  There 
»  other  warnings  which  we  shall  do 
well  to  bear  in  mind.  We  can  depend 
n.  the  support  of  the  representatives  of 
Ireland  at  the  proper  time,  but  I  very 
much  doubt  if  ihey  would  tliank  us  for 

Eressing  this  Amendment  now.  The 
British  public  was  not  so  quick  to  see 
the  urgent  necessity  of  the  case  of 
Ireland  as  to  make  us  anxious  to  take 
the  whoe  federal  qnestion  upon  ourbacks. 
Again,  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  are 
Bitting  on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench, 
who  will  have  to  deal  with  the  recasting 
of  the  Irish  Bill,  may  naturally  consider 
that  they  have  onougli  of  this  branch  of 
l^ialation  upon  their  hands  for  the 
time.  At  all  events,  upon  a  question  of 
such  supreme  Goustitutional  importance 
aa  Ihat  with  which  we  are  now  concerned, 
the  opinion  of  our  leaders  is  entitled  to 
great  weight.  Further,  we  have  a 
prospect  of  entertaining  some  proposals 
with  regard  to  Scottish  Private  Bill 
legislanon  during  the  coming  Session, 
&ad,  if    that  be    ressonably  carried  out, 
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ludnced  so   many 

refrain  from  supporting  this  Itesolution, 
believe  in  the  fnllest  develop- 
local  control  and  sdminisi 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
If  they  thiiik  they  can 
:s  here  and  at  the  same 
time  refuse  us  a  free  hand  else- 
where they  will  reap  the  consequences 
of  their  delusion.  They  should  remember 
that  if  many  of  us  are  content  to  abstain 
from  voting,  or  to  vote  against — as  I  shall 
do — the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Caithness,  it  is  on  the 
ground  of  time  and  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  proposal  is  made  rather  than 
froni  any  objection  we  have  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Amendmeiit,  or  to  the  belief 
that  things  are  well  as  they  are. 

(4.15.)  Thb  lord  advocate 
{Mr.  J.  P.  B.  RoBERTSOH,  Bntt-)  :  I  hope 
the  lion,  Members  who  promote  the 
cause  of  Scottish  Home  Rule  are  satisfied 
with  the  tenour  of  the  discussion  which 
has  taken  place,  because,  as  far  as  I  can 
judge  from  the  speeches  delivered,  and 
especially  from  the  highly  significant 
speeches  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Berwickshire  (Mr,  Marjori- 
banks)  and  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  -  East  lanarkshire 
(Mr.  D.  Crawford),  certain  conclusions 
have  been  drawn  from  the  state  of  public 
opinion  in  Scotland  which  liave  consider- 
ably modified  the  rising  ardour  discover- 
able in  certain  parts  of  the  country  early 
last  year.  To  turn  for  one  moment  to 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Lanarkshire,!  notice  with  con- 
aiderable  surprisethatthoughheofferstwo 
alternatives  to  the  House,  he  favours 
very  distinctly  the  second  of  the  two 
alternatives  embraced  in  his  Amend- 
ment. Accordingly,  taking  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  at  his  own  choice, 
I  find  he  proposes  that  this  House  shall 
adopt,  as  an  Amendment  to  the  Address, 
a  Resolution,  the  purport  of  which  is 
clearly  that  it  is  desirable,  while  retain- 
ing the  supremacy  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  to  adopt  some  means  where- 
by Scottish  aSairs  shall  be  entrusted  to  a 
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Partiftinent  of  the  RopresentntiveB  of  tho 
Scottiali  people.  1  put  it  to  the  House 
whether,  upou  the  moat  ordinary  priii- 
ciplea  of  prudoncy,  not  to  say  statesman- 
ship, thai  is  tit  all  an  admiaaible  proposi- 
tion ?  It  begins  by  dealing  with  one  of 
the  most  vital  questions  relating  to  the 
Constitution  of  the  tiirce  kingdoms,  and 
then  it  proposes  to  afiirm  that  some 
jneaus,  which  nobody  has  yet  thought 
of,  ought  to  b©  devised  for  the  par- 
pose  of  giving  effect  to  the  Amend- 
ment. The  hon.  Gentleman  has  made 
this  eztromely  plain,  becanse,  as 
he  said  with  great  frankness,  he  has 
taken  his  political  opponents  into  his 
confidence,  and  he  has  really  for  abont 
20  minutes  been  thinking  aloud  over 
this  very  arduous  and  difficult  question. 
He  is  not  satisfied — he  is  very  much 
dissatisfied— with  the  proposal  of  the 
lion.  Member  for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark). 
He  also  greatly  donhta  the  expediency 
of  the  first  of  his  own  two  alternatives, 
and  he  then  proposes  that  the  House, 
rejecting  both  the  mure  or  less  specific 
remedies  which  have  been  stated,  shall 
resolve,  in  an  attitude  of  mere  mediation, 
if  not  despair,  that  something  or  other 
ought  to  be  done  which  nobody  here  is 
clever  enough  to  hit  upon.  It  appears 
to  roe  that  an  Amendment  of  that  kind 
is  not  admissible  to  the  deliberate  con- 
sideration of  Parliament  under  any 
circumstances  ;  and  probably  no  oironm- 
stances  are  less  favonrable  to  its  admissi- 
bility than  to  move  it  as  an  Amendment 
to  the  Address  in  reply  to  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne.  Bat,  looking  at  the 
question  from  a  more  general  point  of 
view,  I  cannot  but  congratulate  my  him. 
and  learned  Friend  upon  having  so  far 
advanced  in  his  study  of  the  general 
question  of  meddling  with  the  establish- 
ment of  separate  Parliamente.  He  has 
most  justly  observed,  and  it  seemed  to 
me  to  have  come  to  his  cognisance  for  the 
first  time,  that  whosoever  sets  op  a  sepa- 
rate Parliament  in  any  of  the  three 
kingdoms,  is  thereby  detracting  from  the 
position  of  this  Parliament,  andtluit  nooue 
has  a  right  to  offer  to  the  constituencies  a 
plan  for  setting  up  a  Pari  lament  iu  anyone 
of  the  three  kingdoms  who  hasnot  thought 
out  and  is  ready  to  present  to  the  constitu- 
encies tho  relative  power  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament  and  a  local  Parliament.  That 
appears  to  me  to  provide  food  for  thought 
about  other  countries  than  Scotland,  aad 
Mt.  ./.  P.  Ji.-Hobei-Umi 


I  canniit  help  looking  with  hope  and  ex- 
pectation to  the  extremely  candid  disposi- 
tion with  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  is  proccedii^  t6  rc-consider  the 
whole  of  this  subject.  But  what  ia  the 
subject  upon  which  we  are  invited  to  em- 
bark 1  It  proceeds  mainly  upon  certain 
statements  or  assumptions  as  to  the 
present  condition  of  Scottish  Parliament 
tary  business.  The  assumption- — because 
it  has  not  been  proved- — is  that  Scottish 
Parliaraentaiy  bnsineaa  is  in  a  very  bad 
state.  1  tliink  that,  after  the  ezperienoe 
of  last  Session,  he  is  a  bold  man  who 
would  assert  that  the  work  of  Scotland 
cannot  be  efficiently  accompliaUod  by  thia 
House.  Something  has  been  said  abont 
the  remarks  made  by  myself  upon  the 
proceedings  of  last  Session.  I  made 
remarks — and  I  observe  that  their 
repetition  t«-day  was  rect'ived  with 
applause — which  suggested  that,  per- 
haps, some  of  the  difficulties  in  regard 
to  Scotland  were  to  a  lai^  extent 
traceable  to  the  love  of  discnflaion 
which  is,  perhaps,  more  or  lees  charac- 
teristic of  the  national  character.  But 
I  pointed  out  that  we  muet^  if  we 
were  to  obtain  fair  consideration  fca 
Scottish  l^islation,  endeavour  to  enlist 
not  only  the  votes  but  the  sympathy  of 
onr  English  brethren.  I  ventured  to 
point  out,  that  I  was  afraid  ScotUfib 
business  was  less  popular  than  wns 
dcsinible,  and  that  if  we  could  indnco 
English  Members  to  favour  us  with 
their  presence  throughout  the  diacusaion 
of  Scottish  matters  onr  ohject  was 
likely  to  be  attained.  I  turn  to  ttie 
facts  of  the  cases  which  have  been 
brought  in  aid  of  the  arguments 
adduced  for  a  change.  What  are  the 
cases  which  are  put  forward  as  evi- 
dence of  tho  unsatisfactory  condition 
of  Scottish  Parliamentary  businesaf 
One  case  has  been  mentioned — that  of  the 
Burgh  Police  Bill.  It  issaid  that  we  ought 
to  upset  the  constitution  of  the  countiy 
because  we  have  not  got  the  Burgn 
Police  Bill  passed.  The  Burgh  Police 
Bill  is  a  very  meritorious  meaeure.  I 
am  b  >nnd  to  aay  that,  as  ray  name  ia  on 
the  back  of  it.  At  the  same  time,  the 
Burgh  Police  Bill,  I  think,  may  with 
advantftfte  stand  over,  rather  than  that 
wo  should  make  these  gigantic  plunges 
in  the  direction  of  the  unknown,  which 
even  the  couraje  of  the  hon.  Gentlemau 
the  Member  for  North-East  Lanarkshira 


709 


Maji^sty'a  Monf.  {Fhbrcabt  19,  1890}  Gracwiiit  Spef.eh. 

much  importODce  to  »U  these  points, 


(Mr,  D,  Crawford)  stands  back  from. 
The  BuT^h  Police  Bill  is  a.  most  unfortu- 
nate illnstrationinsuppirt  of  tho  Amend- 
iuent,  bticauae  it  stands  in  this  poeition, 
that  it  was  considered  hj  a  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons  which  was 
almost  exclusively  composed  of  Scottish 
Membors.  I  think  theri-  were  30  or  22 
Scottish  Members  upon  it.  The  attitude 
of  the  Government,  tis  announced  by  me 
the  other  day,  wits  this  ;  If  the  Scottish 
Members  are  ready  to  paas  it  thrnng'h 
the  House,  aa  adjusted  by  the  Select 
Comm.ittee,  we  will  rely  on  that  agiiir- 
ance,  and  cany  it  through.  But,  on  the 
other  hand,  we  are  not  prepared  to  take 
B  Bill  of  571  clanses,  and  s'st  it  down  in 
fair-way  of  the  navigiition  of  the 
Session,  and  invitti  hnn.  Gentlemen  to 
resort  to  it  when  occasion  requires  for 
retardation  of  bnsiiuss.  But  other 
have  been  sag^i  sted  as  furnish- 
ing a  text  for  hon.  Gentlemen.  I  can 
hwdly  suppose  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Caithness  is  seriims  in  regarding  the  cata- 
logue of  minor  meiiaures  he  refers  to  as 
otherwise  than  merely  evidencing  a  want 
of  appreciation  on  the  part  of  the 
majority  of  this  Hous^  to  some  projects 
which  are  very  dear  to  individual  Mem- 
bers on  the  other  side.  That  is  the  real 
gtate  of  the  argument,  so  far  as  it 
relates  to  specific  Scottish  mea- 
flnres.  Ia«t  Session  we  passed  lai^e 
measures  for  Scotland  —  measures 
inrolving  a  great  amount  of  con- 
sideration and  time,  and  I  say  that  the 
work  was  very  well  and  creditably  done. 
And  there  is  not  the  slightest  reason 
why,  if  a  hnsiness-like  spirit  were 
applied  to  the  other  measures  we  shall 
bring  forward  this  Session,  and  especially 
to  the  one  referred  to  by  my  hon.  Friend 
fMjr,  Mark  Stewart),  we  should  not  make 
equally  satisfactory  progress.  There  is 
another  head  or  category  of  complaint. 
We  are  told,  "  Yon  do  not  bring  forward 
»nd  cany  measures,  and  when  you  do, 
'the  decision  of  the  House  of  Commons  is 
,fldrerse  t«  Scottish  opinion,"  May  I 
invite  hon.  Gentlemen  to  consider  this  1 
This  is  a  subject  on  which  tt  is  poflstble 
to  make  lai^e  assertions,  and.  there- 
fore, I  speak  entirely  subject  to  the 
private  knowledge  and  opinion  of  any 
,other  Member.  I  think,  however,  that 
th3  public  opinion  of  Scotland- 
broad  and,  on  the  whole,  generous 
'opinion  of  Scotland — does  not  attach 
VOL.  CCCXLl.     [third  seuibs.], 


upon  which  the  majority  of  the  Scottish 
Members  voted  against  us,  as  hon.  Gentle- 
men do  themselves.  1  am  bound  to  say 
that  the  net  result  of  the  legislation  ra 
last  Session  is  excessively  popular  in 
the  constituenciea,  and  that  the  very 
natural,  and  probably  inevitable,  efforts 
which  they  have  made  to  attach  im- 
portance to  the  points  on  which  they 
controverted  tlie  Bill  are  really  not 
appreciated,  and  have  not  the  position  in 
the  perspective  of  the  constituenciea 
which  they  have  in  their  own.  I  turn 
to  another  subject  which  is  regarded  as 
the  motive  power  towards  this  change. 
Not  only  is  it  said  that  legislation  is 
unsatisfactory  for  Scotland,.— which  I 
deny — but  it  is  paid  that  Scottish 
opinion — meaning  thereby  the  opinion 
of  hon.  Grentlemen  opposite— is  overborne 
apon  various  questions,  and  that  this  is  an 
intolerable  evil.  I  ask  the  House  this — 
How  do  you  propose  to  alter  this  when 
you  are  given  a  combination  of  the  three 
kingdoms,  and  when  one  of  the  countries 
s^nds  a  majority  of  Opposition  Members 
to  carry  out  their  policy  1  Yon  cannot  do 
it.  If  you  appoint  a  Committee  which  is 
to  arrive  at  a  conclusion  adverse  to  the 
general  policy  of  the  Government,  that 
means  that  they  arrive  at  a  conclusion 
adverse  to  the  general  policy  of  the 
House  which  keeps  the  Government  in 
power.  Snrely  it  is  an  impossible 
political  result  to  contend  that  the  three 
countries,  remaining  united,  shall  stand 
ic  this  position;  that  the  policy  of  the 
Government  shall  be  baffled  and  stopped, 
and  yet  that  the  Government  shall 
remain  in  office,  and  seek  to  carry  out  a 
policy  of  which  it  disapproves  That  is 
an  entirely  impossible  political  predica- 
ment. Hon.  Gentlemen  who  have 
spoken  on  the  other  side  have  another 
set  of  grievances,  and  I  desire  to  invite 
attention  to  this,  because  it  to  a  large 
extent  construes  some  very  vague  words 
used  in  both  Amendments.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark)  is 
strongly  of  opinion  that  Scottish  otiicials 
do  not  get  fair  play — that  their  salaries 
are  too  small.  Far  be  it  from  ine  to  dis- 
courage the  idea ;  but  I  want  to  know 
from  the  hon.  Member  fur  Caithness,  or 
anyone  who  sympathises  with  his  views, 
how  is  your  Scottish  Legislature  to 
rectify  that  unless  it  has  got  a  purse  of 
it*  own  to  administer?  How  are  you 
2  K 
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going  to  have  more  liberal  treatment 
from  a  Scottish  Parliament  niJeas  yon 
give  it  carte  blanche  over  English 
rcsoarces — paying  the  officials  oat  of 
English  reaoutceB  without  the  Eng- 
lish Parliament  bnvii^  a  voice  to 
control  that  expenditure  t  The  other 
alternative  is  that  we,  the  unfor- 
tunate Scottish  officials,  are  to  depend 
upon  the  re  sources  of  our  native 
country  alone,  But  the  hou.  GontlemRU 
goes  further.  He  says,  not  only  are  the 
Scottish  officials  starved,  bnt  the  public 
buildings  are  scandalously  bad  in  point  of 
architecture  ;  and  he  tliinks  the  Scottish 
Parliament  would  redress  this  grievance. 
These  lesthetic  qualities  I  am  fain  to 
claim,  and  cannot  disclaim.  Cor  the 
Scottish  race  ;  but  if  the  lion.  Gentleman 
is  going  to  indulge  his  architectural 
fancies  by  the  embellishment  of  public 
buildings,  then  I  suppose  he  will  require 
money,  which  must  bo  raised  by  increased 
taxation  on  the  people  of  Scotland,  or 
else  it  must  come  out  erf  the  cofiera  of 
the  English  people,  who  arc  to  have  no 
voice  in  the  matter.  There  ia  another 
pmnt  which  bears  on  the  same  question. 
I  want  fo  ask  the  hon.  Member  for 
Caithness  (Dr.  Clark),  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  LauHrk  (Mr.  D. 
Crawford),  do  they  consider  that  a 
separate  Executive  should  be  set  up  in 
Scotland  ?  If  ao,  I  want  to  know  what 
ia  to  be  the  constitution  of  their  Parlia- 
ment, and  what  ia  to  be  the  anthority  of 
their  Parliament  ?  If  this  Parliament  is 
to  ait  in  Edinburgh  or  Glaagow,  or  some 
other  Scottish  ti)wn,  and  is  merely  to 
consider  the  Burgh  Police  Bill,  and  is 
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measures  favoured  by  the  hi 
men,  then  I  understond  it ;  but  if  they 
are  to  improve  the  public  buildings,  and 
raise  the  salaries  of  the  officials,  that  im- 
plies an  Executive,  What  is  your 
Executive  going  to  be  ?  It  is,  I  pre- 
sume, to  be  equipped  with  all  the 
functions  of  Government,  including  that 
of  spending  money.  How,  again,  would 
you  propose  that  this  Parliament  should 
be  a  democratically  elected  body — a  body 
which  shall  not  only  pass  laws,  but 
influence  policy — unleas  you  set  up  a 
separate  Executive  "i  And  that  I  call 
setting  up  a  completely  distinct 
Gotrernment.  Now,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Caithness  has  referred  to  sentimental 
views  which  he  does  not  entirely  sympa- 
Mr.  J.  P.  B.  RoberUon 


thise  with,  but  which  he  thinks  are  open- 
tive  in  this  question.  He  referred  to  an 
abuse  which  1  entirely  agree  is  an  abuse 
— the  abuse  of  language  in  using  the  word 
"  England  "  when  "  Great  Britain  "  is 
more  properly  applied.  Bnt  I  am  quite 
sure  that  solecisms  of  that  kind  are  to  he 
corrected  rather  by  supplying  proper 
literary  models  for  the  English  people, 
and  showing  them,  by  the  illustrious  ex- 
amples of  our  public  men,  that  we  claim 
a  very  large  share  in  the  dignity  of  oar 
country,  than  by  setting  up  a  Scottish 
Parliament.  1  welcome  the  contribution 
to  the  debate  which  was  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Berwick- 
shire (Mr.  Mftrjoribnnks),becau8e  of  certain 
Arm  words  which  he  used  in  the  course 
of  his  speech,  and  which  I  oommend  to 
the  attention  of  the  Liberal  Aasociationa 
which  meet  at  Glaagow  oranywhere  else. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  lipis  expressed, 
with  veiy  great  clearness  and  admirable 
franknesa,  the  strategic  reasons  which 
render  it  impossible  to  combine  in  the  Par- 
liamentary operations  of  his  friends  the 
landing  of  an  Irish  fish  and  the  landing 
of  a  Scottish  one.  There  ia  a  beautjfnl 
frankness  in  the  language  of  that 
speaker,  and  it  was  quite  participated 
in  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Lanarkshire  (Mr.  D.  Crawford). 
The  question  apparently  is — What  ia  to 
be  done  with  the  Liberal  Party  J  Is  the 
Liberal  Party  better  with  ilome  Hale  for 
Ireland  and  Home  Rule  for  Scotland,  or 
is  it  better  first  with  the  one  and  then 
with  the  other  1  Or  may  it  not  be  better 
to  abstain  from  frightening  away  sensible 
people  in  Scotland  at  the  next  General 
Election,  and  even,  if  need  be,  should  any- 
thing go  wrong,  swell  your  ranks  wtth 
those  who  would  not  answer  to  the  cry  of 
Scottish  Home  Rule?  Tlie  right  hon. 
Member  for  Berwickshire  (Mr.  Marjori- 
faauks)  hn£  nsed  firm  and  drastic 
language.  Be       says       we       ought 

not  to  "  pretend  '  that  we  are  ready  bo 
take  it  np.  I  hope  tiiat  word  of  warning 
will  sink  into  the  minds  of  the  hmi. 
Member  for  Caithness  and  his  allies,  and 
that  they  will  accordingly  observe  that  it 
they  i-eceive  support  from  above  the 
Gangway  it  ts  pronounced  by  one  of  the 
whips  above  the  Gangivay,  and  a  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  largely  attends  io 
Scottish  buBineBS,tol)e  a  mere  "pi-etence," 
and  that  the  more  manly  and  correct 
coarse   ia  to  say  so,  and  to  disci  aim  all 
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ly  with  the  hon.  Gentlemen.  I 
that  contribution  to  the  political 
of  Scotland  at  the  present 
Junotare,  because  I  think  it  isverymnoh 
needed.  I  think  there  has  been  a  dis- 
position in  Scotland  to  reproducu  the 
celebrated  ndvioe  of  the  right  hon. 
Gtentlemon  the  Member  for  Bridgeton 
(Sir  Geoi^  Trevelyan) — "  Let  every- 
thing go  in."  There  has  been  a  great 
dispoeition  to  coneider  nothing  too  bad  in 
the  political  market  to  ba  put  into  that 
anirersat  receptable  of  heresies,  the  pro- 
gramme of  the  Liberal  Party,  and  it  is 
mpidly  becomiug  swollen  bej-ond  all 
recognition,  by  what  ia  now  pronounced, 
by  its  chief  pastor  and  censor,  to  be 
mere  i-xcrescences,  and  d- 
absurd  ones,  1  have  said  that  tbi 
timely  words,  May  I  go  further,  and 
say  that  I  hope  they  will  be 
coQSpicuoualy  and  constantly  enforced 
npon  the  attention  of  the  people  of 
Scotland;  because, speaking  as  a  Scotch- 
man, and  not  for  the  moment  as  a 
politician,  I  do  venture  to  say  that  any- 
thing more  dismal  and  bleak  than  the 
pFoap?ct  of  life  in  Scotland  nudei 
Scottish  Parliament  I  cannot  conceive. 
We  liave  already  signs  of  the  rising  di 
credit  which  attaclies  to  the  idea,  lis 
very  author  and  proposer,  the  hon.  Mem 
bi-r  for  Caithness  (Dr.  Ulark),  says  he 
would  not  have  a  seat  in  it.  He  would 
not  give  up  his  seat  iu  the  House  of 
Commons  for  a  seat  in  the  Parliament 
of  Scotland. 

Db.  CLARK :  I  never  ntfered  such 
■words.  The  question  waa  whether  the 
Scottish  Members  would  accept  any 
scheme    of    Home    Bale    which   would 

Sravent  them  from  having  a  right  to  be 
ere  ;  and  I  cheered  the  sentiment  that 
ire  wontd  repudiate  and  refuse  a  scheme 
of  Home  Rale  that  would  prevent  ua 
Doming  into  the  Imperial  Parliament,  and 
taking  part  in  Imperial  affairs. 

Me.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERISON :  On  that 
explanation  I  have  to  say  two  things. 
Ja  the  first  place,  I  rejoice  in  the  fact 
that  there  is  no  prospect  of  tho  with- 
dnwal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  from  this 
House  ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  I  am 
qoite  content  handsomely  to  apologise  to 
ibi:  advocates  of  Home  Role,  and  say 
that,  at  all  events,  we  know  now  that  tho 
Scottish   Parliament  will  be  a  body  in 
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which  the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness 
will  have  a  place,  and  doubtless  a  distin- 
guished, if  not  overwhelming,  position. 
I  wafi  going  to  say  that,  upon  the  most 
sei'ione  view  of  this  question,  I  cannot 
conceive  a  daty  more  iucnmbent  npon 
Scottish  public  men  than  to  do  their  best 
to  put  a  stop  to  this  notion.  I  cannot 
imagine  that  there  is  any  trading  body 
in  Scotland  which  could  look  without 
horror,  it  ridicule  were  withdrawn  from 
the  question,  upon  the  institution  of  a 
Scottish  Parliament,  I  cannot  imagine 
that  those  who  are  interested  in  the 
great  institutions  of  the  country,  apart 
from  its  commerce — in  the  Universities, 
in  the  law,  in  evetything  else  that  lends 
dignity  to  the  public  life  of  a  country — 
would  enteri»in  other  than  a  universal 
feeling  that  this  would  be  a  step  back- 
wards, if  possible,  towards  the  darkness 
from  which  tlte  country  was  withdrawn 
by  the  Union ;  and  that  it  would  be  one 
of  the  most  recent  triumphs  of  a  section 
of  the  Liberal  Party,  and  one  of  the 
moat  overt  steps  towards  obscurantism 
ever  inflicted  npon  this  country.  I 
rejoice  to  think  that  a  sound  review  of 
the  party  and  strategic  situation  has  led 
Gentlemen  opposite,  who  are  well  able 
to  control  the  circumstances  of  the  cose, 
(ji  recede  from  showing  any  favour  to  it, 
I  rejoice  to  think,  therefore — and,  jier- 
hape,  we  shall  have  some  more  steps  in 
this  direction — that  it  will  be  seen  at 
the  next  General  Election,  uid  the  elec- 
tions which  mny  intervene  before  that 
event,  that  both  parties  stand  firm  in 
aasertiiig  that,  whether  the  exigencies  of 
the  Irish  Home  Rule  Question  may  point 
in  one  direction  or  may  point  in  another, 
Scottish  Homo  Rule  ie  not  to  come  ;  and 
that,  in  the  meantime,  any  on«  who  says 
it  is  coming  is  guilty  of  the  ''  pretence  " 
denounced  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Berwickshire. 

(4,40.)  Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE 
(Kdiiiburgh,  Mid  Lothian)  ;  I  desire  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  be- 
it  is  my  intention  to  give  a 
vr>te  which  will  be  in  consonance  with 
his,  but  upon  grounds  that  are  totally 
different  from  hie,  and  that,  in  fact 
include  the  strongest  objections,  partly 
to  his  arguments  and  partly  to  the 
language  he  used,  I  do  not  understand 
why  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  found  it 
necessary  to  pass  such  satirical  remarks 
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apOQ  Scotch  Members  fortbeirgarmli^. 
I  am  not  &  BufBciently  old  Scotch 
Member  to  feel  myself  touched  by  his 
obaervation,  nl  though  it  might  be 
perhaps  very  fairly  and  properly  applied 
to  me  ;  but  this  ia  a  question  of  absolate 
and  abstract,  not  relative,  garrulity.  1 
do  not  believe  that,  in  the  opinion  of  tliiB 
House,  Scotch  Members  have  at  any  time 
beeu  distinguished  for  spending  a  latter 
number  of  words  upon  a  ^ven  amount 
of  business  than  other  Members  of  the 
Hoase  of  Commons.  I  am  bound  to  say, 
taking  the  matter  as  one  of  fact,  that  in 
my  opinion,  after  long  experience,  I  have 
found  the  Members  from  Scotland  more 
sparing  in  the  length  of  their  speeches 
than  Members  fron  other  parts.  There 
is  another  statement  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  to  which  1  wish  to  refer. 
Towards  tlie  end  of  hia  sjieecli  he  said 
that  by  the  Act  of  Union  the  Scotch 
people  were  brought  from  darkness 
into  light.  I  never  heard  a  more 
extrav^ant  statement  proceed  from,  the 
lips  of  any  Gentleman  representing  the 
Government  in  this  House.  The  right 
hon-  Gentleman  prefers  the  conduct  of  the 
Scottish  Members  in  the  18th  century  to 
that  of  the  Scottish  Parliament  in  the 
17th  century.  But  what  are  the  facts  P 
The  action  of  the  Scottish  Parliament  in 
the  16th  and  17th  centuries  did  much 
for  liberty,  and  therefore  for  the 
advancement  of  Scotland  ;  but  what  was 
ever  done  by  the  Scottish  Members  in 
the  Imperial  Parliament  for  the  advance- 
ment of  Scotland  in  the  course  of  the 
18th  century  down  to  the  time  of  the 
Reform  Bill  t  One  thing  I  know  they 
did.  They  supported  the  Act  of  Patron- 
age under  Queen  Anne,  which  disturbed 
the  Church  of  Scotland — the  National 
Church — from  one  end.of  the  country  to 
the  other,  and  caused  a  long  controversy 
and  dissension  which  did  not  find  an 
issue  till  1843.  It  has  even  been  urged, 
in  the  interests  of  Scotland,  that  the 
passing  of  that  Act  was  a  distinct  breach 
of  the  Act  of  Union  with  Scotland. 
which  provided  that  it  should  bo  an 
Article  of  the  Treaty  between  the  two 
countries  that  no  change  should  be  made 
in  the  doctrine  or  discipline  of  the 
Church.  I  entirely  differ,  therefore, 
from  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  at  the  Act  of  Union 
Scotland  came  from  darkness  into  hght, 
and  that  the  period  from  the  paaeing  of 
i£r.  W.  E.  GladalOTM 


the  Act  of  Union  till  the  Reform  Bill 
was  a  very  enlightened  or  a  very  cre- 
ditable jioriod  in  the  history  of  Scot- 
tish Parliamentary  representation.  Ite 
condition  was  wretched,  its  fran- 
chise was  a  mockery,  its  results  were 
nnsatisfactoiy  in  the  highest  degree, 
and  stand  in  disadvantageous  and 
not  in  advantageous  contrast  with  the 
proceedings  of  many  Parliaments  of  the 
16th  and  17th  centuries.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposes  the 
Motion  on  the  ground  that  there  is  no 
eiiating  grievance — I  will  except  the 
question  of  the  prirate  business  of  Scot- 
land, with  regard  to  which  grievance 
is  admitted,  but  beyond  those  narrow 
limits  he  holds  that  there  is  no  existing 
grievance.  Now  I,  on  thecontrary,  hold 
that  there  is  an  existing  grievance. 
Private  business  itfieif  ia  a  serious  griev- 
ance, and  a  serious  change  is  now  to  be 
proposed  on  account  of  that  grievance. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  think 
that  that  change  will  be  very  easily 
disposed  of  bj  the  appointment  at  the 
will  of  the  Executive  Government  of  a 
certain  number  of  official  persons  in 
Scotland  to  discharge  functions  that  have 
heretofore  been  discharged  in  a  free 
Representative  Assembly.  But  he  may 
find  that  difficulties  will  start  up  in  his 
way  even  in  dealing  with  n  portion  of 
the  country,  because  it  may  be  found 
that  Scotland  will  expect,  and  even  that 
Scotland  will  require,  that  there  shall  be 
a  representative  element  in  that  body^ 
whatever  it  is,  which  is  hereafter  to  dis- 
pose of  the  private  business  of  Scotland. 
But  I  go  on  io  the  further  all^ations  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  which, 
facing  the  matter,  I  am  bound  to  admit, 
with  perfect  candour  and  great  con- 
sistency and  boldnfSH,  he  treated  in 
some  part  at  least  the  cases  brought 
forwani  to  show  that  Scotland  has  a 
serions  grievance.  He  referred  to  the 
case  of  the  Burgh  Police  Bill,  and  he 
covered  this  case  aa  well  as  the  whole  of 
this  part  of  the  question  by  referring  to 
the  undoubtedly  great  services  done  to 
Scotland,  and  the  great  labour  expended 
by  this  House  on  behalf  of  Scotland,  in 
the  last  Session.  It  is  very  true  that 
last  Session  waa  a  remarkable  Session  in 
the  history  of  Scottish  legislation  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  point  to  any  other  Session 
Uke  itP     What  has   been    the  caoe  of 
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Scotland  for  five,  10,  20.  or  3U  yeai^s 
before  it  ?  It  was  an  eiceptionftl  SesBioii 
altogether  I  It  waa  known  that  it  mnBt 
-be  an  eiceptional  Session,  and  if  Her 
MajeEtj'a  Government  had  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne  annonnced  anything 
Bimilar  oa  the  part  of  Scotland  this  year 
■we  would  have  had  England  jnatly  up  in 
arms  against  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man grappled  with  the  case  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  Leng)  has 
mentioned  in  an  ahle  comment  on  the 
subject  of  Home  Rule  for  Scotland  in  the 
January  number  of  the  Westminster 
Rei-iew,  namely,  the  case  of  the  Burgh 
Police  Bill.  The  rigiit  lion.  Gentleman 
thinks  that  he  has  a  triumphant  answer  ; 
and  what  ia  it  ?  He  admits,  in  the  first 
inatanoe,  that  this  Bill  has  been  intro- 
duced in  seven  succeaaive  years  ;  that  it 
ia  a  Bill  with  respect  to  which  Party 
spirit  does  not  extenaively  prevail ;  but 
that  for  seven  years  it  Ima  been  found 
impossihle  to  make  any  progress  with 
it.  In  one  point  I  agree  with  those 
who  criticise  some  of  the  language 
that  is  used  in  Scotland.  It  is 
oommon  in  Scotland  to  treat  the  caee 
M  if  it  were  a  caae  of  neglect  on  the 
part  of  Parliftment.  Neglect  ia  a  wilful 
oSence.  I  am  far  from  saying  that  there 
is  wilful  neglect  on  the  part  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  J  think  it  would  be  unjust 
tO'the  House  of  Commons  to  say  so,  but 
there  is  incapacity  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  deal  with  all  ita  business.  The 
!Btion  for  .Scotland  ia  not  whether  we 
individually  or  collectively  to  blame, 
but  whether  Scotland  haa  a  grievance  in 
having  had  withheld  from  her  all  satis- 
faction of  her  legitimate  wants  which 
may  warrant  her  in  asking  for  a  remedy. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  saya  triumph- 
antly that  the  Government  liave  offered 
to  cany  the  Bill  through  the  House  upon 
their  own  resjjonsibility  on  a  condition. 
And  what  is  the  condition  ?  The  condi- 
tion is  that  on  this  Bill  of  571  clauses  al! 
the  Scottish  Members,  whatever  their 
opinions  and  convictions  may  be,  are  to 
make  no  opposition,  are  to  have  no  dis- 
cosaion.  but  to  allow  the  Bill  siniply  to 
pass  through  its  stages  whether  they 
approve  all  it«  points  or  not.  Doee  not 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  see  that  in 
denying  the  grievances  he  has  demon- 
strated the  grievance!  The  desire  of 
the  Scottish  people  in  not  that  their 
grievances  shuuld    be  sliaHled   titrough 
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Parliament  without  discussion  ;  it  ia  not 
even  that  the  discussion  shall  cease  at 
the  fiti^e  of  Committee  ;  it  is  that  accord- 
ing ba  the  rulea  of  a  free  Legishitive 
Assembly  those  Bills  shall  be  discussed 
openly  and  freely  from  stage  to  stage  ; 
and  it  appears  now  that  the  strength  of 
the  case  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  subject  of  neglect  lies  in  this^that  a 
great  and  important  Bill,  not  a  Party 
question,  haa  been  for  seven  years  totally 
blocked  in  the  Honse  of  Commons  and  is 
now  offered  by  the  Government  to  be 
passed  through  the  House  of  Commons 
on  the  conditions  I  have  mentioned. 
That  demonstrates  cot  the  guilt 
or  the  fault  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, but  the  incapacity  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  I  am  sorry  to  say  its 
increasing  incajsacity,  to  deal  adequately 
and  stttififactoiily  with  the  enormous 
demands  made  upon  it  from  every  por 
tion  of  the  country  and  of  the  Empire. 
Then  conies  the  question  of  something 
more  than  neglect.  I  am  not  able, 
naturally,  to  plead  the  case  of  the  House 
of  Commons  as  much  as  1  did  under  the 
last  head  ;  but  we  now  come  to  the  tase 
where  not  neglect  of  Scottish  wishes  is 
alleged,  but  contradiction  of  Scottish 
wishes,  Scottish  judgment  and  opinion. 
Are  the  facts  on  that  subject  to  be 
denied  ?  I  wish  hon.  Members  would 
again  turn  to  the  short  Paper  drawn  up 
hfy  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Dundee,  and  they  will  there  see  set  forth 
in  the  clearest  and  most  convenient  form 
the  manner  in  which,  by  votes  that  are 
not  Scottisli  and  on  account  of  considera- 
tions that  are  not  Scottish,  Scottish 
opinion  is  overridden  on  questions  purely 
Idc.i1  in  this  House.  Here  is  a  list  of  12 
Divisions  taken  in  the  course  of  the 
proceedings  on  the  Scotch  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill  in  the  House,  and  the  results 
of  those  Divisions.  Wliat  are  they  ?  They 
are  local  questions,  lliefirstofthemis  that 
the  County  Council  should  have  control  of 
the  pohce.  That  is  a  question  on  which 
Scotland  is  entitled  to  have  an  opinion. 
The  next  is  that  the  County  Couninl 
should  have  the  same  licensing  powers 
as  the  burghs.  That  seems  to  me  to 
have  been  a  very  moderate  demand,  and 
at  any  rate  a  demand  that  Scotland  wan 
entitled  to  make.  Both  those  proposals 
were  rejected,  but  both  of  them  were 
supported  by  majorities  of  Scottish 
Members-  the  first  of  them,  >ls  to  county 
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polioe,  by  a  comparatively  small  majority, 
because  it  was  only  a  majco'tty  of  eoine- 
thing  more  than  two  to  one  ;  43  Members 
Bapport«d  the  proposal  and  IS  opposed  it. 
Then  came  the  proposal  as  to  the  lice.iB- 
ing  powers,  and  there  +8  Scottish  Uem- 
bers  BQpportcd  the  proposal  and  1  '2 
MemJKrs  opposed  il-  Four  U>  one  of 
the  Scottish  Members  were  sapportintz; 
that  wiuch  the  House  rejected.  Of 
those  proposals  the  first  was  rejected  hj 
102  to  75,  and  the  second  by  164  to  127. 
Now,  my  contentiou  is  this,  that  the  re- 
jection of  proposals  on  which  Scotland 
has  a  clear  and  distinct  opinion  and 
which  are  strictly  local  in  their  uharaoter, 
is  a  grievance.  That  is  what  is  deuied 
by  the  right  hon,  Gentleman.  Here  is  a 
proof  of  it.  I  will  not  tronble  the 
House  by  going  through  in  detail  all  th« 
12  questions  on  the  one  single  Bill,  but 
the  resalt  was  that  on  the  13  Divisions 
there  were  530  votes  of  Scottish  Mem- 
bers in  farour  of  the  rejected  proposals 
against  158  against  those  proposals. 
Scotland  cannot  be  satisfied  when  she 
sees  OD  these  local  matters  that  158  votes 
going  contrary  to  her  wishes  are  more 
powerful  in  detamiing  the  judgment  of 
the  House  of  Commons  than  530  votes 
given  according  to  her  wishes.  But 
what  is  the  answer  to  that?  The 
answer  comes  to  this,  that  the  true 
representation  of  Scotland  does  not  li« 
iu  the  majority  at  all,  but  in  the 
minority  ;  that  some  of  the  xnojority  do 
not  always  reside  in  Scotland— as  if  all 
the  minority  resided  in  Scotland — and 
that  tliose  who  do  not  reside  there  and 
who  form  the  majority  are  so  inferior 
in  their  powers  of  comprehension,  in  their 
powers  of  perception,  in  their  powers 
of  sympathy,  that  their  votes  arc  to  he 
passed  by ;  those  are  fancies,  crochets, 
fads  which  ore  proposed  by  the  majority  ; 
it  is  to  the  minority  that  you  must  go  if 
you  want  to  know  the  trae  sense  of  the 
country.  Let  the  right  hon.  Qentlemai], 
if  he  likes,  and  if  be  adopts  that  prin- 
ciple, show  his  usual  courage  and  go 
through  with  it.  Let  him  applyitto  die 
Hoose  of  Commons  as  a  whole  and  let 
him  get  np  and  boldly  say  that  it  is  the 
minority  that  represents  the  true  sense 
of  tlie  country.  With  respect  to  the 
remedies  for  these  grievances  I  find  my- 
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that  something  is  to  be  tried  with 
respect  to  private  business.  I  should 
like  to  have  the  beneSt  of  tJiat  experi- 
ence ;  it  may  open  up  many  conaident- 
tions  of  interest  and  importance.  While 
the  position  as  to  private  business  is, 
in  principle,  conceded,  beyond  that  we 
have  undoubtedly  a  great  variety  and 
di^TpTsity  of  schemes  proposed-  I  cannot 
find  fault  with  the  Mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment or  with  the  Mover  uf  the  Motion, 
because  what  they  hare  done  ia  to 
endeavour  to  give  articulate  form  to  a 
sentiment  in  Scotland  which,  tlioogh  not 
yet  articulate,  is  real  and  substflintial. 
Now,  there  isB  pammonnt  obligation  on  me 
to  make  no  promise  to  Scotland  or  any 
otherpartof  the  country  until  I  think  I  sea 
a  way  to  the  fulfilment  and  redemption  (rf 
that  promise,  and  I  confess  I  do  not  see 
my  way  in  this  case.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  North-Bast  lAnorkshirB 
lias  endeavoured  to  avoid  committing 
himself  to  a  specific  proposal,  and  has 
distinctly  laid  down^liiere  I  agree  with 
him~that  the  question  has  not  yet  been 
sifted,  and  we  are  not  ripe  for  a  par- 
ticular phin  or  a  particular  remedy  for 
the  grievance  which  exists.  It  shows 
how  difficult  these  questions  are.  It 
seems  to  nie  that  the  Mover  of  the 
Amendment  npon  the  Amendment  has 
almost  become  entangled  by  the 
words  of  his  Motion  in  some  serioiu 
difficulties,  because  the  large  and  cover- 
ing piimae  which  he  uses  is  liat  there 
should  be  an  Assembly  of  Scotch  Mem- 
bers sitting  in  Scotland  or^ — ■ 

"  tame  othra  mednB  vbereby  Scottuh  affairs 
■hall  be  intrusted  to  the  oootrol  of  the  Keprv 
lantativMoI  tbo  iSoottish  people." 

But  are  we  to  adopt  such  a  principle  as 
tliat  Scottish  aSaira  are  to  be  intrusted, 
not  to  a  Scotch  Parliament,  but  to  the 
Scotch  Members  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment P  If  you  are  prepared  for  a 
proposition  which  is  eo  gisve  and 
which  involves  so  much,  have  you 
determined  what  is  to  be  the  relation  of 
those  Scotch  Members  to  the  Imperial 
Parliament  at  large  1  If  yon  have  deter- 
mined that  while  vested  with  the  abao- 
lute  control  of  Scotch  affaire  they  are 
likewise  to  retain  without  limitation  their 
control,  or  partial  control,  over  English 


self  coming  somewhat  reluctantly   into  affairs,  with  all  the  different  points  in- 

a  position  more  approsinialu  to  that  of  volvud  in  a  re-constitution  of  that  kind, 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  is  admitted  you  will  have  to  adopt  a  very   spedfio 

Mr.  W.  M.  Oladatone 
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plan  indeed.  I  make  tliat  criticiBm  uot 
beltenng  that  it  is  in  any  degree  dae  to 
failure  of  perspicacity  on  the  part  of 
my  hon.  FViend,  who  never  P 
without  ability,  which  malces  it  a  ph 
to  listen  to  lilm.  What  I  have  Baid 
allows  how  hard  it  is  to  mitke  a  proposal 
of  this  Hud  which  may  not  be  liable  to 
the  objection  of  being  vague  and  unreal, 
or  at  least  preniatare.  I  certainly  believe 
that  this  is  a  very  difficult  qnestiou.  I  be- 
liere  that  the  greatlrish  Question  of  Home 
Rule,  viewed  from  one  very  practical 
point,  is  a  part,  not  the  largest  part,  of 
the  subject  of  devolution  arising  from 
demands  upon  the  time  of  Parliament 
which  are  growing  heavier  year  \sy  year. 
But  with  regard  to  the  question  of 
devolution,  some  are  prepared  to  propose 
a  different  plan,  not  for  the  three  conn- 
tries,  but  the  four  eountries  ;  for  Wales 
undoubtedly,  owing  to  recent  debates  and 
discussions,  has  come  to  see  that  she  lias 
a  title  to  obtain  greater  recognition  in 
tlie  course  of  three  years  than  she  has 
bod  for  three  centunes.  Some  gentle- 
men think  themselves  very  modest  when 
they  say.  "  Our  plan  is  that  a  Scotch 
Parliament  ought  to  be  incorporated  with 
the  plan  for  an  Irish  Parliament ;  or  at 
least  it  ought  to  proceed  ■puri  /mssit." 
There  is  no  doctrine  of  greater  danger 
than  that  of  jiari  paemi  applied  to  the 
method  of  legislation  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  Tlie  only  practical  way  of 
illustrating  it  is  that  which  was  employed 
by  Mr.  Bright  when  he  said  it  was  like 
driving  six  omnibuses  abreast  down  Park- 
lane.  Between  these  extremes,  between 
a  remedy  for  private  business  on  the  one 
side,  and  a  remedy  in  the  shape  of  a 
Federal  Parliament  on  the  other,  there 
are  floating  ideas  perfectly  immature  and 
not  yet  reduced  to  shape — vaporous  forms 
that  are  still  in  the  atmosphere  and  driv- 
ing about  like  clouds  in  the  wind,  which 
it  is  totally  imposaible  to  grasp  and 
totally  impossible  to  define.  In  my 
opinion,  iu  these  circumstances,  this  is  a 
time  of  reserve.  My  difference  with 
Her  Majesty's  Glovemment  is  that  they 
see  no  grievance,  while  in  my  judgment 
there  is  a  grievance,  and,  what  is 
more,  I  believe  that  in  the  judgment 
of  Scotland  there  is  a  grievance,  though 
I  do  not  think  the  miud  of  Scotland 
la  made  up  as  to  the  remedy.  That 
question  is  not  yet  ripe  for  discussion, 
and  we  ought  not  to  pass  a  Motion  which. 
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iu  its  verbal  sliape,  would  signify  it  was 
ripe,  unless  we  thought  it  practicable. 
But  I  am  bound  to  say  that  this  question 
is  ripening  in  Scotland,  though  it  is  not 
ripe.  There  is  no  people  within  my 
knowledge  less  likely  to  bo  misled  by 
fancies  or  mistake  them  for  realities.  But 
the  manner  in  which  the  subject  has 
been  entertained  shows  me  that  the 
Scoteh  are  not  satisfied  with  these  un- 
qualified pan^yrics  upon  the  Scotoh 
Union  as  it  is  in  which  some  Gentle- 
men have  been  fond  of  indulging.  I 
remember  perfectly  well,  before  this 
question  had  come  into  view  at  all  in 
Scotland,  addressing  a  large  meeting 
there,  and  delivering  sentiments  in 
favour  of  the  union  between  England  and 
Scotland,  and  being  astounded  with  the 
abaolnte  coldness  with  which  they  were 
received.  Is  was  impossible  to  get  up  a 
warm  recognition  of  those  benefits  which 
were  attributed  to  the  Union,  bi't  most 
of  which,  in  my   opinion,  it    would  be 

B  just  to  say   had   been   contcmpo- 

■ous  with  the  Union.  But  while  this 
question     is     ripening,     I     believe     it 

one  vrith  regard  to  which  Parlia- 
ment need  entertain  no  serious  anxiety. 
Scotland,     if     there     bo    a     grievance, 

perfectly  able  and  willing  to 
consider  that  grievance.  T,  for  one,  hope 
that  whatever  happens  wo  shall  not  throw 
this  question  of  local  government  in 
Scotland,  to  which  I  have  never  applied 

name  "  Home  Rule  " — that  we  shall 
never  throw  this  question  of  devolution 

behalf  of  Scotland  into  the  same 
cauldron  as  the  Irish  Question  has 
unhappily  been  thrown  for  the  last  three 
or  four  years.  Let  ua  keep  it  apart  from 
party  controversies,  and  from  national 
contavversies.  If  Scotland  speaks,  she  will 
speak  clearly  and  rationally.  If  she 
speaks  clearly  and  rationally,  England 
will  think  once,  and  twice,  and  even 
thrice,  before  she  puts  impediments  in 
the  way.  But  in  my  opinion  our  duty 
is  plain.  It  is  to  maintain  an  attitude 
of  reserve.  It  is  our  duty  to  admit 
whatever  facts  appear  to  stand  in  the 
clear  light  of  the  evidence  of  fact^  but 
above  all  to  rush  to  no  rash,  unfounded, 
blind  conclusions ;  but  rather  to  say, 
"  We  will  wait  for  further  light  and  for 
the  further  maturity  of  this  question  in 
the  minds  of  the  people  of  Scotland, 
rather  than  run  the  slightest  risk  of 
misleading    her,  and  possibly    even  of 
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difltnrbing  the  oonntry,  as  well  »8  im- 
peding the  raurse  of  the  public  business 
by  the  adoption  of  propositionft  upon 
which  we  iib  yet  do  not  possess,  imd  do  not 
oven  sac  in  our  own  mind  the  mctins  of 
leading  to  a,  satisftictory  conclusion." 
Therefore  it  is  that  I  must  take  thi,-  oourae 
of  voting  against  the  Amendment.  That 
18  the  proper  t'ourse  to  take  on  every 
oocasion,  whatever  sympathy  one  may 
entertain  on  the  point,  if  you  believe 
that  to  vote  in  support  would  commit  yon 
to  any  pledge  you  have  not  at  hand  tlie 
means  of  redeeming.  But  that  Scotland 
has  a  grierance,  ^&  seriously  considering 
that  grievance,  and  that  Scotland  will 
probably  bring  her  grievance  in  due  time 
to  a  practical  form  for  England's  con- 
sideration, is  my  distinct  conviction. 

•Ma.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.) : 
May  I  ask  you,  Sir,  for  direction  under 
these  circum stances.  Neither  the  Amend- 
ment nor  the  Amendment  to  the  Amend- 
ment satisfies  me,  but  I  coald  accept 
either  if  allowed  to  qualify  it  by  the  words 
of  which  I  have  given  notice  on  tht 
Paper,  I  would  aak  you.  Sir,  whethei 
after  the  Division  it  will  be  in  my  powei 
in  any  way  to  bring  my  Amendment 
forward ' 

•Mb.  SPHAKKR  :  That  will  actually 
depend  on  the  decision  at  which  the 
HouM  may  arrive  upon  the  question  now 
before  it,  which  is,  that  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  of  the  Amendment 
be,  retained.  Should  that  proposal  be 
negatived  and  tlie  second  Amendment  be 
inserted,  then  at  the  end  it  would 
competent  for  the  lion.  Member  to  move 
his  Amendment. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  Pro- 
visions proposed  to  be  left  out  stnnd  part 
of  the  proposed  Amendment." 

Dh,  CIjAHK  :  On  a  point  of  onler. 
Sir,  and  to  remove  any  misunderstanding, 
do  we  understand  that  the  "  Ayes " 
affirm  tlie  proposal  to  retain  the  words 
of  the  original  Amendment  ? 

•Mr.  SPEAKER;  Those  who  say 
"  Aye "  to  the  question  support  the 
Amendment  as  originally  proposed  to 
the  House. 

(5.30.)     The    Honae    divided :— Ayes 

113;  Noea 278— (Div. List,  No.  4.) 
Mr.  W.  E.  Gladsloitr 


t^fStion  proposed, 

"  That  the  wordit  '  the  Slemben  of  Fulis* 
int  for  Scotlaad,  sitting  in  Scotland,  th« 
conrideratimi  of  ths  dumeatio  affaira  of  that 
Country,  or  to  adopt  loma  oth^r  meam  whsreby 
Scottish  aSaira  shall  be  entrusted  to  thecoQtrol 
of  the  repreeenlalivea  of  the  Scottiih  people,' 
be  a4ded  to  the  proposed  Amendment." 
Debate  arising. 

It  being  after   lialf-paat  Five  of  tho 
clock,  tlie  Debate  stood  adjourned. 


MOTION'  S. 


LKSD  FDBCBASE    AHl,    DIVISIONS  (HOorLAflD) 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Barclay,  Bill  to  empower 
local  aaUiorities  to  acquire  I^nd  and  to 
facilitate  the  aub-division  of  liarge  Holdinga, 
ordered  to  bo  broaght  in  by  Mr,  BaroUy,  Sit 
Oeorge  Balfour,  Mr.  Thorbura,  and  Mr. 
Anatruther. 

Bill  preeeoted,  and  tvad  first  lime.  [Bill  15S.] 

BANEBUPTCY  (IRELAND)   FILL. 

On  Motico  of  Mr.  I'etnr  M'Doaald,  BUI  to 
ameod  the  Law  of  BaDkruptcy  in  IreJand, 
ordered  to  be  bruught  ia  by  Mr.  Fetw 
KI'Dooald,  Mr.  SeitoD,  Ur.  Juba  Kedmoad, 
Mr.  M'Cartsn,  Mr.  'ilioiaas  DJokson,  Mr. 
U'Uea,  Mr.  Lane,  Dr.  Caminins,  Ur.  John 
O'Connor,  and  Mr.  Joha  Barry. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time,  [Bill  156.] 

URBAN   SAHITAflV  AUTHORirtEB   (FURTSBB 
FOWERd)   BILL. 

On  HoUon  of  Mr.  Ueory  H.  Fowler,  Bill 
to  confer  further  powers  on  Urban  Sanitary 
Authorieiei,  ordered  to  be  braught  in  by  Mr. 
Ueory   U.  Fuu'ler,  Sir  .\lbert    KoUit,  and  Mr. 

Bill  prenenleid,  and  rend  first  time.  [Bill  1S7.] 

STEAM   BOll.KR.S   BILL. 

On  MuUon  of  Mr.iFrovaad,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  lo  Hteam  Boilers,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  FroTsad,  Hr.  Ootavim 
V.  Mortjun,  Mr.  William  Abmham,  and  Mr. 
UoweU. 

Billjireaented,  and  read  first  time   [Bill  !£S.) 

House  adjaurneJ  at  twenty  mluutel 
before  8ix  o'otook 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Thursday,  20th  February,  1890. 


The  Lord  Saltoun— Took  the  Oath. 

QUEEN'S   SPEECH— HER    MAJESTY'S 
ANSWER  TO  THE  ADDRESS. 

The  lord  CHAMBERLAIN  (The 
Eabl  of  Lathom)  reported  Her  Majesty's 
Answer  to  the  Address  as  follows  : — 

"  My  Lords, 
Tour  loyal  and  dutiful  Address  affords  me 
much  satisfaction.  I  gladly  receive  your 
-assurances  that  you  will  take  into  careful  con- 
sideration the  measures  which  may  be  submitted 
to  you ;  and  I  trust  that,  with  your  co-operation, 
they  may  form  the  basis  of  legislation  which 
will  effectually  promote  and  increase  the  welfare 
and  happiness  of  my  faithful  people." 

STATUTE   LAW   REVISION  BILL. 

A  Bill  for  further  promoting  the  revision  of 
the  statute  law  by  repealing  enactments  which 
are  superfluous,  or  have  ceased  to  be  in  force, 
or  have  become  unnecessary — presented  [The 
Lord  Chancellor)  ;  read  1».    (No.  23.) 

LUNACY  CONSOLIDATION   BILL. 

A  Bill  to  consolidate  certain  of  the  enact- 
ments respecting  lunatics— presented  {The 
Lord  Chancellor) ;  read  1*.    (No.  24.) 

PARTNERSHIP  BILL. 

A  Bill  to  declare  and  amend  the  law  of 
partnership— presented  [The  Lord  Chancellor) ; 
read  !•.    (No.  26.) 

HAEES  PRESERVATION  BILL. 
(No.  6.) 

Honse  in  Committee  (according  to 
order.) 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2. 

*L0BD  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY  : 
My  Lords,  the  efEect  of  the  Amendment 
which  is  down  on  the  Notice  Book  in  my 
name  is  to  maintain  the  Ground  Game 
Act  in  its  entirety  in  respect  of  all 
nursery,  allotment,  market,  and  other  pri- 
vate gardens.  In  other  words,  it  excludes 
from  the  protection  of  this  Bill,  hares 
who  are  so  ill-advised  as  to  go  into  such 
gardens,  instead  of  remaining  in  the 
fields.     If  this  Amendment  be   passed 
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by  your  Lordships  it  is  probable  that 
it  will  disarm  the  opposition  of  those 
persons  who  are  greatly  attached  to  the 
Ground  Game  Act,  as  well  as  the  author 
of  it,  and,  at  the  same  time,  meet  the 
views  of  those  who  have  petitioned  the 
other  House  very  numerously  for  a  sus- 
pension of  it  duriug  a  certain  time. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  1,  line  22,  after  the  word  •*  convic- 
tion '*  to  add  the  words  **  the  provisions  of  this 
clause  shall  not  apply  in  cases  where  a  hare  or 
leveret  shall  have  been  killed,  wounded,  or 
taken  inside  a  nursery  or  other  garden."— (TA* 
Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Report  thereof  to  be  received  To- 
morrow :  and  Bill  to  be  printed,  as 
amended.     (No.  26.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before  Five 
o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF      COMMONS, 
Thursday,  20th  Feh^uary,  1890. 


Q  U  EST  10  NS, 

PUBLIC    TRUSTEES. 

(3.30.)  Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  Public 
Trustee  Bill  passed  the  Upper  House  last 
Session,  as  well  as  a  Bill  enabling 
companies  to  undertake  the  offices  of 
trustee  and  executor,  and  that  like  Bills 
have  been  again  introduced,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  consent  to 
the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee 
to  consider  the  whole  subject  in  its 
entirety,  and  to  examine  the  clauses  of 
the  Bills  ? 

Mk.  WARMINGTON  (Monmouth, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  the  Government  in- 
tend to  re-introduce  the  Bill  for  the  ap- 
pointment.of  an  official  or  Public  Trustee ; 
and,  whether  the  Government  will  move 
for  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, to  which  can  be  referred  the  Bill 
of  the  Government  when  introduced,  and 
also    the    Bills     introduced    by  private 
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Members     for     the     same     or    similar  been  sold  to  outsiders  for  the  benefit  of 

purposes?  the  funds  of  the   corps.      Government 

•The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE-  ammunition  is  obviously  not  issued  for 

QUER    (Mr.    Goschen,    St.      George's,  such  an  an  object.     On  the  other  hand, 

Hanover  Square)  :  The  Government  in-  I  have  no  desire  to  depiive  any  corps  of 

tend  to  re-introduce   the   Bill  for    the  a  single  round  of  ammunition  used  for 

appointment  of  a  Public  Trustee.      The  legitimate  purposes  ;  and  in  the  case  of 

Bill  will  be    introduced    by    the  Lord  any  corps  which  can  satisfy  me  that   the 

Chancellor  in  another  place,  and  when  it  ammunition  issued  to  it  is  so  used,    I 

comes  down  to  this  House  the  Govern-  shall  be  very  glad  to  sanction  the  full 

ment  will  decide  how  to  proceed  with  it,  issue  of  ammunition  to  the  extent  of  90 

endeavouring  to  ascertain   the   general  rounds, 
sense  of  the  House  on  the  question. 

THE  PURCHASE  OF  LAND   (IRELAND) 

AMMUNITION  FOR  VOLUNTEERS.  ACTS. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT :  I  beg  to  mr.     JOHN     ELLIS     (Nottingham, 

ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  his  Rushcliffe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor 

attention  has  been  called  to  the  serious  of  the  Exchequer  what  sum  of  interest 

injury  which  will  be  inflicted  upon  the  ^nd  instalments  of  principal  under  the 

best  shooting  corps  and  best  shots  of  the  Purchafle  of  Land  (Ii'eland)  Acts,  1885 

volunteer  force  by  the  recent  reduction  ^^d   1888,  fell  due  for  payment  on  1st 

of  the  number  of  rounds  of  ammunition  November,  1889,  and  how  much  of  this 

allowed   from   90  per  man   to  75,  and  remained  unpaid  on  31st  January,  1890; 

which  will  add  increased  expense  to  the  and  what  arrears  of  any  amounts  falling 

more   zealous   members  by    compelling  due  before  1st  November,  1889,  remained 

them   to  purchase   the  means   of    rifle  unpaid  on  31st  January,  1890  ? 

practice    heretofore     allowed    to    some  »^^     GOSCHEN:     The    amount    of 

extent  by  the  country  ;  and,  if,  under  all  .^^^^^^  ^^^  instalments  under  the  Pur- 

the  circumsiances,  and  having  regard  to  ^^^^  ^^  ^an^  (Ireland)  Acts,  which  fell 

recent   official    provisions    to    secure    a  due  for  payment  on  November  1st,  1889, 

higher  standing  of   shooting,    and    the  ^^   ^g^^^^    ^^^  ^^   ^^^^  ^^^   ^^^^ 

public  declaration  on  February  4th  of  the  .     j           -j        y              o^  t.  icon 

fi             J        x^j.T-ciT_ii!Ti4^ii.  remained  unpaid  on  January  J  1st,  1890, 

Commandment  of  the  School  of  Musketry  pc  noo      rru         ^  ^4:  i?i  lo;^    ™   •   ^1 

,,    ,      ,,                1        u                 -i •        i!  "^  £5,922.     The  sum  of  i/1,1 25  remained 

that     the    supply    of    ammunition    for  '.,        y              qii.iqoa-              ^ 

.,      ,      ij  t/           i^-    n          T    -x  J  unpaid  on  January  olst,  loyO,  in  respect 

recruits  should  be  practically  unlimited,  t  -  i.       *.       j-i.i        i.        u-i^rn 

,        .,,              -J      A          j^     0  of  interest  and  instalments  which    fell 

he  will  re-considor  the  matter  ?  ji.r       xr          i^ii-ioon       l    c 

•The    secretary    of   STATE   for  ??,H^T9SfI!^           '          '            ^ 

WAR  (Mr.  E.   Stanhope,   Lincolnshire,  ^^^  ""^  ^^^^^,44.. 

Horncastle)  :    The     reduction     of     the 

annual    allowance    of   ammunition    was  DELAGOA  BAY  RAILWAY, 

made    upon     the     recommendation     of  Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  (Monj^han, 

Colonel  Tongue,  the  Commandant  of  the  S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask.  the  Under  Secretary 

School  of  Musketry,  and  the  money  to  be  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if  any  case 

saved  has  been  devoted  to  a  most  impor-  in  relation  to  the  Delagoa  Bay  Railway 

tant   purpose    in    the    interest  of    the  Company  had  been  laid  before  the  Law 

volunteers,  namely,  the  appointment  of  Officers  of  the  Crown  ;  and,  if  so,  if  any 

additional  Inspectors  to  supervise   and  advice  or  opinion  had  been  taken  thereon 

assist  in  their  musketry,  and  the  forma-  to  justify  what  our  Ambassador  at  Lisbon 

tion    of  a    special    class    of    volunteer  wrote   on   27th   June,   1889,  to  Senhor 

officers  to  qualify  for  musketry  instructor-  Gomez,  to  the  effect  that  it  was  the  view 

ships.     It  was  found  that   of    the    90  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  that  the 

rounds  issued    only    41    were,    on    an  King  of  Portugal  had  not  the  right  of 

average,   devoted  to  class  firing,  and  I  cancelling  the  concession  to  the  Lorengo 

think  it  only  right  that  the  War  Office  Marques  Railway  Company  (vide  inclo- 

should  be  fully  informed  of  the  use  to  sure  in  No.  29  of  Correspondence)  ;  and, 

which  the  remainder  of  this  ammunition  if  so,  whether  Her  Majesty's   Govern- 

is  put.     We  know  that  in  some  cases  a  ment  have  any  objection  to  laying  the 

large   proportion   has   been   devoted    to  case  and  opinion  upon  the  Table  of  the 

prize  shooting,  and  that  in  others  it  has  House  for  the  information  of  Members  ? 
Mr,  Warmington 
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♦The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  FfcR- 
GUSSON,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  so  advised  by  the  Law 
Officers,  but  their  opinions  are  never 
produced. 

THE  MATfOR'S  COURT,  LONDON. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  state- 
ment, made  upon  oath  in  the  case  of 
Smither  v.  Devereux,  by  the  Deputy 
Registrar  of  the  Mayor's  Court,  London, 
that 

"he  knew  of  no  regular  scale  of  costs  as 
applied  to  the  Court.  He  used  his  discretion  as 
to  the  costs  he  taxed.  He  did  not  restrict  him- 
self at  aU ; »' 

and  also  to  the  observation  made  in  the 
same  case  by  Mr.  Commissioner  Kerr, 
that  he 

**  had  sometimes  seen  in  his  own  Court  very 
heavy  bills  of  costs  in  the  Mayor's  Court,  and 
had  spoken  very  frankly  about  it ;  ** 

And,  whether  there  is  any,  and,  if  so, 
what  objection  to .  the  exercise  of  the 
power  vested  in  Her  Majesty  by  the 
2nd  section  of  **  The  Borough  and  Local 
Courts  of  Record  Act,  1872,"  to  direct  by 
an  Order  in  Council  the  application  to 
the  Mayor's  Court  of  Clauses  3,  4,  and  5 
of  the  Schedule  to  that  Act,  which  re- 
quire tlie  Judge  of  the  Court  to  sstble  a 
table  of  fees,  subject  to  the  allowance  of 
the  Rule  Committee  of  the  Supreme 
Court? 

The    SECRETARY    of    STATE   for 

THE      HOME     DEPARTMENT      (Mr. 

Maithews,    Birmingham,  •  E.)  :    I   have 

made  inquiry  into  this  matter,  and  I  am 
informed  by  the  Registrar  of  the  Mayor's 
Court  that  the  quegtion  whether  there  is 
a  regular  scale  of  costs  in  the  Mayor's 
Court  is  the  question  at  issue  in  the  case 
of  "  Smithers  v.  Devereux."  That  case 
is  now  in  the  Queen's  Bench  Division  on 
appeal  from  the  City  of  London  Court, 
and  is  likely  to  be  reached  in  a  fortnight 
or  three  weeks.  Pending  such  appeal,  I 
cannot  properly  express  any  opinion  on 
the  points  raised  by  the  hon.  Member's 
question. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.)  : 
Is  it  the  fact  that  the  fees  in  the  Mayor's 
Court  are  higher  than  elsawhere  ? 


Mr.     MATTHEWS:    The    hon.    and 
learned  Member  must  put  the  question 
own  upon  the  Paper. 

YORK  SCHOOL  BOARD. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether,  although  the  Department  first 
called  attention  to  the  deficiency  of 
accommodation  in  York,  in  conse- 
quence of  which  the  School  Board 
was  formed,  more  than  three  years 
ago,  namely,  on  16th  December,  1886, 
and  the  School  Board  was  elected  on 
16th  February,  1889,  the  Education 
Department  on  24th  March,  1887,  wrote, 
calling  attention  to  the  special  deficiency 
of  accommodation  in  the  centre  of  the 
city,  and  stated  that  Her  Majesty's  In- 
spector, Mr.  French,  in  1871  called 
attention  to  this  fact,  and  stated  further 
that  the  school  needed  had  never  been 
provided ;  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  recommendation,  in 
January,  1888,  of  the  Committee  which 
endeavoured  to  meet  the  deficiency  by 
voluntary  effort — 

**That  an  entirely  new  school  should  be 
built  upon  land  near  to  Clifford  Street,  or  some 
other  suitable  site  in  the  centre  of  the  city, 
capable  of  accommodating  from  300  to  400 
children,  probably  boys  only.** 

And,  whether,  seeing  that  he  is  of 
opinion  that  such  a  school  as  that  projected 
by  the  Kilburn  Sisters  could  not  be 
accepted  as  supplying  any  part  of  the 
deficiency  mentioned  in  the  final  notice, 
and  seeing  that  the  School  Board  for 
York  has  now  been  in  existence  a  year, 
the  Department  will  now,  in  accordiEknco 
with  its  statutory  duty,  send  a  requisi- 
tion to  the  York  School  Board  to  supply 
the  needed  accommodation  in  the  centre 
of  the  city  ? 

*The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the  COM- 
MITTEE OF  COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart 
Dyke,  Kent,  Dartford) :  The  first  para- 
graph of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
question  can  be  answered  in  the 
afl^mative,  but  I  cannot  trace  the 
specific  recommendation,  dated  January, 
1888,  to  which  he  refers.  It  is,  however, 
indisputable  that  a  part  of  the  deficiency 
is  in  the  centre  of  the  city,  and  the 
School  Board  have  accepted  the 
offer  of  the  Church  Extsnsion  Asso- 
ciation to  supply  the  school  needed. 
Until,  therefore,  the  Department  aro 
2  F  2 
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satisfied  that  the  school  will  not  be  of  the 
required  type,  or  in  the  required  place, 
or  is  not  being  supplied  with  due 
dispatch,  it  will  be  unnecessary  to  issue 
a  requisition. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  part  of  the  accommodation 
which  the  School  Board  is  to  get  will  be 
supplied  by  the  Kilbum  Sisters  ? 

♦Sir  W.  hart  DYKE:  No  doubt 
part  of  the  accommodation  will  be  ulti- 
mately supplied  by  the  Body  mentioned. 

IRISH  MODEL  SCHOOLS. 

Me.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
certain  teachers  in  the  model  schools  of 
Ireland  have  been  dismissed  through  no 
fault  of  their  own,  but  owing  to  the 
attendance  having-  fallen  below  the 
minimum  required  by  the  National 
Board,  and  if  other  dismissals  are 
imminent  owing  to  the  same  cause  ;  and, 
whether,  in  view  of  the  hardships 
caused,  he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  acting  on  the  precedent  set  by 
previous  Chief  Secretaries,  and  retain 
these  teachers  until  vacancies  arise  in 
schools  where  the  attendance  warrants 
the  appointments  being  made  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.) :  The  Commissioners  of  National 
Education  report  that  the  services  of  cer- 
tain teachers  were  dispensed  with  in  the 
circumstances  mentioned  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  the  question.  A  similar 
course  may  possibly  have  to  be  pursued 
in  some  other  cases.  The  Commissioners 
inform  me  that  they  have  no  power  to 
retain  such  teachers,  the  rule  on  the 
subject  being  explicit.  They,  however, 
point  out  that  with  the  exception  of. two 
cases  all  the  teachers  whose  services  were 
so  dispensed  with  have  subsequently 
obtained  employment  in  other  schools. 

DUBLIN  TELEGRAMS. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  Correspon- 
dence between  Mr.  T.  K.  Austin,  J.P., 
of  Dublin,  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
General  Post  Office  in  Ireland,  respecting 
a  talegram  despatched  from  Montreal, 
and  addressed  to  "  Battersby,  Dublin, 
Ireland,"  but  not  delivered  ;  whether,  as 
the  telegram  referred  to  the  purchase  of 
Sii'  W,  Hart  Dyke 


house  property  in  Dublin,  and  Mr. 
Battersby  is  the  head  of  a  well-known 
house  agency  firm,  there  was  any  excuse 
for  the  non-delivery  of  the  telegram ; 
and,  if  the  summary  method  apparently 
adopted  by  the  Department  in  Dublin, 
in  declining  to  take  any  trouble  with 
telegrams  which  they  may  deem  to  be 
insufficiently  addressed,  was  in  accord- 
ance with  the  directions  issued  by  the 
General  Post  Office  ? 

*The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  University  of  Cambridge)  :  The 
Correspondence  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers  has  now  been  submitted  to  me. 
The  directions  issued  from  head-quarters 
require  that  the  telegraph  officials  shall 
not  lightly  treat  any  telegram  as  non- 
deliverable,  and  that,  in  cases  where 
the  sender  appears  to  have  done  his  best 
to  give  a  full  address,  every  effort  is 
to  be  made  to  effect  delivery.  In  the 
present  case,  not  only  had  the  sender 
omitted  the  name  of  the  street,  but  he 
had  given  the  address  in  such  foi*m 
that  it  was  equally  applicable  to  several 
persons  of  the  same  name  in  Dublin.  I 
am  very  sorry  if  any  inconvenience  has 
been  caused,  but  the  Dublin  Post  Office 
appears  to  have  acted  in  accordance  with 
general  rules. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  a  telegram 
and  a  letter  which  I  hold  in  my  hand, 
and  which  are  addressed  in  the  same 
way,  were  delivered  by  the  Post  Office  ; 
and  is  it  the  rule  of  the  Telegraph 
Department  not  to  apply  the  same 
principles  to  the  delivery  of  a  telegram 
for  which  26s.  have  been  paid  which  they 
apply  to  a  letter  upon  which  a  single 
penny  has  been  paid  ? 

*Mr.  RAIKES :  I  am  not  acquainted 
with  the  facts  of  the  case,  but  it  is  quite 
possible  that  it  would  be  less  difficult  to 
deliver  a  letter  than  a  telegram. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  the  second 
part  of  my  question,  namely,  whether  as 
the  telegram  referred  to  the  purchase  of 
house  property  in  Dublin,  and  Mr. 
Battersby  is  the  head  of  a  well-known 
houso  agency  firm  there  can  be  any 
excuse  for  the  non-delivery  of  the  tele- 
gram ?  I  trust  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  inquire  into  the  matter 
porsonallv. 

♦Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  have  given  to  the 
hon.    Gentleman     all     the    information 
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I  have   been   able   to   obtain  upon  the 
subject. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W,)  :  Is  the 
hon.  Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Rassell),  on  the  slender  foundation  of 
the  solitary  instance  he  has  mentioned, 
entitled  to  cast  on  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment such  sweeping  and  unqualified 
aspersions  ?  All  I  can  say  is  that  in  the 
case  of  hon.  Members  of  this  House — and 
especially  of  the  Irish  Members — the 
Post  Office  always  takes  the  utmost  care 
in  forwarding  their  telegrams. 

Mb.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.)  :  Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that 
within  the  last  ten  days  other  complaints 
have  been  made  of  the  non -delivery  of 
telegrams  1 
*Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  can  only  say  that  I 
shall  be  glad  to  investigate  any  other 
complaint  ? 

CIVIL   SERVICE   CLERKS   (SECOND 
DIVISION). 

Mr.  AIRD  (Paddington,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  with 
reference  to  Clause  IX.  of  the  Treasury 
Minute,  dated  4th  February,  1890,  con- 
cerning the  Clerks  of  the  2nd  Division, 
whether  the  £190,  on  obtaining  which  a 
Clerk  is  to  receive  an  annual  increment 
of  £10,  is  intended  to  include  his  gross 
salary,  i.e.  ordinary  salary,  together 
with  duty  pay  when  in  receipt  of  the 
latter  ? 

*The  secretary oftheTREASURY 
(Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  :  Under  the 
Treasury  Minute  of  February  4th,  1890, 
the  annual  increment  of  £10  is  intended 
to  take  effect  when  the  salary,  apart  from 
duty  pay,  has  risen  to  £190. 

Mr.  JOHN  KELLY  (Camberwell, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  whether  under  the 
terms  of  the  Treasurj^  Minute  of  Febru- 
ary 4th,  1890,  the  right  of  promotion  to 
the  First  Class  of  the  Second  Division 
will  be  secured  to  the  clerks  serving  six 
hours  a  day  on  their  attaining  their 
maximum  salary  of  £200,  provided  the 
necessary  certificate  of  merit  can 
be  granted ;  and  whether  under  the 
terms  of  such  Treasury  Minute  it  is  in- 
tended to  compensate  clerks  subsequently 
called  upon  to  give  a  regular  daily  service 
of  seven  hours  by  the  sum  of  £15  per 
annum  for  the  extra  hour,  as  prescribed 
by  the  Orders  in  Council  of  February 
12th,  1876,  and  July  15th,  1881  ? 


Mr.  JACKSON :  It  is  not  provided  in 
the  Treasury  Minute  of  February  4, 
1890,  that  a  vacancy  shall  be  created  in 
the  First  Class  of  the  Second  Division 
whenever  a  Second  Division  clerk,  work- 
ing six  hours  a  day,  reaches  a  salary  of 
£200  ;  but  it  is  the  hope  of  the  Treasury 
that  the  seven  hours*  system  may  shortly 
be  adopted  for  all  clerks  of  the  Second 
Division,  in  which  case  they  will  be 
entitled  to  the  benefits  of  Section  10  of 
the  Minute.  The  compensation  to  be 
given  to  six-hours'  clerks  who  are  called 
upon,  before  promotion  to  the  First  Class, 
to  work  seven  hours  will  be  £15. 

ADUIiTERATION  OF  FOOD. 

Mr.  OCTAVIUS  V.  MORGAN  (Bat- 
tersea) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  o^ 
State  for  the  Home  Department  if  he 
would  state  what  was  the  number  of 
CMes  under  the  Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs 
and  the  Margarine  Acts  which  have  been 
brought  before  the  magistrates  sitting  at 
the  Wandsworth  Police  Court  during  the 
past  year,  and  the  amount  of  fines  inflicted 
in  the  various  cases  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  There  were  23 
cases  under  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act  and 
13  under  the  Margarine  Act.  I  shall  be 
happy  to  show  the  hon.  Member  a  Return 
of  the  fines  inflicted  in  each  case. 

IRELAND-LAND   PURCHASE  COMMIS- 
SION   CASES. 

Mr.  DONAL  SULLIVAN  (West- 
meath,  S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  will  state  the 
number  of  applications  for  purchase  and 
sale  to  the  Land  Purchase  Commissioners 
in  Ireland,  and  refused  by  them,  up  to 
the  31st  of  January,  1890  ;  the  names  of 
the  estates  concerned ;  and  the  amount 
of  money  involved ;  and,  whether  he 
will  also  state  the  number  of  such  appli- 
cations which,  having  been  first  refused,  • 
were  subsequently  sanctioned  ;  the 
names  of  the  estates ;  and  the  amount 
of  money  involved  in  these  cases  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Land 
Commissioners  report  that  from  the 
passing  of  the  Land  Purchase  Act  of 
1885  down  to  January  31,  1890,  2,352 
applications  for  advances,  amounting  to 
£1,110,097  were  refused.  These  cases 
were  not  limited  to  applications  for 
advances  upon  holdings  which  did  not 
appear  to  be  sufficient  security  for  sums 
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agreed  to  be  paid  for  their  purchase, 
but  included  applications  which  fell 
through  by  reason  of  deUy  on  the  part  of 
the  applicants,  defective  titles,  existence 
of  charges,  or  other  difficulties.  Of  the 
applications  so  refused  772  were  subse- 
quently sanctioned  for  sums  amounting 
to  £319,177;  the  original  sums  applied 
for  in  such  cases  being  £383,(171.  The 
Commissioners  add  that  the  classification 
of  these  cases  in  the  manner  indicated  in 
the  question  would  involve  considerable 
labour  and  serious  loss  of  time. 

BURMA— OIL  CONCESSIONS. 

Me.  BEtADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
'whether  it  is  a  fact  that  a  concession  has 
been  granted  of  certain  oil-bearing 
country  in  Burma,  and  to  what  extent ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  the  Secretary  of  State 
will  state  the  circnmstances  and  condi- 
tions under  which,  and  to  whom,  the 
concession  bas  been  made  1 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gokst, 
Chatham)  :  A  lease  has  been  granted  of 
certain  oil-bearing  country  in  Burma  for 
12  years.  I  believe  that  the  concession 
is  accompanied  by  particular  regulations 
and  conditions,  and  that  many  applica- 
tions have  been  received  for  similar  con- 
cessions. The  Secretary  of  State  has 
asked  for  further  information  on  the 
subject. 
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THE  CHAUDALIN  M.4HARANI  01' 

REW.\. 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to 


the 


Under  Seccretary  of  State  for  Indi 
whether,  as  promised  on  the  15th  August 
last,  the  attention  of  the  Government  has 
beeu  c.illed  t  j  the  grievances  of  H.H.  the 
Ghaudaliu  Maharani  of  Rewa ;  and, 
whether  any,  and  what,  answer  has  been 
received  ? 

SiE  J.  GORST  :  What  I  stated  on  the 
15th  of  August  last  was  that  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government  of  India  had 
been  called  to  the  Maharani  of 
Rewa  by  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member.  A  Memorial  upon  tJie  sub- 
ject was  addressed  by  the  Maharani  to 
the  Government  of  India  on  the  21st  of 
January,  1890,  but  that  Memorial  bas- 
net yet  been  transmitted  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  Iifdia  to  the  Secretary  of 
State. 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


THE  CHIN-LTJSHAI  EXPEDITION. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  any  replies  have  yet  been 
received  from  the  Government  of  India 
to  the  telegraphic  inquiries  as  to  the 
health  of  the  troops  engaged  in  the 
Chin-Lusbai  Expedition  1 

SiE  J.  GORST :  No,  Sir ;  no  reply 
has  yet  been  received. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  On  the  very 
first  day  of  the  Session  the  right  hon. 
Gteutleman  promised  to  telegraph  for 
information-  Are  not  nine  days  an 
unusual  period  to  wait  forja  reply  from 
Calcutta  t 

Sir  J.  GORST  :  It  would  not  be  very 
difficult  to  get  a  reply  from  Calcutta, 
but  the  hon.  Member  must  recollect 
that  the  troops  engaged  in  the  Chin- 
Lushai  Expedition  are  a  long  way  from 
Calcutta,  and  some  time  must  necessarily 
elapse  in  receiving  a  reply  to  any 
communication . 

NATIONAL  POBTKAIT  GALLERY. 
Mr-  WHITMORE  (Chelsea):  I  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
whether  the  Government  has  succeeded 
in  acquiring  from  the  London  County 
Council  the  vacant  plot  of  land  at  Hem- 
raing's  Row ;  and,  if  so,  when  it  is 
intended  to  commence  the  building  of 
the  new  National  Portrait  Gallery? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plusket,  University  of 
Dublin)  :  The  Government  have  agreed 
to  purchase  from  the  London  County- 
Council  the  vacant  plot  of  land  at 
Hemming's  Row  for  £7,000,  and  Mr. 
Christian,  the  architect  appointed  by  the 
donor,  is  now  engf^ed  upon  plans  for  the 
j  new  National  Portrait  Gallery.  As  soon 
I  aa  those  plans  are  completed,  the  build- 
ing will  be  begun. 

THE  NAVY  ESTIUATE3. 
Mr,  watt  (Glasgow,  Camlachie)  :  I  . 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether  contracts  have  been 
concluded  for  the  total  sum  to  be  ex- 
pended under  the  Supplementary  Vote 
of  last  Session ;  and,  if  so,  whether,  and 
by  what  sum,  the  Estimates  have  been 
exceeded  owing  to  increased  coetfi  for 
wages  and  material 
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The  first  LORD  of  the  AD 
MIBALTY  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middle- 
sex, Eftlin)?):  By  Supplementary  Vote 
I  assame  the  lion.  Crentleman  means  the 
anm  of  £10,000,000  appropriated  to 
naval  purposes,  but  not  included  in  the 
annual  votes.  Contracts  for  the  whole 
of  that  sum  have  not  been  concluded. 
The  great  recent  rise  in  wages  and  price 
of  materials  has  affected  the  Estimates 
made  previous  to  that  rise,  but  no  eon- 
tracts  have  been  made  or  liabilities  in- 
curred in  excess  of  the  sum  alluded  to. 
If,  on  further  examination,  it  is  fonnd 
that  the  whole  of  the  work  and  suppliee. 
which  this  sum  of  £10,000,000  was  to 
cover  cannot  at  present  and  prospective 
prices  be  satisfactorily  completed,  it  will 
be  my  duty  to  make  to  the  HouBe  a 
furi;her  statement  on  the  subject.  A 
statement  of  all  the  contracts  made  foT 
the  hulls,  machinery,  and  guns  of  the 
ships  ordered  has  been  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  and  should  shortly 
be  circulated. 

NATIONAL    DEBT    REDUCTION. 

Mb.  HENRr  H.  FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton) ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chanoelbi 
o  f  the  Exchequer  whether  any  steps 
have  been  taken  to  rednce  the  interest 
on  the  portion  of  the  National  Debt, 
amounting  to  £13,045,000.  due  to  the 
Banks  of  England  and  Ireland  1 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Under'the  Act  of 
1844  the  debt  to  the  Baak  of  England 
(£11,015,100)  forms  parts  of  the  securi- 
ties against  which  the'  Bank  issues 
notes,  and  the  share  of  the  profits  pay- 
able to  the  Government  was  baa^d  on 
the  assumption  that  thes3  securities 
would  yield  3  per  cent.  Accordingly, 
so  long  as  ths  pressnt  agreement  is 
in  fofC3,  it  is  as  broad  as  it  is  long, 
whether  the  Bank  receive  3  per 
cent  interest  on  the  debt  in  question 
and  pays  into  the  Exchequer  somewhat 
more  in  respect  of  profits,  or  whether 
the  Bank  receives  a  lower  rate  of  in- 
terest on  the  debt  and  pays  into  the  Ex- 
chequer somewhat  less  in  respect  of 
profits.  But  the  remuneration  payable 
to  the  Bank  of  England  as  the  bankers 
of  the  Government  is  being  examined 
by  a  small  Committse  ;  and  the  question 
of  the  profits  derived  by  the  Bank  from 
its  issues,  and  accordingly  of  the  rate  of 
interest  payable  on  the  secnrities  held 
against  the  issaes,  will  naturally  be  in- 
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eluded.  The  debt  to  the  Bank  of  Ire- 
land (£2,630,769)  is  not  on  the  same, 
footing,  and  must  be  separate  lyoonsidBred, 
afterwards. 

Mb.  sexton  ;  Will  the  question  be 
separately  considered  immediately,  or 
left  to  an  indefinite  period ! 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  It  will  not  be  left  to 
an  indefinite  period,  but  some  time  will 
probably  be  necessary. 

IRELAND-CASE  OP  MR.  JOHN 
SLATTERT. 

Mr.  FLTNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  I  beg  toask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieute' 
nant  of  Ireland  if  he  can  state  whether,  in, 
the  case  of  Mr.  John  Slattery,  President 
of  the  South  of  Ireland  Cuttle  Trade 
Association,  who  was  sentenced  at  Cork 
on  Saturday  last,  by  Messrs.  Gardiner  and 
Redmond, Resident  Magistrates, toaterm. 
of  sis  months'  imprisonment  (in  default 
of  giving  bail)  on  a  charge  of  having: 
used  intimidation  towards  a  man  named 
Qninlan,  the  charge  was  brought  under 
the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act  or  under  the  Statute  of  Edward  III. ; 
and,  if  under  the  former,  under  what 
section  or  provision  of  the  Act ) 

•Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  understand 
that  the  charge  was  brought  under  tht> 
2nd  section  of  the  Criminal  Law  and  Pro- 
cedure (Ireland)  Act. 

Mb.  FLYNN  :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman quite  certain  that  there  is  power 
under  that  section  to  imprison  in  default 
of  giving  bail  1 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  believe  that 
the  question  is  likely  to  come  before  tho 
Superior  Courts. 

Mr.  mac  WEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  :  Is  tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  Messrs. 
Gardiner  and  Redmond  are  the  two  Resi- 
dent Magistrates  whose  decisions  have 
already  been  altered  by  the  Court  of  Ex- 
chequer, and  that  both  of  thosj  gentle- 
men are  cx-police  ofiicera  1 

Mr.  A.J.  BALFOUB:  The  question 
of  the  hOD.  Gentleman  has  not  the  most 
remote  connection  with  the  question  on 
the  Paper. 

Mr.  MAC  IfEILL  :  I  will  put  it  down 
for  to-morrow. 

PROSECUTION  OF  MR.  JOHN  KELLY. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  r  I 

beg    to  ask  the  Attorney  General    tor 

Ireland    is   it   the   fact   that  Mr.  John 


{COMMOKS) 


■Kelly,  having  been  arrested  mTippernry 
on  a  charge  of  conspiracy  to  compel  and 

-induce  the  tenants  of  Mr.  Smith-Barry    Fisheries,    relative  to  the  effect   of  the 
t  and  proposed    Shannon  Drainage 


copies  of   the    evidence  taken  last 

by     the     Inspectors  of    Irish 


not  to  pay  rent,  applied  for  particulars  o 

the  acts  alleged  against  him  to  the  Crown  Works  npon  the  fisheries  of  the  districl^ 

■Solicitor,  but  received  a  reply  from  Mr.  together   with    the    Inspector's    Report 

George  Bolton,  iG^noring'  altogether  this  thereon,  be   furnished   to  the   Limerick 

request,  and  merely  supplying  a  copy  of  Board  of  Fishery  Conservators  1 


the  charge;  whether  it  is  the  constant 
practice  of  the  Crown  to  supply  such  par-  i^^  f^^ 
ticnlars,  as  being  the  right  of  the  accused 
and  whether  he  has  sanctioned  thi 
refusal  of  Mr.  Kelly's  request  for  parti- 
calars  by  the  Crown  Solicitor  T 

Thb    attorney     general    for 


A.  J.  BALFOUR  :    Cople 


days. 


AGIURtAN  CRIME. 
Mb.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan, 


IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University  of    N.)  ;  I  beg;  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 


Dublin)  ;  I  have  inquired  into  the  facts 
of  this  case,  and  am  informed  that  in 
reply  to  a  kttsr  of  Mr.  Kelly  on  the  1 3th, 


Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
his  attention  lias  been  drawn  to  a  tabu- 
lated   statement    of    agrarian   < 


Mr,  Bolton  furnished  uest  day  a  full  !  Limerick,  Cork.  Clare,  and  Kerry,  from 
detail  of  the  chatge  against  the  accused,  1***^^  *"  ^^^^'  '"'*l'  '"ciusive,  which  was 
with  as  much  particularity  as  was  usual  i  pnhl'shed  m  the  Cork  ComlUutwn  of 
in  such  cases.     There  does  not  appear  t«    "^he  13th  instant ;    whether  he  can  say  if 


n  any  refusal  to  supply  any 
formation  to  which  the  accused  was  en- 
titled, or  any  departure  from  the  usual 
practice  of  the  Crown  in  such  cases. 

Mb.  M.IiEALT  {Cork)_:  Is  it  the  fact 
that  an  application  for  particulars  of  the    ""^ 
overt  acts  relied  upon  in  support  of  the 
charge  of  conspiracy  was  refused  1 

Mb.  madden  :  The  facts  are  these  : 
The  accused  person  was  arrested  on  a 
warrant.  He  asked  for  particulars,  and 
Mr.  Bolton  wrote  a  letter  giving  them. 

Mb.  M.  HEALY  :  Did  he  a.'^k  for 
p.irticulars  of  the  overt  acts  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  He  asked  for  parti- 
culars, and  received  a  letter  containing 
particulars  of  the  charge.  It  is  not  usual 
to  furnish  particulars  of  the  evidence  by 
which  the  charge  is  to  be  sustained. 
Had  he  asked  for  a  copy  of  the  informa- 
tion I  have  no  doubt  it  would  have  been 
furnished. 

Mh.  M.  HEALY  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  approve  of  the  refusal  of  the 
Crown  Solicitor  to  give  particulars  of  the 
overt  acts  charged ) 

Mr.  MADDEN:  It  is  not  usual  to  go 
beyond  whnt  Mr.  Bolton  did,  which  was 
to  furnish  full  particulars  of  the  chaise. 

SHANNON  DRAINAGE. 

Mr- WILLIAM  ABRAHAM(Limerick, 

W.)  :   I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to 

the   Lord  Lieutenant  of   Ireland  when 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy 


statement  has  been  furnished  from 
official  Rources  by  Divisional  Com- 
missiouer  Turner,  or  his  subordinates,  or 
by  liis  or  their  authority  ;  whether,  with 
a  view  to  testing  the  accuracy  of  the 
statement  that  i)3  evicted  farms  were 
by  new  tenants  in  the  counties 
above  named  during  the  year  1889,  he 
wiil  name  the  localities  in  which  the 
farms  alleged  to  be  so  taken  are  situated ; 
and,  whether  it  is  any  part  of  the  duties 
of  Divisional  Magistrates  or  their  subor- 
dinates to  supply  the  Press  with  statis- 
tics? 

Mr.  a.  J,  BALFOUR  :  The  Divisional 
Commissioner  informs  me  that  the 
tabular  statement  was  prepared  by  him- 
self personally,  from  figures  which  have 
been  officially  published  from  time  to 
time.  I  must  entirely  decline  to  parti- 
cularise evicted  farms  which  have  subse- 
quently been  taken.  It  is  no  part  of  the 
duty  of  Divisional  Commissioners  to 
furnish  statistics  to  the  Press ;  neither 
is  it  contrary  to  their  duty,  unless  such 
communications    are    injurious    to    the 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  arrange  to  instruct  the 
Officials  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland  to 
certify  information  of  this  kind  with  their 
names! 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not  think 
it  is  necessaiy  to  lay  down  any  general 
rule.     It  ia  not  the  practice. 
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HOMAN  CATHOLIC  POLICEMEN. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HBALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  complaints  have 
reached  of  the  manner  in  which  Sergeant 
Chase,  of  the  Dablin  Metropolitan  Police 
(mounted  force),  who  has  been  for  some 
time  Station  Sergeant  in  Kevin  Street, 
habitnallj  treats  the  Roman  Catholic 
members  of  the  force  over  whom  he  is  in 
command  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  six 
Roman  Catholics  have  had,  in  conse- 
quence, to  resign  their  positions  since 
his  appointment,  and  to  join  the  un- 
mounted force  again ;  that,  of  the  men 
appointed  to  fill  their  places,  three  were 
Protestants,  though,  by  right,  five  out  of 
the  six  should  have  been  Catholics  ;  and 
that,  on  the  29th  June  and  15th  August 
last,  two  holidays  in  the  Catholic  Church, 
the  men  under  Sergeant  Chase  were 
prevented  from  hearing  mass,  being 
at  an  early  hour  taken  to  Phoenix  Park 
and  drilled  there  on  those  days  ;  and, 
whether  steps  will  be  taken  to  remedy 
the  grievances  complained  of  by  the 
Catholic  policemen  under  Sergeant 
Chase's  command? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Commis- 
sioner- of  Police  reports  that  no  com- 
plaints have  ever  been  received  of  the 
nature  indicated  in  the  first  paragraph. 
Neither  is  it  the  case  that  the  men 
referred  to  as  resigning  their  position 
did  so  by  reason  of  any  action  on  the 
part  of  the  sergeant  mentioned.  They 
did  so  voluntarily,  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  promotion  in  the  unmounted 
service.  The  men  appointed  were  se- 
lected not  on  account  of  their  religion, 
but  because  that,  in  the  opinion  of  their 
officers,  they  were  the  fittest  for  the 
position.  The  officers  who  made  the 
selections  were,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  all 
Roman  Catholics.  The  allegations  as  to 
the  men  having  been  prevented  from 
hearing  Mass  is  equally  groundless. 

Mb.  M.  HEALY:  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  know  whether  the  men 
referred  to  were  unable  to  attend  mass  on 
the  occasion  in  question  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  believe  that 
BBBfis  is  celebrated  during  every  half- 
hovix  from  7  a.m.,  and  the  men  were  able 
to  attend  if  they  had  desired. 

Mb.  M.  HEALY :  The  allegation  is 
tiiai  <m  the  day  in  question  they  were 


removed  to  a  place  which  made  it  im- 
possible for  them  to  attend  mass. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  distinctly 
informed  that  the  men  could  have 
attended  mass  if  they  liked. 

THE  GLASGOW  SCHOOL  BOARD. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St.  Rol- 
lox)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  case  of  the  children  of  Mrs.  Bone 
(widow),  who,  although  they  have  been 
attending  Thomson  Street  School,  undor 
the  School  Board  for  Glasgow,  for  years, 
had,  a  fortnight  ago,  their  school  books 
taken  from  them  by  the  master,  and 
were  told  to  go  to  David  Street  School, 
which  is  much  further  from  their  resi- 
dence than  Thomson  Street  School; 
whether,  he  is  aware  that  Mrs.  Bone 
refused  to  send  the  children  to  David 
Street  School,  and  that  the  children 
were  kept  at  home ;  whether  the  children 
have  since  been  re-instated  in  Thomson 
Street  School ;  and,  if  so,  when,  and 
why ;  and  under  what  authority  the 
Glasgow  School  Board  acted  in  thus 
expelling  the  children  from  Thomson 
Street  School  ? 

*The  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson,  Buteshire) :  Since  receiving 
yesterday  notice  of  the  hon.  Member's 
question  the  Glasgow  School  Board  have 
been  communicated  with  on  the  case 
raised  therein.  My  information  is  that 
on  account  of  the  crowded  state  of 
Thomson  Street  School  the  master  was 
instructed  to  ascertain  which  children 
resided  nearer  to  other  schools  where 
there  miofht  be  room  for  them.  Under- 
standing  that  Mrs.  Bone  was  engaged  all 
day,  he  sent  a  message  by  one  of  the 
children  asking  whether  it  would  be 
aofre cable  to  her  to  send  them  to  the 
David  Street  School,  which,  I  am  in- 
formed, is  not  further  from  her  residence. 
He  asked  at  the  same  time  to  see  the 
books  of  one  of  the  children,  so  that  such 
new  books  as  might  be  necessary  might 
bo  supplied  to  them.  This  occurred  on 
Wednesday,  the  12th  of  February.  On 
Friday,  the  14th,  Mrs.  Bone  stated  that 
she  preferred  the  children  to  remain  in 
Thomson  Street  School,  and  they  have 
attended  there  since  that  day. 

WAR  OFFICE  CONTRACTS. 
Mr.  JAMES  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury, 
E.)  :     I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
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for    War    whether  an   order    for     500  assent  would  be  given  to  the  plan.      I 

bandoleers  was  given  to  Messrs.  Hobson  have  not  yet  received  the  Report  of  this 

and  Sons  ;  and,  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Committee, 
the   order,    either   whole   or   in  part,  is 

being  executed  by  Messrs.  Ross  and  Co.,  IRELAND-PRISON  TREATMENT  OF 

who  were  struck  off   the   List  of   Con-  MR.  M'HUGH. 

tractors  in  1888  ?  Mr.  PETER  MCDONALD  (SHgo,  N.)  : 

*Me.    E.    stanhope  :     The   answer  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 

to  the  first  question  is  in  the  negative.  I^rd  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 

In  any  such  contract  there  is  now  con-  is  aware  that,  after  the  removal  of  Mr. 

tained  a  clause  forbiddiDg  the  contractor  M*Hugh  from  Sligo  to  Tullamore  Prison 

to  sub-let  any  portion  of  his  contract.  last  week,  he  was  visited  by  Dr.  Mo<»r-. 

head,  who  found  him  suffering  from   a 

AUXILIARY  POSTMEN.  severe  cold,   and   who,  in  consequence, 

Mr.       CLNINGHAME      GRAHAM  ?^*^^  ^^  ^^^  "fP^^  Y^  *^*^  ^^  ^^^}^ 

(Lanark,  N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post-  ^   ^^"^^^"f,     ^  /    [^^^    f,^.^    ^^*^^ 

^      i^      n          1      u  j-f             -T             X  warmed  cell;  and,  whether  this  recom- 

master  (jeneral  whether  auxiliary  post-  j  , .      i       i                •  j       x  « 

1  J  r  ^  J.  o  o A  mendation  has  been  carried  out  i 
men  are  employed  from  4  to  8.30  am.  »,,  .  t  -d  a  t  T:'r^TTT>  m.  n  ^ 
A^  Qi.  TO  OA  r  i.1.  £  'Mr.  A.  J.  BALl^OUR:  The  General 
and  from  8  to  12.30  p.m.  for  the  sum  of  ^^  .  ^  ,  j.  xi  x  -xi.  xi 
1 «  c J  f  u  ';\  £  £  J  I-  ir  Prisons  tJoard  report  that,  with  the  ex- 
Is.  bd.  for  each  period  of  four  and  a  half  , .  j.  ,,  r  x  xi.  x  A  -xr  i  i 
1           ^                ^  ception  of  the   fact   that   Dr.  Moorhead 

*^ir    V.  i  xT^T^o     mi                            .,.  visited  the  prisoner,  the  allegations  in  the 

*Mr.  RAIKES  :  There  are  no  auxiliary  question  are  without  foundation, 
postmen  employed  from  4  to  8.30  a.m. 

and  from  8  a.m.  to  12.30  p.m.  fm*  the  mK.  CLIFFORD  LLOYD, 
payment  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member.  gi^  GEORGE  CAMPBELL:  I  beg* 
AuxiHary  postmen  employed  at  night  or  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
early  morning  would  receive  wages  of  chequer  whether,  under  the  new  rules 
from  lis.  to  12s.  a  week.  Besides  regarding  medical  certificates  and  pen- 
this,  they  are  provided  with  uniform  gions,  a  man  can  still  take  up  or  put 
clothing  and  free  medical  attendance  aside  a  medical  certificate  as  suits  him ; 
whilst  on  duty.  It  is,  however,  a  rule  of  for  instance,  whether  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd, 
the  Department  to  employ  as  auxiliaries  ^i^q  got  a  medical  certificate  of  incapacity 
such  persons  only  as  have  some  private  after  service  in  Ireland,  but  instead  cf 
business  or  other  means  of  livelihood.  ^jgjng  it  accepted  other  employment,  and 

ryr^T  rM^ir^r  orrz-^/^rro  ^^  allowcd  to  go  back  upou  his  mcdical 

certincate  and  get  a  pension  when  he 
Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk-  desired  to  do  so,  having  now  again  Lieen 
caldy) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  employed  by  the  Foreign  Office,  drops 
Exchequer  if  there  is  any  foundation  for  i^is  claim  to  a  medical  pension  and  will 
the  report  that  Her  Majesty's  Government,  j^ave  to  make  fresh  application  with 
departing  from  their  resolution  of  fresh  certificate  if  he  desires  to  return  to 
previous  years,  are  now  preparing  a  the  position  of  an  incapacitated  pen- 
measure  to  enable  trustees  to  invest  in  gioner? 

Colonial  Stocks,  although  they  could  not  #Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  No  ;  neither  under 

do  so  under  their  trust  deeds?  the  new  nor  the  old  rules  could  a  man 

*Mr.    GOSCHEN  :    The   hon.  Baronet  take  up  or  put  aside  a  medical  certificate 

will  remember  the  discussions  that  took  as  suited  him.     If  the   health  of  a  civil 

place  in  this  House  and  elsewhere  on  the  servant  is  sufficiently  restored  to  permit 

subject,  and  in  what  degree  the  question  of  his  re-  employment,  it  is  the  duty  of 

of  enabling  trustees  to  invest  in  Colonial  the  Government  to  appoint  him  to  the 

Stocks  has  been  pressed  upon  the  House  first  available  vacant  office  for  which  he 

and  the  Government.     When  the  clause  is  qualified,  and  thus  to  save  the  whole 

conferring  this  power  upon  trustees  was  or  a  part  of  his  pension.     If  the  second 

withdrawn  from  the  Trustee  Bill,  I  made  office  is  of  not  less  value  than  the  first 

an  engagement  with   the  Agents  of  the  the  pension  ceases  altogether.     ]f  it  is  of 

colonies  that  a  Committee,  in  which  they  less  value,  only  so  much  of  the  pension 

should    be    represented,   should  be   ap-  is  paid  as  makes  equal  the  value  of  the 

pointed  to  consider  under  what  conditions  two  offices.     Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  has  been 
Mr.  James  Eowlands 
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appointed  to  an  office  in  the  permanent 
Civil  Service  of  equal  value  to  that  from 
which  he  'was  formerly  retired  on  a 
medical  certificate.  He  can  only  again 
become  entitled  to  any  retired  allow- 
ance— (1)  By  serving  until  he  has  com- 
pleted 60  years  of  age  ;  C2)  or  on  the 
production  of  a  further  medical  certifi- 
cate that  he  has  become  incapable  from 
infirmity  of  discharging  the  duties  of  his 
office ;  (3)  by  the  abolition  of  his  office. 

THE  MURDER  OP  JAMES  DALY. 

Mr.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  (Queen's 
County,  Ossory)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  it  is  true  that  Dennis  Con- 
nell,  who  has  been  tried  four  times  fof 
the  murder  of  James  Daly,  and  who  was 
to  have  been  tried  for  the  fifth  time  at 
Maryborough  next  month,  has  been 
released,  and  sent  out  of  the  country  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  is  the  case 
that  Council  has  been  released  and  has 
left  the  country.  On  the  advice  of  his 
legal  advisers  he  made  application  to  the 
Government  in  this  behalf,  at  the  same 
time  undertaking  if  released  to  leave  the 
country  and  not  return  thereto.  This 
application,  after  careful  consideration  by 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  was 
acceded  to 

Mr.  ALFRED  PEASE  (York)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  attsn- 
tion  has  been  called  to  the  case  of  a  young 
mau  named  Dennis  Connell,  who  was 
tried  before  a  special  jury  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act  at  the  lasb  Assizes  held  at  Tullamore, 
in  King's  County,  for  the  murder  of  one 
Dennis  Daly,  at  Ballyknock,  County 
Kerry,  on  22nd  November,  1888,  for 
which  murder  a  man  named  Hickey  had 
already  been  tried,  found  guilty,  and 
hanged,  and  in  whose  case  the  jury  dis- 
agreed; if  it  is  true  that  this  same 
Dennis  Connell  had  been  already  tried 
on  this  same  capital  charge  on  three 
previous  occasions,  on  each  of  which  the 
jury  had  been  unable  to  agree  upon  a 
verdict ;  whether  in  each  instance  the 
venue  was  removed  from  the  county  in 
which  the  murder  took  place,  and  the 
jury,  a  special  one,  empannelled  under 
the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act ;  if  it  is  a  fact  that  at  the 
tliird  trial  41  Catholic  jurors,  and  at  the 
fourth  trial   47    Catholic  jurors,   were 


ordered  to  stand  aside  by  the  Crown, 
and  that  on  both  these  occasions  the 
prisoner  was  tried  by  a  jury  exclusively 
Protestant ;  and  if  the  newspapers  are 
correct  in  stating  that  after  being  tried 
for  the  fourth  time,  and  the  jury  being 
unable  to  agree  upon  a  verdict,  the 
prisoner  was  ordered  back  by  Mr.  Justice 
O'Brien  to  stand  his  trial  for  a  fifth  time 
at  the  next  Assizes  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  My  answer  to 
paragraphs  1,  2,  3,  and  4  of  the  question 
are  in  the  affirmative.  I  have  no  in- 
formation as  to  the  religion  of  the 
jurors. 

Mr.  SEXTON"  :  Do  the  Crown  make 
inquiry,  or  do  they  abstain  from  making 
it  ?  Are  not  the  lists  in  the  hands  of 
the  Crown  Agent,  marked  so  as  to  indi- 
cate the  religion  of  every  juror? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
intimately  acquainted  with  the  process 
to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  refers. 
Perhaps  he  will  be  good  enough  to  give 
notice  of  the  question. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING— BOATS. 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.  R., 
Holderness)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  the 
various  descriptions  of  boats  sanctioned 
by  the  Committee  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
under  the  Merchant  Shipping  (Life 
Saving  Appliances)  Act  of  1888,  have 
been  submitted  to  any  practical  test ; 
and,  whether  the  rules  made  by  the 
Board  of  Trade,  as  to  the  number  of 
persons  which  may  be  carried  by  these 
boats,  are  founded  upon  any  such  test  1 

*Mr. HOWARD  VINCENT:  Before  my 
right  hon.  Friend  answers  this  question, 
I  should  like  to  ask  him  if  it  is  true  that 
the  enforcement  of  the  rules  under  the 
Saving  Life  at  Sea  Act,  1888,  have  been 
postponed  by  the  Board  of  Trade  until 
June,  and  if  it  is  well  understood  that 
they  will  not  be  longer  delayed  1 

♦The  president  op  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  It  is  true  that  the  rules 
in  question  have  been  delayed  in  order 
to  refer  a  point  raised  to  the  Committee. 
I  hope  it  may  not  be  necessary  to  further 
postpone  them,  and  as  far  as  it  depends 
upon  me  it  shall  not  be  done.  In  reply 
to  the  quesfcion  of  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend,  I  have  to  say  that  in  one  case 
only  has  it  been  found  necessary  to  sub- 
mit to  a  practical  test  the  various  de- 
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scriptions  of  boats  referred  to  in  the 
rules  founded  upon  the  Report  of  the  Life 
Saving  Appliances  Committee,  as  in 
the  other  cases  no  new  principle  or 
method  of  construction  was  involved. 
The  rules  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
upon  the  Report  of  the  Committee  as  to 
the  numbers  of  persons  which  may  be 
carried  by  these  boats  have  not  been 
founded  upon,  any  such  tests,  but  are 
founded  on  the  advice  of  the  Committee, 
who  are  practically  acquainted  with  the 
subject. 

IRELAND— KILKENNY  COUNTY 
INFIRMARY. 

Mr.  MARUM  (Kilkenny,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  recent 
proceedings  of  the  Governors  of  the 
Kilkenny  County  Infirmary,  and  to  a 
letter  from  the  Bishop  of  Ossory,  dated 
12th  February,  1890,  in  which  he 
deprecates  the  intention  of  the  Governors 
to  place  the  nursing  of  the  infirmary  in 
the  hands  of  the  Protestant  Nursing 
Insfcibution  of  Baggot  Street,  Dublin ; 
and  whether  he  will  take  steps  to 
prevent  any  interference  with  the  non- 
sectarian  character  of  this  infirmary  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Perhaps  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  be  good  enough  to 
postpone  the  question  for  a  day  or  two, 
until  I  am  able  to  make  the  necessary 
inquiries. 

THE  GENERAL  DRAINAGE  CODE    OF 

IRELAND. 

Mr.  MARUM  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  the  unsatisfactory  condition 
of  the  General  Drainage  Code  of  Ireland  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  in  the  Sessions 
of  1883,  1884,  and  1885,  Bills  were 
introduced,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Government,  for  the  Improvement  of 
Landed  Property,  and  for  the  Drainage 
of  Land  in  Ireland  ;  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  statement 
contained  in  the  Report  in  1887  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Irish  Public 
Works,  that  "confusion  reigns  in  Ire- 
land "  in  reference  to  river  and  arterial 
drainage,  and  to  the  valuable  recommen- 
ditious  of  the  Commissioners  as  to  legis- 
lation ;  and  whether,  inasmuch  as  cer- 
tain local  Drainage  Bills  have  been 
Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach 


brought  in  successively  for  the  past  two 
Sessions,  but  have  been  objected  to  for 
local  reasons,  *or  by  local  parties,  the 
Government,  in  view  of  the  foregoing, 
are  prepared  to  bring  in,  early  this 
Session,  a  general  drainage  measure,  to 
consolidate  and  amend  the  existing 
Drainage  Code,  and  based  upon  the  lines 
of  the  Irish  Light  Railways  Bill,  or 
otherwise  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  rightly  points  out  that  the  protracted 
opposition  which  the  Government  pro- 
posals for  arterial  drainage  have  met 
with  in  past  Sessions  has  prevented  them 
from  becoming  operative.  I  fear  that 
if  the  still  larger  .proposals  of  the  hon. 
Member  were  entertained  even  greater 
opposition  might  be  anticipated. 

THE  TECHNICAL  INSTRUCTION  ACT. 
Sir  henry  ROSCOE  (Manchester, 
S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether,  in  view  of  divergence  of 
opinion  expressed  in  the  country  as  to 
the  working  of  the  provisions  of  "The 
Technical  Instruction  Act,  1889,"  es- 
pecially with  reference  to  the  powers  of 
the  Department  of  Science  and  Art,  he 
will  undertake  to  publish  a  statement  of 
those  powers  ;  and,  whether  the  powers 
thus  conferred  interfere  with  the  action 
of  the  local  authorities ;  and,  if  so,  to 
what  extent  ? 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northamptonshire, 
E.)  :  Is  it  the  fact  that  the  Education 
Department  decline  to  give  any  interpre- 
tation of  the  Act  ? 

*SiR  W.  HART  DYKE:  The  powers 
of  the  Department  of  Science  and  Art 
under  the  Technical  Instruction  Act  are 
so  very  limited  and  are  so  clearly  defined 
that  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  the 
divergence  of  opinion  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers.  But  if  he  will  be  so 
good  as  to  inform  me  of  the  specific 
points  with  regard  to  which  it  exists  I 
will  see  whether  a  statement  of  those 
powers  can  be  prepared.  Local  institu- 
tions have  the  right  of  appeal  to  the 
Department  under  certain  circumstances 
if  they  consider  themselves  unfairly  used 
by  the  local  authority ;  and  the  latter 
cannot  grant  aid  to  subjects  of  instruction 
other  than  those  contained  in  the  Science 
and  Art  Directory,  except  in  a  Minute 
sanctioning  the  same,  made  on  the  repre- 
sentation of  the  local  authority  by  the 
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'  Department  and  laid  before  Parliament. 
But  as  this  is  a  protection  to  the  local 
authority  by  affording  it  an  authoritative 
interpretation  in  a  matter  which  would 
otherwise  rest  with  the  auditor  and  the 
Ijaw  Courts,  it  can  scarcely  be  called  a 
power  of  interference. 

THE  SALFOED  GAS  FRAUDS. 

Mb.  HOWORTH  (Salford,  S.)  :  I  b^ 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  Mr.  Ellis 
Lever,  against  whom  an  action  is  pend' 
ing  for  corrupting  the  late  Gas  Manner 
of  Salford  by  offering  him  bribes,  has 
been  permitted  to  have  a  private  inter- 
view with  that  person  while  in  prison ; 
and  if  such  permission  is  in  accordance 
with  the  Prison  Rules  I 

M:B.MATrHKWS:  Yes,  Sir;  the  Prison 
Commissioners  granted  an  order  to  a 
solicitor,  Mr,  Godfrey  Rhodes,  and  his 
client,  Mr.  Lever,  to  visit  Hunter  in 
prison,  a  representation  having  been 
made  to  them  in  writing  by  the  solicitor 
that  the  prisoner  was  a  material  witness 
for  the  defendant  in  the  action,  and  that 
the  visit  was  necessary  in  the  interests 
of  justice.  I  am  informed  that  the 
permission  was  in  accordance  with  the 
Prison  Enles. 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E  )  : 
Is  tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that 
no  charge  of  corruption  lias  been  made 
against  Mr.  Lever,  except  by  the  man 
Hauler,  who  is  now  in  gaol  ?  Does  not 
the  charge,  at  the  present  moment, 
absolutely  rest  on  the  statement  made  by 
Hunter  1 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  not 
received  any  evidence  in  regard  to  Mr. 
Lever  which  enables  me  to  answer  that 
question  oShand. 

IBELAND-TUB  DUBLIN  HOSPITALS 
BILL. 
Mb-  sexton  :  I  had  intended  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  t!io  Treasury  wliether 
the  obstacle  wliich  prevented  the  passing 
of  the  Dublin  Hospitals  Bill  lastyearhas 
been  since  disposed  of  liy  the  Treasury  ; 
and  whether  the  pledge  to  re-introduce 
the  Bill  will  be  fulfilled  at  such  a  time 
as  to  allow  of  careful  cons idt 'ration  of  the 
details  of  the  measure  ;  but  ut  the  re- 
quest of  the  Minist',;r  to  whom  the 
question  is  iiddr.jsscd  I  beg  to  postpone 
it  nnt0  l^ureday  next. 


FISHERY  PIER  IN  GALWAY  BAY. 

Mb.  PAULTON  (Durham,  Bishop 
Auckland) :  I  beg  to  a.sk  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lient3nant  of 
Ireland  whether  liis  attention  has  b  tn 
drawn  to  a  letter  from  Mr.  F.  Coinj  n, 
published  in  the  Pal/  Mall  Gazette, 
offering  a  site,  building  material,  ifec.,  for 
the  construction  of  a  fishery  pier  in  a 
suitable  part  of  Galway  Bay,  possesiii  g 
great  natural  advantages  for  the  develop- 
ment of  the  fishing  industry ;  ai  d 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  ascariain  if 
the  facts  are  aa  stated  in  the  lutter ; 
and,  if  snch  should  prove  to  be  thi  i  is'', 
whether  he  will  consider  the  advisaliiiih- 
of  affording  every  assistance  in  the  power 
of  the  Government  to  carry  out  such  a 
scheme  by  suitable  means  for  the 
benefit  of  the  poor  and  industrial  popula- 
tion of  that  district  i* 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  shall  take 
steps  to  inquire  as  to  the  facte  of  the 
case.  If  the  scheme  be  found  desirable, 
I  shall  be  glad  to  consider  what  power  the 
Government  have  to  promote  it. 

CAIlKTAKEIiS. 

Sir  GEORGE  TRRVKLYAN  (Glas- 
gow, Hridgeton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  how  many  tenants  have  been 
turned  into  caretakers  by  notice  of 
ejectment ;  and  whether  the  Govern- 
ment have  the  means  of  ascertaining 
how  many  of  that  number  have  been 
re-instated  as  tenants  t 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  does  not  specify  any 
period  for  wliich  he  desires  the  infor- 
mation alluded  to  in  the  question.  I  may, 
however,  point  out  that  the  Government 
present  to  Parliament  Quarterly  Returns 
of  the  eviction  notices  filed  in  Courts 
under  Section  7  of  the  Land  Iaw  (Ire- 
land) Act,  1887,  the  last  such  Returns 
beiuE;  for  the  quarters  ended  September 
.30  and  December  .11,  1889,  presented  on 
February  1^.  As  regards  the  number 
of  actual  evictions  which  follow  the 
serving  of  such  eviction  notices,  the 
fullest  information  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Government  is  likewise  presented  quar- 
terly to  Parliament,  and  is  now  l.eforo 
the  House  up  to  December  31  last. 
Returns  f"r  that  and  the  previous  Sep- 
tember quarter  having  been  also  pre- 
sented on  February  12. 
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Sib  G.  TREVELYAN:  I  am  sure 
it  is  likely  that  the  Government  are  unable 
to  give  this  information ;  but,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  aware,  there  are  a  good 
many  Gentlemen  of  both  ways  of 
thinking  in  this  House  who  are 
extremely  anxious  to  have  information 
as  to  how  many  tenants  have  been  turned 
into  caretakers  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  quite 
understand  the  object  of  the  right  hon. 
G^entleman;  but  I  do  not  think  it  possible 
to  give  the  information  without  entailing 
a  large  amount  of  labour. 

INFLUENZA  IN  THE  NAVY. 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL  HUGESSEN 
(Rochester)  :  At  the  request  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  I  beg  to  postpone 
until  Monday  a  question,  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  statement 
which  recently  appeared  in  a  naval  and 
military  journal,  to  the  effect 

*'  That  a  sailor  was  lately  taken  from  one  o 
the  ships  at  Sheerness  safFering  from  influenza » 
that  the  next  day  he  was  sent  in  a  tug  to 
Chatham  Hospital,  a  two  hours*  journey  ;  that 
on  the  following  day  he  died ;  " 

and,  if  this  be  true,  whether  he  will 
take  steps  to  insure  that  in  the  future 
such  cases  shall  be  treated  in  the  locality 
where  they  occur  ? 

LABOUR  CONFERENCES. 

Mb.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  if  the  Government 
has  now  determined  to  allow  the  British 
Delegates  to  discuss  the  International 
Regulation  of  the  Hours  of  Labour  at 
either  the  Berne  or  Berlin  Conferences  ? 

*SiB  J.  FERGUSSON  :  Her  Majesty^s 
Government  have  not  yet  replied  to  the 
invitations  addressed  to  them  by  the 
German  and  Swiss  Governments;  and 
until  those  replies  have  been  received 
it  would  not  be  proper. to  state  their 
purport. 

*Mb.  C.  GRAHAM  :  May  I  ask  whether 
hon.  Members  will  have  to  wait  any 
long  time  for  information  ? 

*SiB  J.  FERGUSSON :  No ;  I  think 
not. 

CHARITY  COMMISSION— SUTCOMBE. 

Viscount      EBRINGTON       (Devon, 

Tavistock)  :     I    beg    to    ask    the    hon. 

Member  for  the   Penrith  Division  (Mr. 

J.  W.  Lowther)  whether  the  Trustees  of 


the  Sutcombe  Charity  lands  invited 
tenders  for  them  in  one  or  more  lots ; 
whether  a  carpenter  in  the  villag^e 
tendered  for  tliree  lots,  comprising  10 
acres  in  all ;  and  three  other  cottagers 
for  the  remaining  14  acres ;  whether 
these  applications,  as  well  as  subsequent 
ones,  for  allotments  were  all  refused,  and 
the  land  let  in  one  lot  to  a  tenant  of  one 
of  the  Trustees  for  less  money  than  the 
aggregate  rent  offered  by  the  cottagers ; 
and  whether,  looking  to  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners will  use  their  influence  with  the 
Trustees  to  make  provision  in  some  way 
for  letting  land  or  allotments  to  these 
men? 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith)  :  The  answer  to  the  first  para- 
graph is  in  the  aflirmative.  The  infor- 
mation before  the  Commissioners  relating 
to  the  second  and  third  paragraphs  is 
incomplete;  but  it  appears  that  on  the 
25th  of  November,  1889,  application  was 
made  to  the  Trustees  by  12  men,  includ- 
ing certain  labourers,  for  allotments ;  but 
a  tender  for  the  whole  land  had  been 
accepted  by  the  Trustees  on  the  1st  of 
that  month.  In  reply  to  the  last  para- 
graph, a  local  inquiiy  into  the  general 
administration  of  the  Charity  will  shortly 
be  held  by  an  Inspector,  who  will  be 
directed  to  include  in  his  inquiry  the 
question  of  what  provision  exists  or  can 
be  made  at  Sutcombe  for  letting  land  or 
allotments. 

Viscount  EBRINGTON  :  When  will 
the  Report  bo  presented  H 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHER:  I  think  it 
will  be  made  very  shortly ;  at  all  events 
before  Lady  Day  next,  which  is  the  time 
the  tenant  takes  possession. 

FEE- PAYING  (SCOTLAND )  SCHOOLS. 

Mb.  CALDWELL  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Lord  Advocate  whether  the  Govern- 
ment consents  to  the  Address  for  the 
Return,  Fee-Paying  (Scotland)  Schools ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  the  Government 
would  endeavour  to  have  the  Return  in 
the  hands  of  Members  prior  to  the  expiry 
of  the  period  allowed  for  the  Education 
(Scotland)  Code  lying  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House,  before  becoming  final  ? 

*Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  We  are 
prepared  to  consent  to  the  Address  for 
the  Return,  so  far  as  it  relates  to  the 
name  of  each  School  Board,  in  whose 
district  a  school  or  schools  have  been 
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sanctioned  in  whicli  fees  may  be  charged 
in  any  or  all  of  the  standards  ;  the  name 
of  each  school  so  sanctioned ;  and  the 
scale  of  fees  charged  in  each.  We  are 
also  prepared  to  give  the  average  attend- 
ance at  each  of  snch  schools  at  the  date 
of  the  last  Return  in  the  possession  of 
the  Department.  But  we  are  unable  to 
give  the  average  attendance  of  the 
infants  and  each  standard  separately,  or 
the  average  attendance  for  the  special 
four  weeks  referred  to.  The  Depart- 
ment does  not  possess  this  information ; 
and  it  would  not  only  involve  much 
labour,  which  my  Lords  do  not  feel 
themselves  justified  in  imposing  upon 
the  stafE  of  the  schools,  but  might  be 
misleading,  as  it  would  be  based  upon 
the  Returns  for  an  insufiicient  period. 
I  must  also  point  out  that  it  would  be 
impossible  that  the  Return  could  be  in 
the  hands  of  Members  within  the  period 
during  which  the  Code  must  lie  upon  the 
Table,  if  it  were  delayed  for  these 
statistics. 

CROFTER  COLONISTS. 

Mr.  SETON-KARR  (St.  Helen's)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  what 
Report  he  has  received  of  the  condition 
and  prosperity  of  the  Crofter  Colonists 
sent  out  with  Government  aid  last 
spring  to  Western  Canada  ;  whether  any, 
and,  if  so,  what  amount  of  the  XI 0,000 
voted  last  Session  for  this  purpose 
remains  unexpended  ;  and  if  it  is  pro- 
posed to  send  out  any  more  crofter 
families  this  spring  to  Western  Canada  ? 

*Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  I  am 
informed  that  a  Report  has  been  received 
which  will  be  submitted  to  an  early 
meeting  of  the  Colonization  Board,  the 
general  purport  of  which  is  that  the 
families  are  comfortably  housed  and  have 
more  or  less  land  ready  for  crop.  A 
small  balance  of  the  money  voted  last 
Session  remains  unexpended ;  but  until 
the  accounts  are  fully  made  up  it  is 
impossible  to  say  what  it  amounts  to. 
It  is  not  proposed  to  send  out  any  more 
families  this  spring,  and  no  steps  in  this 
direction  will  be  taken  until  the  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
State-aid^d  emigration  have  issued  their 
Report. 

♦Mr.  SETON-K  ARR  :  When  will  the 
Colonisation  Committee  be  re -appointed  T 

*Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  I  am  not 
in  a  position  to  say. 


THE  SOUTHERN  RAILWAY 
COMPANIES. 
Mr.  BAUMANN  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  why  the  Southern 
Railway  Companies  have  not  complied 
with  the  Order  of  the  House  to  furnish 
a  Return  of  the  running  of  their  pas- 
senger trains  for  the  year  ending  June, 
1889,  but  have  only  presented  a  Return 
for  three  months  ;  and  from  what  sources 
the  Returns  have  been  compiled  ? 

*SiR  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  In  the  cor- 
respondence appended  to  the  R«tum  on 
this  subject  the  Southern  Companies 
have  given  explanations  as  regards  their 
not  having  fully  complied  with  the 
terms  of  the  Order.  The  compilation  of 
the  Returns  has  rested  with  the  Com- 
panies, who  are  solely  responsible  for  the 
information  given. 

Mr.  BAUMANN :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  produce  all  the  correspon- 
dence which  has  passed  between  the 
Board  of  Trade  and  the  Railway  Com- 
panies in  reference  to  the  matter  ? 

*SiR  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  If  my  hon. 
Friend  will  give  me  notice,  I  daresay  I 
shall  be  able  to  do  so. 

PROSECUTION   OF  A  SURGEON  AT 
WARWICK. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wolver- 

hampton,  E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney 

General  whether  his  attention  has  been 

called  to  the  trial  on  the  20th  December, 

1889,    at    Warwick,    of    a    surgeon   in 

Birmingham  for  manslaughter ;  whether 

it  is  correct   that  the  jury  acquitted  the 

prisoner  without    hearing   the   defence, 

and  that  Mr.  Justice  Wills  stated — 

**  I  think  that  this  is  a  very  harsh  prosecu- 
tion. I  cannot  help  feeling  that  very  hard 
measare  hsw  heen  dealt  out  to  this  man. 
Everything  has  heen  pushed  against  him  in  a 
fashion  and  spirit  which  makes  it  difficult  for 
me  to  speak  quite  calmly  ahout  it.  There  was 
no  reasonahle  case  against  him,  and,  in  order  to 
mark  my  sense  of  these  proceedings,  I  shall 
disallow  the  costs  of  the  prosecution ;  '* 

whether  it  is  correct  that  the  prosecuting 
counsel  stated  that  he  had  himself 

**  Formed  a  strong  opinion  ahout  the  case, 
and  had  made  that  opinion  known  to  the 
Treasury ; " 

whether  this  prosecution  was  instituted 
by  the  Director  of  Public  Prosecutions  ; 
and  out  of  what  funds  will  the  costs  of 
the  prosecution,  which  the  Judge  dis- 
allowed, be  paid? 
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The  ATTORI^Y  GENERAL  (Sir  R. 
Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) :  My  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  trial  in  question, 
and  I  have  carefully  considered  the  whole 
cass.  I  believe  the  words  quoted  are  a 
correct  report  of  the  observations  attri- 
buted to  Mr.  Justice  Wills  and  the 
junior  prosecuting  counsel  ;  but  the 
learned  counsel,  as  he  has  since  frankly 
admitted  to  me,  was  mistaken  as  to  his 
having  communicated  to  the  Director  of 
Public  Prosecutions  the  opinion  he  had 
formed.  The  case  was  one  of  a  charge 
against  a  medical  man  for  causing  the 
death  of  a  woman  in.  humble  circum- 
stances, and  the  Coroner's  Jury  had 
found  a  verdict  of  manslaughter.  The 
prosecution  was  undertaken  by  the  Direc- 
tor of  Public  Prosecutions,  who  acted 
throughout  under  the  advice  of  two 
members  of  the  Midland  Circuit  of  great 
experience  in  criminal  cases.  Having 
considered  the  depositions,  I  am  of  opinion 
that,  as  the  Grand  Jury  had  found  a  true 
Bill,  the  Director  was  right  in  presenting 
the  case  for  trial.  Certainly  the  responsi- 
bility, if  any,  rested  with  the  learned 
counsel  and  not  with  him.  I  am  informed 
that,  had  the  Grand  Jury  thrown  out  the 
Bill,  it  was  not  intended  to  offer  any  evi- 
dence in  support  of  the  Coroner's  inquisi- 
tion. The  costs  of  the  prosecution,  which 
the  Judge  disallowed,  will  be  paid  out  of 
the  Vote  for  the  expenses  of  the  Public 
Prosecutor. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  :  Will  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  give  the  House  an 
assurance,  as  one  of  the  principal  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown,  that  he  vnll  do  all 
he  can  to  check  and  discountenance  all 
distinctions  between  the  English  and 
L'ish  Law  Procedure? 

*Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  !  That 
is  not  a  question  which  arises  out  of  the 
answer. 

PUBLIC  TRUSTEES. 

Mr.  WARMINGTON  (Monmouth,  W.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  tlie  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  the  Government  in- 
tend to  re-introduce  a  Bill  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  an  Official  or  Public  Trustee ; 
and  whether  the  Government  will  move 
for  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee 
to  which  can  be  referred  the  Bill  of  the 
Government  when  introduced,  and  also 
the  Bills  introduced  by  private  Members 
for  the  same  or  similar  purposes  ? 


♦TheFIRST  lord  of  the  TRBASUEY 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  Westminster) : 
The  Government  intend  to  re-introdaoe 
the  Bill  for  the  appointment  of  a  Public 
Trustee.  The  Bill  will  be  introduced  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor  in  another  place  ; 
and  when  it  comes  down  to  this  House 
the  Government  will  decide  how  to  pro- 
ceed with  it,  endeavouring  to  ascertain 
the  general  sense  of  the  House  on  the 
question. 

THE  LAND  PURCHASE  (IRELAND) 
ACTS— ADVANCES. 

Mr.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottingham, Rnsh- 
cliffe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  what  were  the  total  sums 
applied  for  and  sanctioned  as  advances 
under  the  Land  Purchase  (Ireland)  Acts, 
1885  and  1888,  up  to  the  Slst  January, 
1890? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  total  sums 

applied  for  and  sanctioned  as  advances 

under  the  Land  Purchase  (Ireland)  Acts, 
1885  and  1888,  up  to  January  31,  1890, 
were   £8,302,659    and  £6,575,636    re- 

spectively. 

THE   CONSOLIDATION  OF  THE 

STATUTE  LAW. 

Mr.    HOWELL:    I   beg  to    ask  the 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether,  in 

view   of   the     publication    of   a   revised 

edition  of  the  Statutes,  and  the 
desirability  of  there  being  a  reduction  in 
bulk  of  the  "  Statutes  in  force,*'  the 
Government  will  consent  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee,  to  confer 
with  the  Statute  Law  Committee  as  to 
the  practicability  of  further  consolidating 
the  Statute  Law,  and  of  repealing  old, 
virtually  obsolete,  and  spent  Statutes, 
and  thus  purge  the  Statute  Book  of  such 
matter  as  may  be  deemed  to  be  no  longer 
needed  in  a  collection  of  the  Statutes  ? 

Mr.    W.    H.    SMITH:    I    luive    com- 

municat<>d  with  the  Statute  Law  Revision 

Committee,  and  with  the   permission  of 

the  House  I  will  read  a  letter  I  have  this 
afternoon  received  from  the  Chairman, 
Lord  Tliriug,  who  is  well  known  to  hon. 
and  rioflit  hon.  Members  as  the  able  and 
conscientious  draftsman  to  successive 
Governments,  and  who  now  gives  hig 
valuable  services  to  the  Revision  Com- 
mittee,    The  letter  is  as  follows  : — 
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*'  On  behalf  of  the  Statute  Law  Committee, 
I  beg  to  thank  you  for  having  afforded  us  the 
opportunity  of  considering  the  subject  of  Mr. 
Howell's  question  to  the  Government. 

**  We  welcome  most  heartily  the  prospect  of 
the  encouragement  and  assistance  which  would 
be  afforded  by  the  appointment  of  a  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons  to  deal  with  the 
subjects  upon  which  we  have  laboured  ;  and  we 
should  be  very  glad  to  learn  that  there  would 
be  submitted  to  them  the  Bills  whose  prepara- 
tion we  have  advised  and  superintended,  and 
the  passing  of  which  would  enhance  so  greatly 
the  value  of  the  new  edition  of  the  revised 
Statutes  now  making  rapid  progress. 

**  Such  a  manifestation  of  the  desire  of  the 
House  that  the  several  Bills  (as  well  for  the 
repeal  of  obsolete  enactments  as  for  the  con- 
solidation of  scattered  Statutes)  which  have 
been  prepared  for  the  different  Departments  of 
the  Government  should  be  presented  without 
delay  and  referred  to  the  proposed  Committee 
would  be  of  inestimable  value  in  furthering  the 
work,  and  the  Bills  would  return  to  the  House 
after  examination  by  that  Committee  with  an 
authority  which  we  cannot  claim  for  our  un- 
assisted labours. 

*'  I  have  only  to  add  that  my  own  services 
and  those  of  the  other  members  of  the  body  of 
which  I  am  Chairman  will  be  entirely  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Committee  if  appointed." 

I  shall  place  myself  in  communication 
with  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposit3,  with  the  view  of  obtaining 
their  concurrence  in  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee  to  deal  with  Consolidation  and 
Statute  Law  Revision  Bills,  so  as  to 
secure  the  passing  of  measures  for  the 
declaration  and  improvement  of  the  law 
which  are  of  gr^at  public  utility  and  are 
altogoth3r  devoid  of  any  political  or  Party 
charact3r. 


TELEGRAPH    ENGINEERING 
INSPECTORS. 

Me.  BAUMANX  :  I  beg  to  ask   the 

Secretary   to    the    Treasury   when    the 

scheme  recommended  by  the  Postmaster 

General  for  the  improvement  of  the  posi- 
tion of  the  telegraph  engineering  inspec- 
tors, which  was  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Treasury  in  June  last,  will  be 
sanctioned  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  am  unable  to  say 

that  the  scheme   referred  to  by  the  hon. 

Member  will  be  sanctioned ;  but  the  pre 

liminary  diflSculties  which  prevented  the 
Treasury  from  coming  to  a  decision  have 
quite  recently  been  removed,  and  I  hope 
shortly  to  communicate  the  Treasury 
decision  to  the  Postmaster  General. 

VOL.   CCCXLI.       [third  series.] 


IRELAND— THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION. 
Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
when  the  10  volumes  of  Evidence,  upon 
which  the  Il3port  of  the  Special  Commis- 
sion is  founded,  will  be  issued  to  Mem- 
bers ;  and  what  interval  he  proposes  to 
allow  between  the  delivery  of  the  Evi- 
dence and  the  day  when  it  is  proposed  to 
move  that  thei  Report  be  adopted,  and 
inserted  on  the  Journals  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  evidence  of 
the  Special  Commission  occupies  11 
volumes,  consisting  of  the  Evidence  and 
the  Appendix,  and  they  will  probably  be 
followed  by  a  12th,  containing  index 
matter.  I  am  informed  that  the  first  1 1 
volumes  could  not  at  the  earliest  be  de- 
livered to  Members  who  may  apply  for 
them  before  March  1.  As  at  present 
advised,  I  do  not  propose  to  postpone  the 
Motion  which  stands  in  my  name,  as  the 
evidence  has  been  in  the  Library  during 
the  course  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
Special  Commission,  and  has  been  pub- 
lished in  the  newspapers  from  day  to  day. 

*Mr.  hunter  :  Is  it  not  the  fact  that 
every  sentence  and  almost  every  line  of 
the  Report  purports  to  be  based  on  evi- 
dence, and  is  the  House  to  be  asked  to 
consider  that  Report  without  being  fur- 
nished with  the  evidence  on  which  it  is 
based  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  With  great  respect 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  I 
think  he  will  find  that  I  have  answered 
his  question. 

*Mr.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Tipperary,  N.) : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  supply 
copies  of  the  proceedings  to  persons  in- 
criminated other  than  Members  of  this 
House  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  No  application  of 
the  kind  has  been  made  to  me. 

*Mr.  p.  O'BRIEN :  If  application  is 
made  will  they  be  supplied  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  is  open  to  them 
to  obtain  the  evidence  by  purchase. 

THE  WESTERN  AUSTRALIA  CON- 
STITUTION BILL. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  A.  S.  Hill  (StafEord- 
shire.  Kings winford), 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said  :  I  hope  the 
House  will  read  this  Bill  a  second  time 
to-night,  it  being  distinctly  understood 
that  the  Bill  is  to  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee. 

2  G 
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Sib  G.  CAMPBELL:  May  I  remind 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  has 
given  a  distinct  pledge  that  full  notice 
would  be  given,  so  that  the  Bill  would 
not  be  read  without  full  discussion  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  do  not  recol- 
lect having  given  any  distinct  pledge  of 
the  kind ;  but,  of  course,  if  it  is  so  I  will 
carry  it  out. 

NAVAL  MANCEUVRES. 
Me.  HOWORTH  (Salford,  S.)  :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  there  is  any  foundation  for  the 
statoment  that  it  is  contemplated  to  hold 
a  series  of  Naval  Manoeuvres  on  a  very 
large  scale  in  the  vicinity  of  Gibraltar  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  I  am  glad  that 
my  hon.  Friend  has  asked  this  question. 
I  am  informed  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  who  has  been  obliged  to  leave 
the  House,  that  the  statement  in  ques- 
tion is  entirely  without  foundation. 

IRELAND— ARRESTS  AT  NEWBRIDGE. 

Me.  CAREW  (Kildare,  N.)  put  a 
series  of  questions  to  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  of  which  he  said  he  had 
given  private  notice,  in  reference  to  the 
arrest  at  Newbridge  of  persons  who 
were  alleged  to  have  been  engaged  in 
building  houses  for  the  shelter  of  evicted 
tenants,  and  who  had  h^en  taken  in 
handcuffs  to  Newbridge  barracks. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  asked  for  a 
little  longer  notic3  of  the  question  than 
the  quarter  of  an  hour  which  he  had 
received.  If  the  hon.  Member  would 
put  the  question  down  he  would  answer 
it  to-morrow. 


PUBLIC  PETITIONS  COMMITTEE. 

First  Report  brought  up,  and  read ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

EAST  INDIA  (BOARD  OF  REVENUE, 

BENGAL.) 

Address  for — 

"  Copies  of,  or  Extracts  from,  CorrespoDdence 
relating  to  the  appointmeDt  of  Mr.  Beames  as 
a  Member  of  the  Board  of  Revenue,  BeDgal." — 
(Jfr.  Bradlaugh.) 

GLEBE  LANDS   (SALES), 
Address  for — 

**  Return  of  Sales  effected  of  Glebes  under 
'The  Sale  of  GlebesAct,  1888;'  shoeing  in  each 
case  the  acreage,  purchase  money,  and  the 
number  of  purchasers ;    stating  also  whether    amended  by  adding  the  words  '^  at  such 


any  Sales  have  been  made  to  artisans  or 
agricultural  labourers  ;  and  showing  the  Glebes 
in  respect  of  which  applications  are  still  under 
consideration.*'— (JTr.  &haw  Lefevre.) 

ARMY  AND  NAVY  GUNS. 

Address  for — 

*'  Return  showing  the  number,  description, 
name  of  designer,  place  of  manufacture,  and 
actual  cost  of  the  various  Rifled  Iron  and  Steel 
Guns  supplied  by  the  War  Department  to  the 
Naval  and  Land  Service  during  the  year 
1888-9,  showing  whether  each  Gun  is  Land  or 
Naval  (in  continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper, 
No.  95,  of  Session  1889^."— (Jfr.  Buff.) 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


ADDRESS    IN    ANSWER   TO    HER    MA- 
JESTY'S MOST  GRACIOUS   SPEECH. 

[adjoukned  debate.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  to  Amendment, 
as  amended  [19th  February]  proposed  to 
the  Question,  "  That  an  bumble  Address 
be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  <fec. — [See 
page  128]. 

And  which  Amendment,  as  amended, 
was — 

At  the  end  of  paragraph  11,  after  the  word 
**  Scotland,*'  to  insert  the  words— **  But  we 
humbly  submit  to  Your  iVIajesty  that  the  present 
mode  ot  legislatinp^  for  the  domestic  affairs  of 
Scotland  is  unsatisfactory  ;  tbat  measures  affect- 
ing the  welfare  of  the  Scottish  people  are  not 
considered,  in  consequence  of  the  pressure  of 
business  of  the  other  portions  of  the  United 
Kingdom ;  that  when  Bills  relating  to  Scotland 
alone  are  being  dealt  with,  the  decision  of  the 
often  contrary  to  the  wishes  of  the  great  House  is 
majority  of  the  Scottish  representatives ;  and 
that  it  is  desirable,  while  retaining  the  supre- 
macy of  the  Imperial  Parliament,  to  devolve 
upon."— (Z>r.  Clark.) 

And  the  Amendment  to  the  proposed 

Amendment,  as  amended,  was. 

After  the  word  "  upon  "  to  add  the  words 
"the  Members  of  Parliament  for  Scotland, 
sitting  in  Scotland,  the  consideration  of  the 
domestic  affairs  of  that  Country,  or  to  adopt 
some  other  means  whereby  Scottish  affairs 
shall  be  entrusted  to  the  control  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Scottish  people." — (Mr.  Donald 
Crawford.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  those 
words  be  there  added." 

Debate  resumed. 

*(4.33.)  Mr.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh, 
E.) :  I  move  that  the  Amendment  to 
the    Amendment    to    the     Address    be 
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time,  and  nnder  euoh  oouditions  u 
iwiy  be  desired  by  the  Scgttish  psople.'' 
I  desire  not,  Sir,  to  trouble  tke  Roaao  on 
this  qaeatioa.  I  hope  that  when  my 
Friend  the  hon.  Member  for  North  East 
Laiiarkshire  has  heard  my  explanation 
he  may  be  induced  to  adopt  the  Amend- 
ment without  farther  diacussion. 

•Me.  D.  CRAWFORD  (Lanarkshire, 
N.B.)  :   I  have  no  objection, 

(4.35.)  Amendment  made  to  the 
Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amendment, 
as  amended,  by  adding,  at  the  end  there- 
of, the  words  "at  auch  time  and  under 
snch  conditions  as  may  be  desired  by  the 
Scottish  people." 

(4.36.)  The  FIRST  LOBD  or  the 
TEEASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster)  :  I  wish  at  this  point  to 
say  a  few  words  as  to  the  course  which 
I  venture  to  recommend  the  House  to 
adopt  with  reference  to  this  Amendment. 
We  have  now  before  us  fragments  of  the 
Amendments  propoaed  by  the  hon. 
Members  for  Caithaesa  and  Korth-East 
Lanarkshire,  and  it  appearb  to  me  it 
would  be  for  the  convenience  of  the 
Honae  if,  withont  further  discnasing  the 
principles  involved  in  the  Amendmenta, 
words  were  introduced  so  as  to  make  sense 
of  what  u  left  of  them,  and  that  then 
the  House  should  ezpreaE  its  opinion  on 
the  Amendment  as  a  whole.  If  that  is 
done  the  voting  will  be  perfectly 
intelligible. 

Words,  as  amended,  added  to  the 
proposed  Amendment,  as  amended. 

(4.39.) — Qnestdon  proposed, 

"That  the  wocd* '  But  we  humbly  Bubmit  to 
ToDT  UaJMty  that  the  proient  mode  of  lefp'sln- 
ting  for  the  domfitic  affttira  ot  BcotlBnil  is 
nnaatiBfactnry ;  that  roeasures  BSuoting  the 
welfare  of  the  Scottish  people  are  not  cocaiderpil, 
ID  coasequence  of  the  pressure  of  buaineaaof  the 
other  portions  of  the  United  Kingdom  :  that 
when  Bills  rPUliiig  to  Scotland  alone  are  being 
dealt  «ilh,  the  decision  of  Ihe  House  is  often 
contnii  J  to  the  wishes  of  tbe  great  majority  of 
tbe  Scottish  representatives,  and  that  it  ia  . 
desirable,  while  retaiciDK  the  supremacy  ot  tbe  i 
impeiial  Parliament,  to  devolve  upon  the  Mem- 
bets  of  Parliament  for  Scotland,  sitting  in  I 
Scotland,  the  ronsideiatiOQ  ot  the  domestic  . 
affaits  of  Ihnt  Country,  or  to  adopt  aoma  other  . 
meana  whereby  Scottish  afleira  sball  be  en-  i 
tnisled  ti)  the  cootrql  of  the  repreaentatives  of 
tbe  Scottish  penple,  alsuch  lima  and  under  auch 
condiliona  as  may  be  desired  by  the  Scottish 
people '  be  inserted  in  the  Addresa  after  tbe 
wonl''8ootlu)d'  at  Um  end  of  paragrspti  II." 
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(4.41.)     Mk.  H.  T.  EEID  (Dumfries)  : 

I  rise  to  a  point  of  order,  Sir.  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  you  are  patting  words  involv- 
ing a  proposition  which  has  already  been 
negatived  by  the  House  on  a  Division  I 

•Mb.  speaker  :The  House  jreaterday 
omittedcertain  words;  the  question  now  ifl 
whether  other  words  ahall  be  substituted, 
and  I  am  now  putting  all  theAmendmenta 
in  their  collective  form, 

(4.42.)  The  House  divided :— Ayes 
141 ;  Noes  181.— (Div.  List,  No.         .) 

(4.53.)  Main  Qnestion  again  proposed 

*Me.    SYDNEY   GBDGE   (Stockport) 

rose  to  move  the  Amendment  of  which 
be  had  given  notice,  which  was,  in  para- 
graph 12,  to  add  the  words  "  And  we 
humbly  submit  to  Tour  Majesty  that  the 
said  Bill  should  apply  to  all  Tithes  and 
Tithe  Bent-Chargea,  whether  they  be  the 
property  of  any  ecclesiastical  or  other 
person  or  Corporation." 

•Mb.  speaker  1  The  hon.  Member 
cannot  move  the  Amendment  which 
atands  in  his  name  because  it  raises  a 
discnesion  on  a  Bill  of  wliich  notice  has 
already  been  given  by  the  Government. 

•(4.55.)  .  Mb.  GEDGE  :  I  am  obliged  to 
yoo,Sir,for  ha ving pointed  out  thefact, but 
I  presume  that  I  am  in  order  in  discubsing 
this  particubr  paragraph  of  the  Address, 
without  moving  an  Amendment  or 
alluding  to  the  Bill,  which  is  the 
aubject  of  it.  I  hope  the  House  will 
believe  I  should  not,  as  a  warm  supporter  of 
the  Government,  take  up  its  time  or  move 
an  Amendment  to  the  Addreas,  if  it  were 
not  on  a  matter  which  seems  to  me  to  be 
of  paramount  importance.  Now  this 
paragraph  runs — 

"  Wo  thank  your  Majesty  for  tbe  informa- 
tion that  a  Bill  for  improving  the  procedure 
by  which  'lithe  is  now  levied,  and  for  facili- 
tating   its    redemplioD,    will    be   laid   before 

First,  I  desire  to  take  exception  to  the 
terms  of  the  paragraph,  for  it  speaks  of 
levying  tithe — a  torm  never  before 
appliedtothatclassof  property— as  though 
it  were  a  charge  of  the  same  nature  as 
rates  and  taxes  We  no  more  levy  tithe 
than  we  levy  any  other  rent.  That  word 
"  levying  "  first  raised  my  suspicions,  hut 
those  suspicions  were  increased  and 
strengthened  by  the  manner  in  which 
the  leader  of  the  House  referred  to 
the  matter  last  Wednesday.  On  that 
2  0  2 
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day  the  right  hon.  .  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  said — 

"With  respeot  to  tithe,  I  feel  that  it  is 
tender  ground,  but  I  venture  to  say  one  thing, 
and  one  thing  only,  upon  it.  I  hold  that  we 
should  carefully  sever  in  our  own  minds  those 
questions  which  relate  to  the  present  appropria- 
tion of  tithe  from  those  questions  which  relate 
to  the  tithe  itself.'* 

I  am  entirely  at  one  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  that  point.  But  he  went 
on  to  say — 

"  The  tithe  itself  is  a  property  which  ought  to 
be  respected  and  preserved  with  due  regard  to 
the  rights  and  position  of  all  those  who  are 
'concerned  in  the  administration  and  the  use  of 
it — I  think  it  ought  to  receive  that  considera- 
tion and  respect  from  those  who  hold  it,  as  I 
for  one  do,  to  be  national  property ;  and  in 
giving  it  that  consideration  we  must  take  care 
that  in  our  disputes  about  modes  and  circum- 
stances we  do  not  allow  it  to  be  frittered 
a  way." 


There,  again,  I  cannot  make  any  objec- 
tion to  the  statement  that  we  ought  not 
to  allow  tithes  to  be  frittered  away 
because  of  any  disputes  as  to  the  future 
application  or  apportionment  of  them.  It 
does  not  surprise  me  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  calls  them  national  property, 
although  I  believe  it  is  the  first  time  he 
has  made  such  a  declaration  publicly, 
and  that  such  a  declaration  is  opposed  to 
his  previous  statements  and  acts.  But 
we  on  this  side  of  the  House  are  not  re- 
sponsible for  what  was  said  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid- 
Lothian,  who  makes  many  statements  in 
which  we  cannot  concur.  If  the  matter 
had  rested  there  I  should  not  have  taken 
part  in  this  discussion.  But  the  leader 
of  the  House,  in  his  reply  to  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  spoke  as 
follows : — 

''The  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  in 
terms  which  I  desire  to  echo  to  the  question  of 
tithe.  He  said  that  tithe  ought  to  be  respected 
and  preserved  as  national  property.  I  also 
echo  that  sentiment,  and  it  will  be  the  effort  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  present  a  measare 
to  that  effect.  While  I  regard  tithe  as  national 
property,  I  do  not  regard  it  as  fitting  that  the 
owner  or  occupier  of  the  land  should  appro- 
priate it  to  himself,  and  whatever  our  difficulties 
may  be  as  to  the  application  of  the  fund,  it  is 
our  duty,  and  the  duty  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, to  take  measures  that  the  fund  itself  shall 
remain  intact." 

Now,  as  to  some  of  these  opinions,  I 
make  no  hostile  criticism.  But  my 
right  hon.  Friend  emphasised  the  state- 
ment that  tithes  are  national  property, 
and  I  hope  'I  shall  be  able  to  elicit 
Mr.  Gt»dg0t 


from  him  an  explanation  of  that  state- 
ment. It  certainly  is  the  first  time  he  or 
any  other  Conservative  leader  has  made 
such  a  statement.  I  think  I  shall  be  able 
to  show  to  him  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
tithes  are  not  national  property.  My 
authorities  for  this  are  Blackstone  and 
Freeman,  and  Lord  Selbome — who  cer- 
tainly is  not  a  Conservative  and  who  was 
Lord  Chancellor  in  a  former  Liberal  Gt>- 
vernment.  If  you  consult  any  of  these 
authorities,  and  especially  Lord  Selbome 's 
last  work.  Ancient  Facts  and  Fictions,  you 
will  find  it  is  modern  fiction — ^it  certainly 
is  not  an  ancient  fact — that  tithe  rent 
charges  are  national  property.  You  will 
also  find  it  proved  to  demonstration  by  the 
learned  Nobleman  that  tithes  were  given 
by  individuals  to  different  parishes  and 
to  different  Ecclesiastical  Corporations 
long  before  Parliament  existed,  and 
although  Parliament  has  of  course  the 
power  to  regulate  tithes,  as  it  regulates 
the  use  of  all  other  property,  as  it  seems 
fit,  yet  tithe  stands  precisely  in  the  same 
position  with  regard  to  ownership  as  any 
other  property.  I  will  take  another 
witness — Professor  Freeman — who  shows 
that  while  the  State  has  absolute  right 
and  power  to  deal  with  any  property  for 
the  benefit  of  the  nation — ^just  as  it  has 
a  right  to  deal  with  our  lives — it  has  no 
more  right  to  act  in  this  way  with  regard 
to  tithes  than  it  has  with  regard  to  any 
other  property  held  in  trust  or  belonging 
to  individuals.  My  right  hon.  Friend's 
observation  has  been  made  a  text  by  the 
newspapers  which  represent  the  views  of 
the  "National  Liberation  Society,"  and 
unless  my  right  hon.  Friend  can  say  that 
his  observation  has  been  misunderstood,  or 
unless  he  rt  tracts  it,  I  fear  that  a  heavier 
blow  has  been  struck  at  the  property 
of  the  Church  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
than  it  has  received  for  a  very  long  time. 
I  am  not  at  all  surprised  to  find  that  these 
remarks  are  cheered  by  the  opposite  side. 
If  they  were  cheering  me  I  should  regret 
it,  because  I  never  wish  to  make  a  speech 
which  will  draw  forth  applau8,e  from  my 
opponents.  I  regret  to  make  these  ob- 
servations, and  I  should  not  do  so  if  I  did 
not  consider  the  interests  of  the  Church 
of  England — I  would  rather  say  the  in- 
terests of  Christianity — in  this  country 
are  far  paramount  to  any  other  inter- 
ests we  have  in  this  House.  It  is  quite 
clear  that  if  the  tithes  are  national  pro- 
perty the  State  is  now  using  that  national 
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property   in  paying   the     clergy.      The 
highest  authorities  tell  us  that  the  clergy 
are    not    State   paid.     The    right    hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.   Gladstone)    lately  wroto  a  letter, 
which   has   been   quoted    publicly    and 
never    withdrawn,     to     the     following 
effect — "  Mr.  Gladstone,  in  reply  to  your 
letter,  desires  me  to  inform  you  that  the 
clergy  of  the  Church  of  England  are  not 
State  paid."     Lord  Granville's  Secretary 
recently  wrote — "  I  am  desired  by  Lord 
Granville  to  state  that  tithes  existed  in 
England   before   Acts    of    Parliament," 
and  he  refers  his  correspondent   to   an 
article     on     the     origin     of     tithes    in 
Blackstmie^s     Commentaries    and    other 
text    books.      The      Commentaries    lay 
down   that   the    tithes  are  not   national 
property.     Tithes  can   be   divided   into 
three   classes :    First,   there    are  tithes 
which  belong  to  the  parishes  to  which 
they  were  originally  given  for  the  sup- 
port of  the  clergy.     Next  there  are  tithes 
on  which  the  State  forcibly  laid  hands, 
and  which  were  given  by  Henry   VIII. 
to  private  individuals.     These  tithes  are, 
I    believe,    largely    enjoyed    by    some 
Gentlemen  opposite,  who  would  like  to 
take    from  the  clergy   the    tithes    they 
receive  for  doing  their   duty,   but  who, 
at  the   same  time,  desire  to  keep  their 
own  tithes  though  they  do   nothing  m 
return.     There  is  a  third  class  of  tithe, 
namely,  the  tithe    which,  having   been 
taken  away  from  its  original  destination  by 
Henry  VIII.  and  given  to  his  favourites, 
has    been    purchased   bick    within    the 
last  few  years  and  handed  over   t^  the 
clergyman  of  the  parish  for  which  it  was 
originally  intended.     A  society  exists  for 
the  purpose  of  buying  or  redeeming  these 
tithes.     The   right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
has  been  for  many  years  a  member  of  that 
society.     Until  two  years  ago  he  was  a 
trustee,  and  that  society,  with   his  au- 
thority, has  been  asking  people  to  give 
money   for   the    purpose    of   buying  up 
tithes   taken   away  four  centuries   ago, 
and  handing  them  back  to  the  parishes. 
Is  it  possible  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would    have    been    a    trustee    of    this 
society  if  he  had  been  of  opinion   that 
when    the    tithes    were     handed    back 
they  would  not  belong  to  the  Church 
but  to    the   nation,   which  would  then 
do  what  it  liked   with    them?     If    soj 
I  do  not  think  there  would  be  a  clearer 


case  of  obtaining  money  under  false  pre- 
tences. I  think  I  may,  therefore,  fairly 
argue  that  as  long  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  a  trustee  of 
that  society  he  did  not  consider  the 
tithes  national  property,  for  if  he 
did  he  perpetrated  a  fraud  on  all 
those  who  were  induced  by  seeing  his 
name  among  the  trustees  to  contribute 
to  its  funds.  The  rierht  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Harcoui-t) 
who  is  not  a  veiy  Conservative  politician 
has  said  that,  in  his  opinion,  when  tithes 
have  been  legally  alienated  to  private 
uses  they  acquire  more  the  character  of 
personal  than  of  public  estates.  Are  we 
to  suppose  that  property  which  is  no 
longer  national,  but  is  personal,  becomes 
national  again  because  it  is  brought  back 
and  restored  to  the  use  for  which  it  was 
originally  granted.  1  cannot  believe 
that  my  right  hon.  friend  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  intended  to  imply  that,  and 
therefore  I  hope  I  am  doing  a  kindness 
fco  him,  and  I  am  sure  I  am  doing  a 
kindness  to  tho  Christian  Church  in 
England,  when  I  ask  him  to  take  this 
opportunity  of  explaining  his  remarks  to 
the  satisfaction  not  only  of  his  supporters 
in  this  House  but  of  the  Church  of 
England  at  large. 
*(5.7.)     Mr.    W.    H.     smith  :    Mr. 

*Mr.  SPKAKER  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  cannot  speak  again,  as  he 
liiis  already  spoken  on  the  main  ques- 
tion, except  with  the  indulgence  of  the 
House. 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  1  intended,  Sir, 
to  throw  myself  on  the  indulgence  of  the 
House,  as  1  am  aware  I  have  no  rlglit  to 
speak  again,  having  taken  part  in  the 
debate  on  the  Address.  1  am  reallv 
surprised  that  my  hon.  Friend  should 
have  thought  it  necessary  to  call 
into  question  the  words  I  used  and  to 
insist  on  an  interpretation  of  them  which 
certainly  never  occurred  to  me  as  being 
possible.  I  referred  to  the  tithes  as 
national  property  in  contradistinction  to 
tithes  as  private  property.  I  look  upon 
tithes  as  appropriated  to  the  discharge  of 
duties  which  are  of  the  highest  impor- 
tance to  the  nation  itself,  namely  the 
duties  of  the  clergy  of  the  Established 
Church,  which  is  a  National  Church. 
If  it  is  necessary  to  go  into  every  minute 
particular  in  explanation  of  every  phrase 
used  in  the  course  of  debate,  I  am  afraid 
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our  discussions  will  be  very  much  length- 
ened. But,  Sir,  I  am  sure  the  House  and 
the  country  quite  understood  the  dis- 
tincbions  I  drew  between  national  and 
privata  US9S.  I  referred  to  tithe  as  being 
appropriated  for  ecclesiastical  purposes  to 
the  clergy,  whose  duty  it  is  to  discharge 
certain  functions  of  the  highest  value 
and  importance  to  Members  of  the  Na- 
tional Church,  and  as  being  in  that  sens  a 
national  property.  The  House  would 
hardly,  permit  me  to  refer  to  the  other  por- 
tions of  my  hon.  Friend's  speech,  and  I 
only  regret  that  my  hon.  Friend  has  at- 
tached so  much  importance  to  what  I  said. 
*(5.9.)  Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen, 
E.)  :  I  do  not  propose  at  present  to  move 
the  Amendment  which  stands  in  my 
name.  I  hope  I  may  have  another 
opportunity. 

(5.10.)  Mr.  STANSFELD  (Hafax)  : 
The  Amendment  I  have  the  honour  to 
move  runs  in  these  words — 

•'And  we  humbly  express  onr  regret  to  you' 
Majesty  that  the  Local  Governroent  Legisla- 
tion of  1888  and  1889  is  still  left  defective,  and 
that  no  intention  is  announced  either  of  pro- 
ceeding duriajf  the  present  Session  to  the  con- 
stitution of  District  and  Parochial  Councils  in 
Great  Britain,  or  of  carrying  further,  in  the 
Metropolis  and  elsewhere,  the  organisation  and 
powers  of  Local  Government." 

The  proposition  contained  in  this 
Amendment  is  a  large  one,  but  it  is  a  dis- 
tributive one.  1  have  cited  a  number  of 
cases  in  which  local  government  has  been 
left  defective,  and  the  effect  of  my 
Amsudmont  is  to  express  my  regret  that 
we  have  no  -distinct  promise  or  any 
reasonable  expectation  of  legislative  pro- 
posals on  the  part  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  any  one  of  these  various 
subjects.  I  do  not  suggest  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  to  undertake 
to  legisUta  this  Session  on  all  the  sub- 
jects I  have  mentioned,  but  there  is  con- 
siderable reason  why  they  should  at 
least  make  some  attempt  in  one  or  more 
of  these  directions.  It  is  one  of  the  mis- 
fortunes of  our  time  that  there  are  many 
ur  rent  subjects  which  it  is  impossible  for 
P-Jirliamsnt  to  dispcsa  of  immediately. 
But  there  is  no  reason  why  we  should 
not  mikd  what  attempts  under  present 
conditioDS  aro  possible  to  do  something 
at  any  rats  to  red, em  the  obligatioLS 
which  rest  upon  the  House.  Yesterday 
week  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
leader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
in  answer  to  a  question  put  by  my  right 
Mr.  W,  ff.  Smith 


hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  gave  us  to  understand 
that  District  Council  Bills  for  England 
and  Scotland  were  already  drafted  and 
that  he  saw  no  reason  why  such  measures 
which  were  of  a  non-political  character 
should  not  be  introduced  and  passed 
during  the  present  Session.  I  will  only 
say  with  regard  to  the  invitation  then 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
he  has  every  reason  to  expect  assistance 
from  us  on  this  subject.  He  passed  a 
Local  Government  Act  last  year  largely 
with  our  assistance,  and  if  he  had  had 
our  opposition  rather  than  our  assis- 
tance the  fate  of  that  measure  would 
have  been  very  different  indeed. 
I  am  quite  sure  that  if  another  measure 
carrying  further  the  same  reform 
were  now  introduced,  it  would  be 
treated  fairly.  We  should  have  to  re- 
serve our  rights  as  to  points  and  bond 
fide  differences,  but  I  do  not  think  the 
measure  would  receive  anything  but 
fair  treatment  on  the  part  of  the 
Members  of  the  Liberal  Party.  1  hope 
that  before  this  debate  closes  we  may 
hear  something  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  on  the  subject 
of  the  District  Councils  Bill,  which  I 
understand  has  been  prepared.  We 
propose  in  the  Amendment  to  express 
our  regret  that  the  Local  Government 
legislation  of  1888  and  1889  has  been 
left  defective.  As  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man knows  County  Councils  or  Boards 
are  not  county  government,  although 
they  are  good  in  themselves.  They  are 
only  a  part  of  county  government ; 
they  are,  so  to  speak,  the  superstructure, 
the  crown  of  the  arch  which  has  been 
reared  and  at  present  left  without  any 
sub-structure  to  support  it.  When  the 
Local  Government  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  introduced,  objections 
were  urged  against  the  principle  of  the 
measure — not  from  this  side  of  the 
House,  but  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's own  side — doubts  being  entertained 
as  to  the  expediency  of  placing  the 
administrative  duties  hitherto  performed 
by  selected  bodies  in  the  hands  of 
bodies  elected  on  a  broad  and  popular 
franchise.  It  was  poii^ted  out,  however, 
that  if  men  of  leisure  and  intelligence, 
who  had  hitherto  formed  the  County 
Authorities,'  would  take  their  places  as 
representatives    of    the    people    in  the 
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County   Councils  instead  of  nominees  of 
the  Crown,  they  would   gain,   and   not 
lose,     in    influence   in   their   respective 
localities.     By  this  time  those  gentlemen 
musfc  be  satisfied   of  the   truth   of   that 
view,    which   I   shared   with   the   right 
hon.    Gentleman   the    President  of   the 
Local  Government  Board  himself.  I  want 
ta  say  with  regard  to  County   Govern- 
ment reform,  that  it  means  more  than 
County  Councils ;   it  means,  first  of  all, 
simplification  of  areas  within  the  county, 
and  this  is  not  pedantry.       This  concep- 
tion is  based  upon  a  practical  knowledge 
of  the  difficulties  of  local   administration 
and    government  with  inlerlacing  areas 
and  crossing  boundaries  in  the  various 
counties  and  districts.      As  a   matter  of 
fact  we  have  begun  our  simplification  of 
Local  Authorities  at  the  top  instead  of  the 
bottom   of   the    structure.      We   should 
have   begun   with  the  unit  of  local  ad- 
ministration and  built  upon  that  unit.  In 
my    opinion   the    unit   from   which   we 
should  have  started  is  the  parish.     It   is 
true  that  a  parish  is  a  variable  quantity ; 
some  are  too  large  and  some  are  too  small, 
but  those  that  are  too  large  should   be 
divided,   and  those   that   are   too  small 
should  be  grouped  together.      What  we 
should  not  do  is  to  form  the  unit  out  of 
a  congeries  of  portions  of  parishes,  or  the 
result  will  be   great  confasion  with  re- 
gard to  boundaries  and  interlacing  areas. 
All  this  is  quite  clear  to  those  who  have 
been  in  the  habit  of  studying  the  ques- 
tion.    When  you  pass  from  the  unit  of 
the  future  you  will  necessarily  come  to 
intermediate  districts  before  you  come  to 
the  county  at  large,  and  the  principle  of 
simplicity,  not  only  for  the  eye  upon  the 
map,  but  for  the  knowledge  of  the  work- 
ing .of  public  affairs,  is  that  these  dis- 
tricts should  always  consist  of  groups  of 
the  unit — and  that  in  the  constitution  of  a 
district  of  that  kind  no  unit  of  local  govern- 
ment should  suffer  division.     At  present 
you  have  amultiplicity  of  Local  Authorities 
for  sanitary,    highway,   Poor   Law,   and 
other   purposes,    exercising    jurisdiction 
over  districts  that  are  not  coterminous 
and  that  interlace  each  other.     As  far  as 
practicable  it  is  desirable  that  all  these 
areas  and  authorities  should  be  brought 
into  line  and  placed  on  the  same  popular 
basis.     I  do  not  go  so  far  as  to  say  that 
all  the  Local  Authorities  should  be  united; 
aa,   for   instance,  it  might  be  advisable 
that    the    functions    of    School    Boards 


should  not  be  taken  over  by  the  ordinary 
Local  Authorities.  But  in  our  view 
Parochial  Councils  and  parochial  organi- 
sation are  of  all  things  the  most 
absolutely  essential  for  the  develop- 
ment of  local  government.  For  a  great 
deal  that  I  have  been  saying  I  can 
claim  the  support  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board.  On  March  19, 
1888,  in  bringing  in  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said — 

**  It  would  be  impossible  for  us  to  set  up  a 
new  body  for  the  management  of  the  affairs  of 
counties  without  extending  our  plan  to  the 
other  bodies  having  control  of  local  affairs 
within  the  areas,  or  to  shut  our  eyas  to  the 
number  of  Local  Authorities  that  now  exist." 

With  regard  to  the  boundaries  of 
areas,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
mised that  the  Reports  of  Boundary 
Commissioners  should  be  considered 
with  a  view  to  bringing  the  boundaries 
into  line,  but  he  has  now  announced 
that  the  consideration  of  the  Reports 
is  postponed.  On  that  decision  I  ex- 
press no  opinion,  but  I  invite  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  explain 
his  motives  in  arriving  at  it.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  further  said — 
I  think  on  the  same  occasion — that  the 
Bill  divided  counties 

**  Into  Urban  and  Rural  Sanitary  Districts, 
and  as  it  is  obviously  impossible  that  we  should 
have  a  County  Council  elected  on  one  franchise 
aad  a  District  Board  on  a  more  restricted 
franchise,  we  propose  that  the  Local  Board 
Districts  should  be  elected  on  the  same  principle 
as  Municipal  Boards,  and  the  same  with  Kural 
Sanitary  Districts.'* 

If  the  House  has  been  good  enough  to 
follow  me  it  will  have  seen  that  the 
utterances  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
show  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
quite  in  accord  with  the  views  I  have 
now  put  forward,  except  as  to  the*  parish 
being  made  the  unit  of  area,  and  on  that 
point  there  is  some  divergence  of  opinion. 
But  let  me  deal  with  the  parish.  I  have 
already  given  one  reason  why  it  should 
be  organised.  There  is  some  public 
work  for  which  the  parish  of  the  future 
is  the  fitting  area,  and  it  ought  to  be  or- 
ganised withu  view  to  that  work.  But  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  our  ideas  and  wishes 
go  further  than  this.  We  want  to 
bring  local  government  home  to  the 
doors  of  tho  people.  It  is  not  simply 
that  we  think  that  the  public  work  of  the 


771 


Address  in 


{  COMMONS  ^ 


Answer  to  Her 


772 


parish  needs  organisation,  but  we  desire 
that  the  organisation  should  reach 
the  small  men  of  the  village  and  the 
labourers,  in  order  that  they  may  begin 
to  have  a  training  in  public  affairs 
on  a  small  scale.  They  have  a 
vote  for  the  election  of  Members  of 
Parliament,  of  County  Councillors,  and 
they  certainly  would  have  a  vote  for  the 
District  Councils.  Is  it  not  the  best 
training,  and  a  necessary  training,  that 
they  should  have  something  to  do  in  the 
small  area  of  their  parish  ?  The  small 
country  shopkeeper  knows  nothing 
about  Local  Government,  except  that 
once  in  three  years  he  is  called  upon  to 
vote  for  one  candidate  or  another ;  he 
needs  to  be  trained  to  take  some  part  in 
local  government,  and  in  the  smaller 
affairs  of  the  parish.  1  venture  to 
think  that  principle  of  local  govern- 
ment is  essentially  of  a  Conservative 
character,  and  is  acknowledged  by  all 
persons  who  have  made  themselves 
familiar  with  the  subject.  I  believe 
that  this  concession  would  result  in  most 
useful  training,  and  in  developing  the 
pubhc  spirit  and  independence  of  the 
population  of  our  counties.  When  the 
Local  Government  Bill  was  going  through 
the  Hous3,  I  put  some  clauses  on  the 
Table  which  were  not  extravagant,  dan- 
gerous, or  large  in  (character,  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  be 
persuaded  to  accept  them.  He  was  in- 
flexible, but  I  must  say  that  while 
h3  was  inflexible  he  clearly  put  it 
on  the  ground  that  there  was  not 
time  ;  he  did  not  put  it  on  any  other 
ground.  Before  the  debate  closed 
we  had  the  advantage  of  obtaining 
some  admissions  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  first  was  this.  On  the 
3rd  of  May  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
admitted  that  the  Government  thought 
it  desirable  that  at  some  future  period  all 
these  questions  of  the  parish,  and  even 
the  question  of  taking  in  the  whole  Poor 
Law  system,  as  well  as  sanitary  matters, 
should  be  administered  by  one  Local 
Authority.  That  is  a  very  remarkable 
admission  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  indicated  that, 
sooner  or  later,  when  he  had  got  the 
area  fixed  for  the  District  Board, 
the  functions  of  local  government  should 
be  concentrated  on  the  Board.  At  the 
end  of  the  debate,  in  answer  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Rugby,  the  First  Lord  of  the 
3/r.  Stansfeld 


Treasury  said  the  Government  recognised 
fully  the  desirability,  even  the  necessily, 
of  doing  much  for  the  improvement  of 
the  parish  vestry,  and  of  giving  to  it  the 
strength  and  power  that  it  once  possessed. 
I  have  another  admission  which  refers 
to  district  councils.  The  House  will 
remember  that  the  clauses  relating  to 
district  councils  in  the  original  Bill  were 
withdrawn.  It  would  have  been  in  our 
power  to  have  discussed  those  clauses, 
and  to  have  moved  Amendments  upon 
them,  but  we  agreed  to  withdral/v^ 
the  Amendments  in  order  that  the 
clauses  themselves  might  be  with- 
drawn. On  their  withdrawal  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  spoke  of  them 
as  a  material  part  of  the  Local  Gk)vern- 
ment  scheme,  and  trusted  that  it  would 
be  regarded  as  a  paramount  obligation 
that  this  part  of  the  subject  should  be 
dealt  with  in  the  next  Session.  That 
Session,  Sir,  was  concluded  some  months 
ago.  The  Member  for  Rugby  (Mr.  H. 
P.  Cobb)  said  he  understood  the  First 
Lord  would  bring  in  a  Bill  next  Session 
in  lieu  of  those  clauses.  The  First  Lord 
replied — Certainly,  that  was  so,  and  he 
did  not  know  what  had  occurred  to  give 
rise  to  any  suspicion  to  the  contrary. 
It  was  thus  that  the  clauses  were  with- 
drawn without  opposition.  Now  we 
know  that  a  promise  was  made  in  the 
Queen's  Speech,  and  that  it  was  the 
intention  last  Session  to  fulfil  the 
obligation.  It  was  not  fulfilled,  and  an 
obligation  postponed  becomes  stronger 
and  not  weaker  by  the  fact  of  postpone- 
ment, and  from  that  I  do  think  that 
there  is  a  considerable  obligation  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
proceed  with  this  question.  I  now.  pass 
to  a  part  of  the  Amendment  which  deals 
with  the  Metropolis.  The  Government 
l\as  no  proposal  for  carrying  out  the 
further  organisation  of  London,  or  in- 
creasing its  municipal  powers.  My 
case  here  is  obviously  not  based  so  much 
upon  any  specific  obligation  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  as  upon 
the  extreme  urgency  of  this  enormously 
complicated  question.  The  utter  want 
of  any  cohesive  organisation  in  London 
is  a  great  mischief,  and  a  possible  dan- 
ger to  the  good  government  and  safety 
of  the  Metropolis.  Awakening  Lon- 
don, for  there  are  signs  of  a  somewhat 
rough  awakening,  Hx)   employ  again,  a 


773 


Majesty's  Most         {Fbbruaby  20,  1890}         Gracious  Speech. 


774 


phrase  which  is  not  original,  however, 
"wants   home    rule;"    it  wants   to   be 
organised ;  it  wants  to  set  to  work  the 
ordinary   powers    of    municipalities,    so 
that  it  may  know  how  to  exercise  those 
powers.     You  cannot  organise  London  as 
a  whole,  but  that  you  must  have  some 
organisation   is   a   necessity:    you   must 
have  District   Councils.      And  here  the 
very   same   rules   and   principles   apply 
as  apply   in  the    case   of    the   rest    of 
the  country.     The  district  must  be  self 
contained.  The  great  want  of  London  from 
the  point  of  view  of  Parliamentary  repre- 
sentetion  is  want  of  local  individuality. 
As  far  as  my  own  view  goes,  I  think  the 
functions  of  local  government  in  London 
cannot  all  be  concentrated  in  one  Public 
Body  in  the  future  "  Districts "  of  the 
Metropolis,    but   in   London,    as   in   the 
country,  there  should  be  no  crossing  of 
areas,    there    should   be    no  Poor   Law 
area  sitting  astride    the  vestry  area   or 
the  Parliamentary  areas.     The  only  way 
to  make   every    Parliamentary  borough 
in  Londoji  an  area  of  municipal  life  is  to 
organise  the  whole  body  of  opinion,  and 
to   accustom  the  inhabitants  to  live  to- 
gether, and  to  have  a  common  collective 
opinion — that    is,    the    opinion    of    the 
majority  of  the  people,  on  all  subjects  of 
local  government  and  of  representation. 
1  will   take    such  arrangements   as   are 
essential  for  the  safety  and  organisation 
of  a  democratic  town  :  I  consider  that 
nothing  is  more  urgent  than  that  there 
should  bo  a  new  and  complete  organisar 
tion   of   the   municipal  life   of  London, 
such  as  exists  in  provincial  towns  and 
municipalities.      Why,  at   this  moment 
the     whole    of     London    has    far    less 
Parliamentary    powers     than    many    a 
petty   borough.      There    is   for  that  no 
excuse  capable  of  presentation  in  argu- 
ment except  this — that  we  have  not  had 
time.     That  is  another  illustration  of  the 
way  in  which  we  are  worked  and  over- 
driven, so  that  we  cannot  organise  our  local 
government.      However,  it  is  not  to  be 
supposed  that  London  is  content,  or  will 
rest  content,  with  such  treatment.     Men 
are   discontented,  and  will  remain  dis- 
contented,   and     they     very    naturally 
and    rightly     feel'   that,    at    the    least, 
they     ought     to    be    put     in     a     posi- 
tion   to    deal    with    their    water    and 
gas  supplies.     And    in   our  view   also, 
certainly  in  my  view,  they  ought  to  be 
put  in  a  position  to  control  the  police,  a 


power  which  belongs  to  many  sister 
boroughs  in  the  country.  That  is  a 
question  which  gives  rise  to  a  difference 
of  opinion.  I  put  this  simply  by  way  of 
illustration,  and  I  am  not  inviting  him  by 
my  Amendment  or  trying  to  compel  him 
to  say  "  aye  ''  or  "  no."  My  proposition 
really  amounts  to  this :  That  we  regret 
that  no  attempt  is  being  made  to  deal 
with  any  one  of  these  important  matters 
in  the  course  of  the  present  Session.  How 
long  is  the  great  Council  of  London  to  be 
deprived  of  the  power  and  opportunity 
of  dealing  with  this  great  problem  of  the 
dangerous  poverty  of  the  richest  city  in 
the  world  ?  We  have  been  content  for 
generations  to  live  amid  a  huge  popula- 
tion unorganised  and  hardly  controlled, 
and  circumstances  might  easily  arise  in 
which  a  population  so  unorganised 
might  become  a  danger,  not  only 
to  the  Metropolis,  but  also  to  the 
State.  No  one  can  dispute  the  need 
and  urgency  of  the  great  reforms  I 
have  indicated  as  far  as  the  Metropolis 
is  concerned.  I  should  like,  before  re- 
suming my  seat,  to  touch,  though  briefly, 
on  the  question  of  the  Liquor  Law.  I 
know,  Sir,  from  your  ruling  that  I  am 
not  at  liberty  to  anticipate  the  discussion 
of  any  Bill  which  is  before  the  House, 
and  therefore  confine  myself  strictly  to 
the  proposition  that  the  proposals  of  the 
Government  on  this  subject  are  evidence 
that,  in  their  opinion,  it  is  one  which 
calls  for  consideration  at  their  hands.  1 
might  be  told  that  I  have  answered  my- 
self by  showing  the  greatness  and  com- 
plexi^  of  the  task ;  but  I  would  point 
out  that  I  am  putting  forward  the 
greatness  of  the  task  as  a  reason  for  the 
expression  of  our  regret  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  not  pledged,  or  committed, 
themselves  to  any  definite  attempt  to  deal 
with  any  portion  of  this  important  subject 
this  Session.  I  admit  that  the  subjects  with 
which  I  have  dealt  are  subjects  of  grave 
and  serious  importance  ;  and  I  trust  we 
shall  hear  before  long  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  something,  if  not  as 
to  his  intentions,  at  any  rate  as  to  his 
hopes.  I  beg.  Sir,  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment I  have  placed  upon  the  Paper. 

Amendment  proposed, 

After  paragraph  16,  to  insert  the  words, 
^*  And  we  humbly  express  our  regret  to  Your 
Majesty  that  the  Local  Government  Legislation 
of  1888  and  1889  is  still  left  defective,  and  that 
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no  intention  is  announced  either  of  proceeding 
during  the  present  Session  to  the  constitution 
of  District  and  Parochial  Councils  in  Great 
Britain,  or  of  carrying  further,  in  the  Metropolis 
and  elsewhere,  the  organisation  and  powers  of 
Local  Government." — {Jfr,  Stanafeld). 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

(5.47.)     Mb.     H.    P.     COBB    (War" 

wick,  S.E.,  Rugby)  :  I  must  express  my 

surprise  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 

have    not  announced    their  intention  of 

dealing    with     the    important     subject 

mentioned     in     this    Amendment.      I 

may  say  I  do  not  join  with  those 
who  think  the  Government  wise  in 
not  having  touched  it,  because  they 
do  not  entertain  the  same  views  as 
are  held  by  the  population  of  the  rural 
districts.  I  know  from  what  I  have 
heard  in  this  House,  and  have  read  in 
speeches  outside  this  House,  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  believe  in  a  great 
many  things  in  which  the  rural  population 
do  not  believe.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
believe  in  the  system  of  rule  which  now 
appertains  in  the  parishes  ;  they  believe 
in  the  administration  of  justice  by  the 
county  magistrates ;  they  believe  in  the 
existing  Boards  of  Guardians ;  they 
believe  also  in  the  plural  vote ;  in  the  Rural 
Sanitary  Authorities ;  in  giving  those 
authorities  the  control  and  management 
of  allotments;  in  the  present  administrar 
tion  of  the  Poor  Law  ;  in  the  management 
of  public  elementary  schools ;  in  the 
enclosure  of  commons  ;  in  the  administra- 
tion of  charities ;  and  in  the  present 
system  of  licensing.  There  is  not  one  of 
these  subjects  with  which  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  deal ;  but,  although  the 
Government  believe  in  all  these  things, 
the  rural  population  have  no  belief  in 
either  of  them.  They  have  no  belief  in 
the  magisterial  system ;  they  do  not  believe 
in  the  present  mode  of  administering 
the  Poor  Law,  or  in  the  Guardians 
who  administer  it ;  they  do  not  believe 
in  the  plural  vote,  by  which  the  Guardians 
are  elected,  or  in  the  property  qualifica- 
tion, which  is  still  insisted  on  ; 
they  do  not  believe  in  the  Allot- 
ment Acts,  or  the  mode  in  which 
they  are  carried  out.  They  do  not 
believe  in  the  existing  management  of 
schools,  in  the  election  of  whose  managers 
they  have  no  share.  They  do  not  believe 
in  the  system  by  which  common  land  is 


enclosed ;  they  do  not  believe  in  the  man- 
ner in  which  parochial  charities  are  ad- 
ministered, especially  as  they  see  that 
that  administration  is,  in  the  main,  for  the 
glorification  of  the  Established  Church  ; 
and  they  do  not  believe  in  the  method 
by  which  the  licensing  system  is  con- 
trolled,    lliey  want  to  see  these  matters 
so  dealt  with  by  the  Legislature  that  some 
real  and  effective  popular  control  may  be 
established.     We  can  hardly  wonder  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  should 
speak   with   so  much   contempt  of  the 
parish  vestries,  as  vestry  management  is 
carried  on  under  the  existing  law.     That 
system  is  a  scandal  in  itself,  and  it  is  im- 
possible to  recognise  in  it  anything  re- 
sembling  a   genuine   right  of    popular 
control.     We   know   that   in   the   rural 
vestries  the  incumbent  of  the  parish  has 
the  ri^ht  to  take  the  chair,  whether  the 
other  vestrymen  like  it  or  not ;  and  the 
whole  system  is  so  bad  that  one  of  the 
first    things  the   Government  should  do 
in    establishing    a    popular    system    of 
parochial  government   would   be   to  in- 
stitute an  entire    reform    of  the  parish 
vestries.     If  Parish  Councils  were  estab- 
lished   they    might    deal    with    nearly 
every  one  of  the  subjects  I  have  men- 
tioned.     The    suggestion    might    meet 
with   a  good  deal  of   opposition;   but  I 
do  not   see  why  the .  chief  man  of    the 
village — call    him    chairman   or   mayor 
if  you  like — should  not  sit  on  the  County 
Bench   a.s   a  county  magistrate.     These 
Councils  might  deal  with  the  Poor  Law; 
they  might,  with  the  greatest  advantage, 
deal  with  allotments,  and   manage   the 
schools    of    the    parish.       They   might 
have    power,    as   Local   Authorities,    to 
deal  with  enclosures  of  land,  and  they 
might  also  be  ex  officio  Trustees  of  every 
parish  charity.     1  do  not  say  they  should 
have   the   whole    responsibility  as  to  li- 
censing ;  but  they  might,  for  instance, .be 
empowered  to  order  the  closing  of  public 
houses  on  Sundays,   and   upon   the  oc- 
casion   of    polls    for   Parliamentary   or 
parochial     or     other     purposes.        The 
Government  hardly  seem  to  appreciate 
the  great  feeling  there  is  in  the  villages 
upon   these   questions.      There   is   very 
intense    interest   taken   upon   all    these 
points,   and  the  Government   would  do 
well  to  turn  their  attention  to  the  matter. 
I  have  great  pleasure  in  seconding  the 
Amendment. 
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Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.  R, 
Holdernesa) :  I  do  not  iateud  to  go 
into  the  contentious  matter  raised  by 
the  hon.  Gaatleman  ;  indeed,  my  only 
object  in  rising  is  to  impress  upon  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  the  great  dis- 
appointment which  will  be  felt  all  over 
the  country  if  we  are  not  so  fortunate 
as  to  get  District  Councils,  or  whatever 
will  answer  for  them,  set  up  this  Session. 
It  is  not  upon  sentimental  grounds  con- 
nected with  County  Councils  that  I  urge 
the  speedy  establishment  of  District 
Councils ;  but  because  the  delay  In  con- 
stituting these  bodies  is  responsible  for 
inconvenience  in  the  administration  of 
the  counties.  This  is  especially  so  in  the 
case  of  the  roads.  County  Councils 
at  present  anxious  to  undertake  or 
initiate  a  complete  scheme  for  the 
maintenance  of  roads  throughout  their 
district  are  practically  unable  to  do  so  on 
account  of  the  uncertainty  arising  from 
the  want  of  knowledge  as  to  what  will 
be  done  in  the  matter  of  District 
Councils.  I  do  not  think  I  need  press 
the  point  at  greater  length.  I  know  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  is  alive  to  the  importance  of 
settling  this  point ;  and  I  only  hope  he 
will  yet  use  his  influence  with  the 
Cabinet  to  postpone  a  measure  which  is 
important  I  admit,  but  which  bristles 
with  difficulties,  and  which  is  not  of  such 
supreme  importance  to  the  country — the 
Land  Transfer  Bill — until  the  District 
Councils  Bill  is  passed.  If  he  does  this 
I  am  persuaded  he  will  give  the  utmost 
satisfaction  to  both  sides  of  the  House. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Birming- 
ham,  Bordesley) :  The  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Sfcans- 
feld)  has  reference  to  the  time  when 
further  reform  in  county  government 
should  take  place,  and  I  wish  to  conflne 
my  remarks  to  the  question  of  urgency 
for  the  reform.  One  remark  which  fell 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  requires 
notice.  He  said  that  the  work,  so  far  as  it 
has  gone,  is  defective.  I  scarcely  think 
that  is  an  opinion  that  will  be  endorsed 
by  any  Member  of  the  House. 

Mr.  STANSFELD  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  misunderstood  me.  I  said  the 
work  was  good  as  far  as  it  went. 

Mr.  COLLINGS :  I  am  glad  to  have 
that  explanation,  becauj^e  when  the 
measure  passed  through  the  House  dis- 


tinguished Members  of  the  Front  Opposi- 
tion Bench  spoke  of  it  in  terms  of  high- 
est prais3.  I  think  we  must  all  agree 
that,  as  a  piece  of  machinery,  the  Local 
Government  Act  is  one  of  the  greatest 
administrative  reforms  of  modern  times, 
because  it  gives  to  the  rural  classes 
those  rights  of  citizenship  which  have 
been  so  long  enjoyed  by  the  people  in 
municipal  boroughs.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  has  charac- 
terised it  as  the  basis,  or  first  instalment, 
of  a  great  edifice.  I  think  we  might 
defer  any  criticism  of  the  measure  until 
we  see  the  next  instalment.  We  are 
told  it  is  ready  ;  and  if  I  may  judge  from 
the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  moved  the  A  mendment,  he  and 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  seem  to  be  very  much  in  accord 
as  to  the  principle  on  which  that  instal- 
ment should  proceed.  There  is  no  doubt 
it  is  urgent  that  the  next  instalment 
should  be  granted.  There  are  many 
valuable  laws  on  the  Statute  Book  afEect- 
ing  the  rural  districts  which  are  not 
dead  letters,  but  which  are  only  partially 
efEective,  simply  because  they  wait  for 
a  proper  administrative  body.  There 
are  laws  afEecting  sanitation,  housing  of 
labourers,  and  so  forth.  Therefore,  if 
this  were  a  simple  Resolution  of  regret 
that  this  measure  is  postponed,  I 
think  we  should  all  be  inclined  to 
support  it.  But  then  we  are  obliged 
to  remember  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman^s  Besolution  amounts  to  a 
Resolution  of  Want  of  Confidence,  and 
that  if  it  is  carried  the  Government 
would  have  to  leave  office.  I  wish  to 
confine  myself  to  the  all-important 
question  whether,  by  the  carrying  or  the 
rejection  of  the  Amendment,  the  people 
mostly  afEected  are  likely  the  sooner 
to  obtain  a  realisation  of  their  wishes. 
The  next  question  we  have  to  consider  is, 
by  what  course  the  rural  districts  are 
to  obtain  these  reforms.  I  will  examine 
that  question,  because  I  wish  to  influence 
hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
to  adopt  that  course  which  will  be  most 
likely  soon  to  realise  those  reforms  which 
will  confer  such  benefits  on  the  rural 
classes.  Four  years  ago  I  moved  a 
similar  Amendment  in  direct  and  absolute 
terms.  The  Government  was  thrown 
out  upon  it,  and  our  Government  came 
in.      The    right  hon.   Gentleman   (Mr. 
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Stansfeld)  supposes,  I  presume,  that  if  his 
Amendment  were  carried  the  aspira- 
tions of  the  rural  districts  would  be 
sooner  realised ;  and  I  have  always  thought 
that  when  a  Government  comes  into 
power  on  a  distinct  issue  laid  down  in  a 
definite  form  it  is  their  duty  to  deal  with 
that  issue  by  means  of  legislation  without 
delay.  Therefore,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  defeat  the  Govern- 
ment on  this  point,  and  the  Opposition 
come  into  power,  one  would  think  they 
would  immediately  drop  everything  else 
in  favour  of  District  Councils  and  Local 
Government.  But  that  did  not  happen 
in  1886.  The  contrary  happened.  As 
soon  as  the  Government  got  in  upon  a 
demand  to  benefit  the  rural  classes  thev 
threw  the  subject  aside,  and  we  heard 
nothing  more  of  it.  On  what  ground, 
then,  are  we  to  suppose  that  if  we  vote 
for  this  Amendment,  and  thereby  throw 
out  the  Government,  another  course  will 
be  adopted  by  the  next  Government? 
Every  hon.  Member  knows  that  if  this 
Amendment  were  carried  the  very 
measures  for  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  claims  urgency  would 
be  postponed  for  Sessions,  and  perhaps 
indefinitely.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  Colleagues  saysoin  their  speeches. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  has 
said,  and  almost  every  one  of  hw 
followers  has  repeated,  that  all  subjects 
would  be  set  aside  in  favour  of  one  great 
question,  to  which  I  will  not  more  par- 
ticularly refer,  but .  which  "  stops  the 
way.'*  I  would  appeal  to  hon.  Members 
who  represent  county  constituencies  to 
say  whether,  in  their  wildest  expectations, 
they  think  that  that  great  question  which 
all  admit  stops  the  way  can  bo  finally 
settled  for  one,  two,  or  three  Sessions,  or 
before  one  or  two  General  Elections  have 
taken  place  ?  By  voting,  then,  for  this 
Amendment  we  should  postpone  for  an 
indefinite  period  those  great  benefits  for 
which  the  country  districts  have  been  so 
long  waiting.  I  think  I  should  have  no 
difficulty  in  showing  to  a  rural  audience 
how  important  it  is  in  their  interests 
that  we  should  defeat  this  Amendment, 
in  order  to  prevent  their  reasonable 
claims  being  made  use  of  as  they  were 
in  1886.  I  believe  popple  in  the  counties 
are  wise  enough  to  see  that  a  bird  in  the 
hand  is  worth  two  in  the  bush,  and  that 
they  are  not  foolish  enough  to  stumble 
Mr.  Collinga 


twice  over  the  same  stone.  What,  then, 
will  happen  if  the  Amendment  bo  not 
carried  ?  In  that  case,  1  think,  the 
reforms  for  which  we  are  all  anxious  are 
at  our  very  doors.  [Opposition  laughter. '\ 
Hon.  Members  may  laugh ;  but,  at  any 
rate,  they  are  not  postponed  for  several 
Sessions  and  until  after  one  or  two 
General  Elections.  The  Government 
have  given  us  an  earnest  of  their  inten- 
tions in  the  constituting  of  the  County 
Councils,  which  hon.  Members  all  admit 
are  excellent,  and  on  a  true  popular  basis. 
Reference  has  been  made  to  the  abolition 
of  the  Quarter  Sessions.  Well,  what 
do  we  see  now  in  the  County  Councils h 
Some  of  the  members  of  Quarter  Sessions 
did  not  seem  to  believe  in  the  new  legis- 
lation, being  asked,  as  it  were,  to  abolish 
themselves.  In  some  other  countries 
these  gentlemen  would  have  felt  bound 
to  make  the  new  form  of  Local  Govern- 
ment a  failure.  Here  we  see  men 
coming  forward  and  putting  their  own 
views  in  their  pockets,  being  intent 
only  on  making  this  new  legislation  a  suc- 
cess. It  is  a  spectacle  of  self-abnegation, 
public  spirit  and  patriotism,  that  cannot 
be  equalled  in  any  country  in  Europe ; 
and  I  am  sure  everybody  in  this  House 
is  glad  that  the  administration  of  the 
Act  has  revealed  so  much  public  spirit 
in  our  rural  districts.  We  ought  not  to 
suppose  that  the  remaining  part  of  this 
legislation  will  not  be  of  a  satisfactory 
character.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  kead  of  the  Government  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  said  recently  that  measures 
have  been  prepared  for  constituting 
District  Councils  in  England  and  Scotland, 
and  gave  us  an  assurance  that,  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment,  an  attempt 
would  be  made  to  complete  the  legis- 
lation. The  District  Councils  Bill  is  not 
in  the  Queen's  Speech,  but  is  a  sort  of 
postscript,  made  by  a  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  does  not  mislead  the  House, 
and  who  does  not  say  what  he  does  not 
mean  or  less  than  he  means.  He  has 
entered  into  what  I  regard  as  a  real 
business  arrangement,  to  be  carried  out, 
if  possible,  this  Session.  For  the  rea- 
sons I  have  given,  1  think  that  if  you 
carry  this  Amendment  you  put  back 
legislation  on  this  subject.  As  I  have 
said,  I  should  have  no  hesitation  in 
putting  these  arguments  before  a  rural 
audience,  and  showing  them  in  which 
direction  their  interests  lie.     I   regret 
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that   some   political   and  Party  matters 
have  been  imported  into  the  debate,  but 
in    the   words  I   have   nttered   I   have 
looked  solely  at  the  interests  of  the  rural 
districts.       In    1886    the     right      hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  said  that  this 
subject  should  be  dealt  with  by  a  strong 
Grovemment.      I  quite  agree  with   him, 
and  I  would  point   out   that,  thanks,  to 
certain    operations    that    took   place  in 
1886,  we  have  in  power   a  strong   Con- 
servative   Government — a   Government 
which  has  been  built  on  the  ruins  of  the 
Liberal   Party.       That    being     so,    and 
having  personally  some  interest  in  these 
questions,   as   they  afEect  rural  districts, 
I  propose  to  accept  a  course  which  makes 
sure  at  no  distant  time  of  the  completion 
of  county  government  reform,    by    the 
Government   which  has  given  earnest  of 
its   intention   by    an    absolutely    sound 
Radical     measure,     admitted     by     our 
opponents  to   bs  so.     I  prefer   to  have 
this  state  of  things  to   realise   what  we 
require   for   the   rural  districts  than  to 
trust  thos3  interests  to  the  direction  of  a 
Party  who,  I  was  going  to  say,   deceived 
us,  but  who  certainly  disappointed  us   in 
1886  under  stronger  pledges;  for  in  1886 
there  was  no  intention  expressed  to  inter- 
pose  a  great   political  question    before 
dealing  with  rural   government  reform. 
Now,  however,  they  are  under  a  solemn 
pledge  should  they  come  into  power  to 
interpose  this  large  Party  question  bo- 
fore  undertaking  these  reforms.     It  is 
evident,  then,  where    our  true  interest 
lies,  and  I  have  no  hesitation  on  these 
grounds  in  opposing  the  Amendment. 

*(6.32.)  Sir  WALTER  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.) :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  has  placed  very 
clearly  before  the  House  the  position  of 
those  who  support  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  Amendment,  and  it  will  be 
agreed  that,  should  that  Party  come  into 
power,  they  certainly  would  not  have  the 
opportunity  for  years  to  carry  out  those 
reforms  in  rural  government  they  are 
so  anxious  for  now.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  always  brings 
forward  a  proposal  in  a  fair,  temperate, 
and  moderate  way  that  always  commends 
itself  to  the  consideration  of  the  House, 
but  knowing,  as  he  must,  the  complexities 
and  difficulties  that  attach  to  the  sub- 
ject, I  would  put  it  to  him  whether  he 
thinks  that  by  raising  this  discussion 
now  he  is  advancing  the  business  of  the 


House  ?      I  suppose  we  all  profess  our 
anxiety  to  discharge  the  duties  entrusted 
to  us,  but  to  raise  discussion  after  discus- 
sion upon  the  paragraphs  of  the  Queen's 
Speech  must  show  the  country  that  the 
only   object   is  to  prevent  the  Govern- 
ment passing  measures  they  have  shown 
their  desire  to  proceed  wiiJh.     Why,  if 
hon.    Gentlemen   are    really   earnest  in 
their  desire  to  carry  on  the  business  of 
the  country,  do  they  persist  in  prevent- 
ing  the    Government  from   proceeding 
with   those   measures  of  great  import- 
ance of  which  notice   has  been   given? 
I    have     no     right     by     the     slightest 
.word     to     attempt     to      lecture     the 
House ;    but,    at  the  same    time,  I   do 
say  that   the  country   is   looking   at   us 
anxious  that  we  should  go  on  with  the 
business     for    which     we     are     called 
together,      and    these     discussions     are 
preventing   actual   business  from  being 
approached.     I  hope  the  good  sense  of 
the  House  will  recognise  this.     Let  us 
look  back  at  the  older  days  and  «ee  how 
we  got  through  business,  especially  that 
of  the  Queen's  Speech,  which  we  knew 
was  only  a  form  on  which  we  had  no 
right  to  delay  the  House  of  Commons. 
I  hope  we  may  be  allowed  to  go  to  a 
Division,  for  we  know  this  is  a  subject 
we  cannot  discuss  now  in  all  its  details, 
and  even  if  we  could  we  should  come  to 
no  satisfactory  conclusion. 

*(6.35.)  Mr.  JAMES  ELLIS  (Leicester- 
shirs,  Bosworfch) :  It  is  not  every  hon. 
Member  who  can  speak  from  practical 
personal  acquaintance  with  matters  of 
rural  government ;  but,  as  Overseer  of 
the  Poor  and  Waywarden,  and  as  having 
taken  part  in  many  matters  interesting 
to  villagers,  I  wish  to  tell  the  House  that 
so  far  as  matters  have  been  delegated  to 
local  control  in  villages,  the  result  has 
been  a  success.  The  meetings  of  the 
people  do  not  tend  to  strife ;  the  people 
come  together,  and  things  are  discussed 
in  a  quiet,  business-like  manner  in  these 
little  villages,  with  less  controversy  and 
bitterness  than  in  this  House,  and  often 
to  better  purpose.  I  do  earnestly  desire, 
and  whenever  opportunity  offers  I  shall 
urge  it,  that  you  should  give  to  villages 
thronghout  the  country  some  powers 
of  self-government,  something  they  can 
take  an  interest  in,  something  by  which 
village  life  may  be  made  brighter  and 
better  than  it  is.  So  far  as  I  know,  and 
I  have  mixed  in  village  life  a  good  deal. 
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the  inhabitants  have  all  the  capacity  for 
making  worthy  citizens.  If  yon  took 
one  of  onr  village  communities  and 
transplanted  it  to  Africa  or  Australia 
they  would  very  soon  choose  a  superior 
I  do  not  know  whether  he  would  be 
called  a  Mayor  or  not — and  a  good 
governing  Council.  Englishmen  every- 
where have  the  power  of  self-govern- 
ment. I  do  entreat  the  Government  to 
delay  no  longer.  This  is  not  a  Party 
question  ;  it  is  a  matter  of  material  im- 
portance to  the  people,  and  it  should 
have  more  interest  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  than  to  us,  for  it  is  truly  Con- 
servative to  enable  people  to  acquire 
little  holdings  of  their  own.  In  doing 
what  we  can  to  keep  men  in  our 
villages,  making  their  fives  and  homes 
happier  and  brighter  there,  no  time 
could  be  battar  bastowed,  and  it  is  this 
with  which  the  Amendment  is  concerned. 
We  all  know  that  we  have  no  chance  of 
turning  out  the  Government ;  if  we  had, 
we  should  bring  in  a  direct  Resolution. 
We  want  simply  to  urge  on  every 
Member  of  the  House  measures  that  I 
am  quite  sure,  if  taken  up  in  a  proper 
spirit,  could  be  worked  out  with  great 
benefit  to  every  member  of  the  com- 
munity. 

(6.40.)  *The  secretary  to  the 
LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr. 
Long,  Wilts,  Devizes)  :  The  Govern- 
ment have  every  reason  to  view 
the  introduction  of  this  Amendment 
not  only  without  dislike  or  appre- 
hension, but  with  absolute  content- 
ment and  satisfaction,  because  it  is 
not  only  not  a  Vote  of  Censure  upon  the 
Administration,  but  it  is  actually  an  ex- 
pression of  approval  of  what  we  did  two 
Sessions  ago  in  legislating  in  the  direction 
of  local  self-government,  and  merely 
urges  upon  us  to  continue  to  carry  to  a 
conclusion  the  work  we  have  commenced. 
Her  Majesty  *s  Government,  therefore,  have 
no  reason  whatever  to  complain  of  this 
Amendment  having  been  brought  for- 
ward, and  still  less  to  complain  of  the 
spirit  and  the  manner  in  which  it  has 
been  moved.  As  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  behind  me  has  remarked,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  is  dis- 
tinguished among  many  other  things  for 
the  courteous  and  moderate  way  in  which 
he  brings  questions  before  the  House. 
Wo  noticed  with  profound  satisfaction 
that  at  the  commencement  of  the  right 
Mr.  James  Ellis 


hon.  Gentleman's  remarks  he  promiaed 
that  if  it  should  be  our  good  fortune  to 
introduce  a  measure  for  the^  extension  of 
local  self-government  he  and  those  who 
sit  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  Honse 
will  do  their  best  to  assist  the  Govern- 
ment in  extending  still  more  those  prin- 
ciples of  local  self-government  laid  down 
in  the  Act  of  1888.  Before  I  deal  with 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
wish  to  refer  to  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Rugby  Division.  He  has  told  the 
House  of  Government  opinions  and 
beliefs,  but  he  has  not  been  good  enough 
to  take  the  House  a  little  further,  and 
say  upon  what  authority  he  made  these 
statements ;  nor  did  he  trouble  the  House 
with  any  expression  from  the  Government 
which  led  him  to  attribute  to  the  Govern- 
ment opinions  which,  so  far  as  I  know, 
they  have  never  expressed.  He  credited 
us  with  a  general  condemnation  of  local 
government,  and  even  went  so  far  as  to 
say  we  had  expressed  profound  contempt 
for  parish  vestries.  I  am  not  aware 
that  any  Member  of  the  Government 
hsfcs  expressed  contempt  for  parish  ved- 
tries  in  any  form  whatever ;  and  I  say, 
further,  that  so  far  as  the  Government 
are  concerned,  or  so  far  eis  Members  on 
this  side  are  concerned,  we  no  more  en- 
tertain any  feeling  of  contempt  for 
parish  vestries  and  those  who  form  them 
or  for  the  interests  with  which  parish 
vestries  are  charged  than  do  hon.  Members 
opposite.  The  hon.  Member,  however, con- 
ducted his  rather  violent  attack  upon 
the  Government  in  such  a  good- 
humoured  fashion  as  to  deprive  it  of  half 
its  bitterness,  while  there  certainly  was 
no  poison  in  the  weapons  he  used.  He 
told  us  we  believed  a  great  many  things 
which  I  am  not  sure  we  do  believe,  and 
went  on  to  attack  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
and  the  system  of  Poor  Law  relief.  I 
am  not  about  to  enter  into  any  lengthened 
defence  of  the  Poor  Law,  but  I  earnestly 
hope  that  no  hon.  Members  in  this 
House  will  give  expression  to  hastily- 
formed  opinions  with  regard  to  the  Poor 
Law  which  may  lead  the  poorer  classes 
of  the  country  to  believe  that  those 
who  administer  relief  are  concerned 
chiefly  in  dealing  harshly  with  the  poor, 
and  in  safeguarding  the  rates  with  which 
they  are  entrusted.  Prom  what  has  been 
said  by  some  Members,  it  might  almost 
be  inferred  that  guardians  are  not  guar- 
dians of  the  rates  as  well  as  of  the  poor, 
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but  that  they  are  Charitable  Associations 
set  up  for  the  purpose  of  giving  relief 
to  all  who  ask  for  it.  The  Son.  Member 
told  us  that  the  state  of  affairs  before 
the  new  Poor  Law  was  not  due  to 
the  granting  of  outdoor  relief  but  to 
the  system  upon  which  it  was  ad- 
ministered. But  that  is  a  distinction 
without  a  difference.  It  is,  I  beHeve, 
admitted  that  the  extreme  state  of 
poverty  in  the  country,  and  the  terrible 
pressure  of  the  rates  in  rural  parishes, 
was  due  to  the  fact  that  out-door  relief 
was  the  practice  and  custom  and  in- 
door relief  the  exception.  What  do 
we  find  now?  I  appeal  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  are  concerned  with  ad- 
ministration by  Boards  of  Guardians. 
Do  they  not  give  the  greatest  care  and 
attention  to  every  case  that  comes 
before  them,  and  try  to  administer  the  law 
without  hai'shness  and  severity,  but  at 
the  same  time  so  as  to  protect  the  rates 
of  which  they  are  guardians  as  much  as 
they  are  guardians  of  the  poor.  After 
the  experience  of  the  past,  I  hope 
nothing  may  be  said  in  or  outside  the 
House  which  would  lead  the  poorer 
classes  to  look  upon  guardians  with 
suspicion,  or  to  believe  that  the  House 
could  help  them  to  a  more  liberal  system 
of  relief  than  that  which  now  prevails. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say  that 
the  Government  had  admitted  that  the 
Allotments  Act  of  the  Session  before  last 
was  a  failure,  and  he  supported  that 
statement  by  pointing  to  the  Bill  for 
admitting  an  appeal  from  the  Sanitary 
Authority  to  the  County  Council.  It  is  a 
perfectly  unfounded  statement  ;  the 
Government  have  admitted  nothing  of 
the  kind. 

An  Hon.  Member  :  Yes. 
*Mr.  LONG:  The  hon.  Member  who 
says  "Yes"  was  not  a  Member  of  the 
House  when  the  Government  introduced 
their  Bill,  and  he  has  not  taken  the 
trouble  to  read  the  debates  of  the  time, 
or  he  would  be  aware  that  when  the 
Allotments  Bill  was  before  the  House, 
my  right  hon.  Friend  said  that  the  reason 
why  power  was  to  be  conferred  upon  the 
Sanitary  Authority  was  because  it  is 
the  only  available  Authority  other  than 
the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions ;  but  he 
looked  forward  to  the  time  when,  follow- 
ing upon  the  formation  of  County 
Councils,  there  would  be  District 
Councils    elected,     upon     whom    these 


powers  would  devolve.  When  the  Local 
Government  Bill  was  introduced,  the 
District  Council  clauses  which  would 
have  set  up  these  purely  elective 
Councils  had  to  be  dropped.  It  is  for 
that  reason  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
brings  in  the  measure  of  which  he  has 
given  notice.  It  is  not  put  bafore  the 
House  as  an  admission  of  failure  in  the 
Allotments  Bill,  and  I  hope  it  will  be 
accepted  in  the  spirit  in  which  ib  is 
offered.  We  absolutely  deny  that  the 
Act  has  failed,  and  our  only  object  m  to 
carry  out  the  principle  of  local  govern- 
ment, on  which,  from  the  first,  it  was  our 
wish  to  act,  by  giving  dissatisfied  villagers 
an  appeal  to  an  elected  author! tv, 
when  the  authority  under  the  Act  fails, 
as  in  some  cases,  we  are  told,  it  has  failed, 
to  provide  the  necessary  allotments. 
That  is  the  reason  for  the  Allotments  Act 
Amendment  Bill ;  but  neither  by  word 
or  implication  can  we  allow  the  opinion 
to  pass  unchallenged,  that  the  introduc- 
tion of  this  Bill  is  an  admission  of  the 
failure  of  the  existing  Act.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Stansfeld),  in  his 
very  interesting  speech,  threw  with 
great  skill  more  than  one  fly  over  my 
right  hon.  Friend  to  induce  him  to  give 
some  details  of  our  new  Bill.  It  is  not  for 
me  to  take  the  House  into  our  confidence 
now  as  to  our  proposals,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  experience  ought  to 
tell  him  that  he  is  not  likely  to  get  very 
much  information  as  to  future  pro- 
posals from  my  right  hon.  Friend.  I 
should  like  to  endorse  what  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Bordesley  Division  (Mr, 
Ceilings)  has  said  in  reference  to  our 
experience  of  the  Local  Government 
Act.  I  am  not  concerned  to  deny  the 
fact  that  doubts  and  fears  may  have 
been  expressed,  but  I  think  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  will  s^ee  that  if  there 
were  any  such  doubts  and  fears  with 
reference  to  the  working  of  the  County 
Councils,  those  doubts  and  fears  have 
long  ago  disappeared,  and  the  great 
majority  of  magistrates  all  over  the 
country  have  co-operated  heartily  to 
bring  about  the  success  which  has  been 
achieved  by  the  operation  of  the  Act. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  us  some 
of  the  results  he  looked  for  by  the  passing 
of  a  District  Councils  Bill,  and  he  told  us 
that  one  of  the  most  important  questions 
is,  and  undoubtedly  it  is  so,  the  division 
or  amalgamation  of  parish  areas.     The 
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division  and  amalgamation  of  parishes 
that  musk  attend  the  formation  of  Dis- 
trict Councils  presents  many  difficult 
problems,  owing  to  the  amount  of  local 
prejudice  and  sentiment  which  has 
to  be  overcome,  which  I  believe  cannot 
b3  overcome  by  the  action  of  the 
Executive  Government  or  by  Com- 
missions, but  which  will  probably 
yield  to  the  popular  realisation  of  the 
improvements  that  would  result  from 
better  local  government  and  the  re-adjust- 
ment of  areas.  I  am  not  concerned  to 
contend  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
as  to  the  principle  we  ought  to  adopt.  No 
doubt  in  some  localities  there  is  a  strong 
desire  for  representative  institutions ; 
but  having  some  knowledge  of  labourers, 
among  whom  I  have  some  good  friends,  in 
spite  of  my  belonging  to  the  condemned 
class  of  landlords,  I  believe  that  in  my 
own  neighbourhood  there  is  no  pressing 
call  for  better  local  government.  Of 
course,  there  is  dissatisfaction,  as  I  fear 
there  always  will  be  with  many  existing 
institutions,  and  with  whatever  we  may 
constitute  in  place  of  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians or  Highway  Boards,  or  any  other 
Local  Authority.  There  is  no  doubt  a 
desire  that  labourers  should  have  the 
right  to  elect  representatives  to  the 
control  of  local  affairs  which  so  intimately 
concern  their  happiness.  As  my  right 
hon.  Friend  will,  I  am  sure,  tell  the  House 
later  on,  the  Government  are  desirous 
and  are  prepared  to  give  the  House  the 
opportunity  of  considering  measures  for 
the  purposes  laid  down  in  the  Amend- 
ment we  are  now  considering.  Nothing 
could  please  them  more  than  to  see  such 
measures  brought  forward,  but  the 
decision  as  to  when  they  sliall  be  brought 
forward  does  not  rest  with  the  Local 
Government  Board  ;  it  is  a  matter  of  the 
general  policy  of  the  Government ;  but 
when  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Halifax 
says  we  promised  in  the  Session  of 
1888-9  to  bring  forward  such  a  measure 
as  he  refers  to  in  the  following  year, 
and  that  we  went  so  far  as  to  repeat 
that  promise  in  the  Queen's  Speech,  he 
tells  us  we  are  much  more  to  blame 
because  we  have  not  repeated  the  promise 
for  1890.  Far  be  it  from  me  to  venture 
to  criticise  anything  that  comes  from  sodis- 
tinguished  a  Member  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Stansfeld),  but  I  would 
ask  him  with  great  respect  to  look  back 
over  the  many  years  during  which  he  has 
Mr,  Long 


been  a  Member  of  this  House,  and  during 
which  for  a  considerable  time  he  occupied 
a  seat  on  this  Bench,  and  say  whether  he 
does  not  remember  a  long  list  of  measures 
promised  Session  after  Session  by  the 
Government  of  which  he  was  a  Member, 
but  as  to  which  Parliament  never  saw  an 
attempt  made  to  bring  them  in  ?  We  have 
considered  it  better  to  limit  our  early 
proposals  to  measures  that  are  likely  to 
be  considered,  and  to  add  to  them  if  we 
find  we  can  do  so,  instead  of  introducing 
more  than  can  be  dealt  with,  only  to  drop 
them  at  the  end  of  the  Session.  This  is 
not  the  time  or  occasion  to  discuss  the 
exact  details  of  a  District  Councils  Bill. 
It  is  valuable  and  helpful  to  us  to  have 
drawn  from  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  what  it  is  they  want  and 
what  it  is  they  are  likely  to  criticise. 
It  will  enable  us,  I  hope,  to  produce  our 
Bill  in  a  satisfactory  form.  We  have 
had  the  opportunity,  too,  of  hearing  our 
Friends  behind  me,  and  our  strength  will 
be  the  greater  because,  if  necessary,  we 
have  the  time  to  improve  our  measure. 
One  question  an  hon.  Friend  behind  me 
has  referred  to — the  question  of  highways. 
He  called  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  fact  that  very  grave  inconvenience 
does  result  in  many  cases  from  the  want 
of  Dictrict  Councils  to  act  with  the 
County  Councils  in  the  management  of 
main  roads  and  highways.  I  agree  with 
him,  and  believe  there  is  no  stronger 
reason  for  the  creation  of  District 
Councils  than  the  difficulty  that  does 
exist  in  the  administration  and  manage- 
ment of  the  roads  of  the  county.  The 
Government  are  very  sensible  that  we 
have  thrown  upon  County  Councils  a 
very  heavy  responsibility  in  calling  upon 
them  to  look  after  the  main  roads,  and 
we  feel  it  is  due  to  them  that  they 
should  have  that  relief  they  will 
have  when  District  Councils  are  set 
up  to  act  conjointly  with  them  in 
looking  after  all  the  roads  in  addition 
to  the  main  roads  of  the  county. 
I  have  only,  in  conclusion,  to  thank 
the  House  for  having  allowed  me  to 
say  these  few  words.  I  can  assure  the 
House  I  believe  every  Member  of  the 
Government  to  be  actuated  by  a  sincere 
and  honest  desire  to  complete  the  scheme 
of  local  government.  We  consider  it 
a  great  privilege  to  have  been  allowed 
to  introduce  the  measure  which  is  on  the 
Statute  Book,    and  we  shall  be  only  too 
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glad  to  finish  the  work.  I  may  add,  in 
th.'  words  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  the 
M^mbsr  for  the  Horsham  Division, 
bahind  me,  that  it  rests  with  the  House 
and  the  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  give  us  an  opportunity  of 
so  doing,  and  if  tliey  will  only  give 
us  that  opportunity,  we  will  do  our 
best  to  make  good  use  of  it. 

*(7.1.)  Captain  VERNEY  (Bucks,  N.) : 
I  did  not  say  that  the  Allotments  Bill 
had  proved  a  failure,  on  my  own  respon- 
sibility, but  on  the  responsibility  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  who,  in  a  speech 
delivered  at  Nottingham,  told  the  audience, 
in  guarded  language,  that  in  some  re- 
spects and  in  some  places  its  working 
had  not  been  altogether  satisfactory.  I 
think  we  all  know  what  that  means. 
Tiiat  was  the  ground  on  which  I  ven- 
tured to  contradict  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  Horsham  Division.  I 
ciunot  think  that  the  time  of  the  House 
is  being  wasted  in  discussing  this  Amend- 
ni)nt.  I  am  glad  that  that  is  not  the 
opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  Front  Benches.  I  am  glad  that 
tliey  think '  they  can  learn  something 
from  the  opinions  of  hon.  Members  on 
this  side,  as  well  as  from  supporters  on 
their  own  side.  I  am  glad  also  to  find 
myself  following  the  lion.  Member  for 
the  Boidesley  Division.  He  did  me  the 
great  honour  in  188G  of  asking  me  to 
second  the  Amendment  which  turned 
out  t'le  Government  of  that  day,  and 
I  am  ha-jpv  to  follow  him,  l)ecause 
I  am  very  much  in  accord  with  him 
in  many  of  the  remarks  he  has 
made.  In  the  first  place  he  tells  us 
that  the  question  of  time  now  comes  in, 
and  if  the  Conservative  Government  are 
left  in  power  there  is  some  hope  for  the 
labour jr,  but  that  if  the  Liberals  come 
into  office  there  is  no  chance  of  anything 
being  dealt  with  except  the  great  question 
of  Home  Rule.  1  should  like  to  quote  to 
him  the  old  proverb,  "  Once  bit  twice 
shy,"  and  to  point  out  that  the  Liberal 
Government  having  once  suffered 
through  neglecting  the  claims  of  the 
agri(;ultural  hibourer  when  brought  for- 
ward by  the  lion.  Member  himself,  are 
not  likely  to  neglect  those  claims  on  a 
second  occasion.  I  do  not  think  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  can  to-day  speak  in  the 
name  of  tho  agricultural  labourer.  He 
has  told  the  House  what  he  can  do  when 
he   goes   down  among   the   agricultural 

VOL.   CCCXLI.    [third  series.] 


labourers,  but  I  venture  to  think  that  if 
he  goes  down  among  them  now  he  will 
find  he  is  not  in  touch  with  them.  I  re- 
gret that  fact,  because  I  do  not  believe 
that  anybody  in  this  House  has  more  at 
heart  the  welfare  of  the  agricultural 
labourers  thim  the  hon.  Member.  I  deeply 
regret  that  he  is  out  of  touch  with  these 
men,  but  I  trust  he  may  still  recover  his 
position  and  be  able  to  render  further 
signal  services  to  them.  This  Amend- 
ment ought  not  to  be  considered  as  a 
Party  Question.  I  do  not  so  consider  it. 
I  follow  the  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Laicestershire,  in  his  remarks  on 
that  point,  and  I  say,  unhesitatingly,  that 
I  shall  not  scruple  to  vote  against  any 
Government  that  neglects  the  cause  of 
the  agricultural  labourer.  The  claims  of 
Party  in  my  own  case,  and,  I  hope,  in 
the  case  of  many  other  hon.  Members, 
must  give  way  to  sympathy  with  the 
great  cause  of  the  agricultural  labourers. 
Something  has  been  said  about  the  decay 
of  village  life.  Sir,  the  decay  of  village 
life  is  largely  due  to  the  villages  being 
owned,  in  many  cases,  by  one  single  pro- 
prietor. AVhat  would  an  hon.  Member  of 
this  House  feel  if  he  lived  in  a  parish  en- 
tirely owned  by  one  man  who  practically 
holds  him  in  the  hollow  of  his  hand,  and 
who  can,  when  he  likes,  turn  him  out  of 
his  house  and  cottage  ?  Yet  that  is  the 
position  of  the  agricultural  labourer ;  and 
in  many  counties  these  cottages  have  been 
occupied  by  the  same  family  from 
generation  to  generation,  and  are  as 
dear  to  these  poor  men  as  are  our  homes  to 
us.  Now,  these  labourers  know,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  that  they  will  be  sent 
away  if  they  make  themselves  public 
nuisances  in  the  village  by  interfering  in 
public  matters  on  which  their  opinion  is 
not  asked.  That  is  the  state  of  many  of 
our  villages  to-day.  There  may  be  two 
tyrants  in  a  village,  the  Clergyman, 
and  the  Poor  Law  Guardian  ;  and 
when  1  say  that  these  men  are  often 
tyrants,  I  do  not  wish  to  ascribe  to  them 
improper  or  unworthy  motives.  They 
grow  to  be  so  out  of  the  very  circum- 
stances under  which  they  live.  Take 
the  case  of  the  village  clergyman.  He 
begins  by  knowing  the  children  in  the 
school.  His  wife,  too,  in  the  early  days 
of  childhood  gets  influence  over  them. 
By  these  means  the  clergyman  obtains 
knowledge  of  their  private  family 
history,  which  he  does  not  scruple  after- 
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wards  to  avail  himself  of.      Then    there 
is  the  question  of  the  administration  of 
cWities    which    are    again    and  again 
utilised    for    purposes    of    religious    or 
political  oppression.     There  is  the  well- 
known    case   of  the  Vicar   of  Winwick 
in     which     an     allotment    was     taken 
away  from  a  labourer  because  he   had 
attended  a  chapel    Sunday    school.     In 
that    case     the     rector    of    the    parish 
started  -these    allotments    expressly   to 
use    them    for    political    and    religious 
oppression.     These   cases   are   not   rare, 
but  it  is  not  often  that  we  get  so  open  a 
confession  of  motive.     Yet   the   motives 
are  well  known  to  the  labourers.     In  the 
case  of  most  of  the  charities  the  labourers 
have  no  voice  whatever  in  their  adminis- 
tration.   The  trustees  are  usually  clergy- 
men.     Endowments  left  for  educational 
purposes  are  often  lost  to  the  poor,  and  I 
can  mention  a  case  in  which  an  endow- 
mentof  JB50  in  one  parish  is  so  lost.     One 
trustee  is  a  gentleman  90  years  old,   now 
unable  to  attend  to  public  business,   and 
the  other  a  gentleman  of  80,  who  lives  far 
away.     Neither  of  them  interests  himself 
in  the  charity,  and  the  money  goes  into 
the  pockets  of  the  rich. 

Mr.  LLEWELLYN  (Somerset,  N.)  : 
Will  the  hon.  Member  give  me  the  name 
of  the  parish  ? 

♦Cafiain  VERNEY  :  I  have  no  objec- 
tion to  giving  the  name  of  the  parish  to 
the  hon.  Member  privately.  But  I  do 
not  attack  individuals  :  nothing  is  to  be 
gained  by  holding  persons  up  to  obloquy  ; 
what  is  best  to  ba  done  is  to  point  out 
the  evil  itself  and  suggest  a  remedy. 
The  remedy  I  suggest  in  such  a  case  as 
this  is  that  the  House  should  take  these 
powers  out  of  the  hands  of  individuals,and 
place  them  in  the  hands  of  duly  elected 
representatives  of  the  people. 

Mr.  LLEWELLYN:  I  shall  avail 
myself  of  the  offer  of  the  hon.  Member 
to  give  me  the  name  of  the  parish 
privately. 

•Capi'AIN  VERNEY  :  Again  there  is 
tyranny  in  the  matter  of  holding  vestry 
meetings.  The  hour  appointed  is  almost 
invariably  in  the  morning,  when  it  is 
impossible  for  the  agricultural  labourer 
to  attend,  although  matters  are  discussed 
which  are  of  the  deepest  interest  to 
him.  Further,  there  is  the  question 
of  the  control  of  the  school  buildings.  In 
many  villages  the  labourers  have 
absolutely  no  place  in  which  they  can 
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hold  a  meeting.     There  is,  of  course,  the 
village    school,    but    the    use   of   it    is 
often    withheld,     or    only    granted     on 
impossible   conditions,    such  as  that  the 
vicar  himself  shall  take  the  chair,  that 
no  resolution  shall  be  put  to  the  meeting, 
or    that    no    matters   of   a    contentious 
character      shall      be      discussed      and 
no      vote      taken.      The      consequence 
is   that  when  we   go   down   to   address 
our    constituents     in     the     rural     dis- 
tricts  we  have  to  do    so   in  the  open, 
and    at    night  from   a   waggon,     often 
times      in     pouring     rain     while     our 
audiences    stand    ankle   deep    in    mud. 
Nothing  causes  more  bitterness  and  ill- 
feeling  in  a  parish  than  the  refusal  to 
lend  the  school  for  the  purpose  of  holding 
political  meetings.     And  then  again,  the 
villagers  are  powerless  in  the  matter  of 
free     libraries.      I   believe   that    not   a 
single  rural  parish  in  the  kingdom  has 
availed  itself  of  the  Free  Libraries  Act. 
Such  matters  as  these  might  be  eflRciently 
dealt  with  by  Parochial  Councils.     Hon. 
Members  who  say  that  the  labourers  do 
not  desire  the  establishment  of  Parochial 
Councils   cannot    be   familiar   with    the 
wants  of  the  labourers.     If  the  Govern- 
ment  will    give   us   an   opportunity   of 
gauging  the  opinions  of  the  labourers  on 
the  point  I  think  we  can  soon  prove  that 
there  is  a  great  demand  for  the  creation 
of  Parochial  Councils.     And  now  I  come 
to    the   question   of    District    Councils. 
These    will    supersede    the    Boards    of 
Guardians.     The  Poor  Law  Guardian  is 
the    second    tyrant    under   whom     the 
labourer  suffers.     The  question  of  indoor 
and  outdoor  relief  is  naturally  one  of  the 
greatest  interest  to  every  labourer,  who 
has  to  take  into  account  the  probability 
or    possibility    that    at     some    time    or 
other  he  may  be  dependent  on  Poor  Law 
relief,  and  he  is  consequently  timid  of 
ofFending  the  Poor  Law  Guardian.     At 
present,    however,   the    labourers   have 
little  voice  in  the  election  of  their  Poor 
Law  Guardians.     It  is  almost  the  only 
election  now  left,  which  is  not  by  ballot, 
and  which  is  not  conducted  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  "  one  man,  one  vote."   I  know  an 
instance  of  a  man  who  has  never  since 
been  able  to  obtain  employment  from  any 
farmer  in  the  district  because   he  voted 
for  me  in  1885.     I  can  give  an  instance, 
on    sworn    testimony,    of    a   man   who, 
during  the  election,  went  to  the  market 
place  of  one  of  the  principal  towns  and 
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said  that  if  the  Liberal  was  returned  he 
would  bring  the  labourers'  wages  down 
to  8s.  per  week.  I  attended  a  meeting 
in  this  recent  election,  where  there  were 
40  labourers  and  one  farmer,  a  Poor 
Law  Guardian,  who  was  watching  to  see 
which  way  the  men  voted.  Seven  hands 
out  of  the  40  were  held  up  in  my  favour, 
and  three  against  me,  a  fact  which  shows 
thatthe  other  30  labourers  with  a  Poor  Law 
Guardian  watching  them  dared  not  give 
any  indication  of  what  their  views  were. 
Then  the  Guardians  have  to  do  with  the 
question  of  insanitary  dwellings.  They 
press  hardly  on  the  poorer  owners,  but 
are  afraid  to  tackle  the  wealthy  ones.  I 
know  a  wealthy  man,  one  of  whose  houses 
was  reported  on  for  its  insanitary  and 
overcrowded  condition.  He  is  now,  or 
was,  at  that  time,  a  Member  of  this  House ; 
he  was  a  man  of  great  influence  in  the 
district,  and  the  Guardians  took  no  action 
on  the  Report.  And  then  we  come  to  the 
Allotments  Question.  It  really  amazed 
me  to  hear  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
get  up  and  say  that  there  is  no  difficulty 
about  the  Allotment  Question.  Does  not 
everybody  know  that  the  men  of  Twyf ord 
have  for  two  years  been  trying  to  get  their 
allotments  ?  At  last  there  came  a  day 
when  the  village  was  placarded  with  the 
news  tha't  these  allotments  were  to  be 
given.  It  was  said  that  a  letter  had  been 
received  from  the  Rector  of  Lincoln  Col- 
lege, and  the  placard  was  put  all  over 
Twyford.  And  what  day  was  it?  It 
was  the  day  before  the  polling  day. 
However,  it  did  not  much  affect  the 
labourers,  who  had  been  befooled  for  two 
years,  and  who  have  not  got  their  allot- 
ments yet.  I  am  astonished  to  hear  any- 
body contend  that  the  Act,  as  regards  the 
compulsory  clauses  has  been  in  any  way 
a  success.  With  regard  to  the  voluntary 
clauses,  the  case  may  be  different,  be- 
cause if  a  landlord  voluntarily  grants  allot- 
ments that  gives  him  a  great  pull  over 
the  labourers  at  elections,  so  it  is  we  find 
that  the  parson  frequently  lets  out  his 
glebe  lands  for  allotment  purposes. 
Then  there  is  the  question  of  the  ex 
officio  Ghiardians,  who  troop  down  to  the 
meetings  when  an  appointmei}t  is  to  be 
made,  in  order  to  give  a  place  to  some 
prot^gS  of  their  own.  If  we  had  elective 
District  Councils  I  think  that  scandal 
would  be  wiped  out.  I  cannot  see  why, 
with  a  certain  population,  the  chairman 
of  the  District  or  Parish  Council  should 


not  be  a  member  of  the  County  Bench 
during  his  year  of  office,  for  the  County 
Councils  in  many  respects  resemble  only 
the  old  gang  of  magistrates.  In  North 
Bucks  we  made  the  County  Council 
election  a  political  question  and  we  got 
elected  a  bond  fide  agricultural  labourer. 
I  hope  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are 
as  pleased  at  the  fact  as  we  are,  for 
after  all  it  only  carries  out  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  to  welcome  the  people  into  a 
share  of  the  government  of  their  own 
locality.  We  are  all  grateful  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Ritchie)  for  the 
Local  Government  Act,  which  is  a  wise 
and  statesmanlike  measure.  It  may 
be,  and  it  will  have  to  be,  improved, 
but  the  Act  will  always  be  associated 
with  his  name.  It  is  not,  however, 
enough  for  the  agricultural  labourer. 
It  is  not  what  he  wants,  I  am  reminded 
of  the  reply  made  by  the  newly-appointed 
boatswain  to  his  captain  who  asked  him 
to  have  a  glass  of  wine,  "  Thank  you.  Sir, 
I  ain't  dry ;  I  will  take  a  potato."  It  is 
the  potato  which  the  agricultural  labourer 
wants.  I  am  told  that  the  adoption  of  this 
Amendment  would  mean  the  defeat  of 
the  Government.  The  Japanese  nation 
have  a  method  of  avenging  insult  by 
what  they  call  the  "happy  despatch," 
and  underneath  that  there  lies  a  very 
fine  principle,  namely,  **  that  it  is  better  to 
die  honoured  than  to  live  dishonoured." 
If  the  Government  are  not  prepared  to 
fulfil  their  pledges  to  bring  in  a 
District  Councils  Bill,  if  they  are 
deaf  to  the  demands  of  the  agricul- 
tural labourer,  their  memory  will  not  bo 
honoured  in  the  rural  districts.  I  ani 
amazed  at  the  patience  shown  by  the 
labourers.  The  message  which  the 
agricultural  labourer  has  given  me  to 
deliver  to  the  House  is  not  one  of 
defiance,  or  auger,  or  bitterness,  but 
a  reasonable  request  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  carry  out  the  pledges 
already  given  to  the  House  to  bring 
in  a  District  and  Parochial  Councils  Bill . 
The  lot  of  the  English  agricultural 
labourer  is  in  many  respects  by  no  means 
a  happy  or  satisfactory  one.  There  is  no 
opening  for  him  into  a  higher  and  better 
life ;  you  leave  the  door  ajar  for  him  t<^> 
see  things  better  worth  living  for  than 
the  public-house,  but  you  give  him 
no  time  to  pursue  his  education, 
because  he  has  to  work  from  early 
morning  till  late  at  night.  These 
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men  lead  a  most  imwholeBome  life,  ex- 
posed as  they  are  to  all  sorts  of  weather, 
•and  working  as  they  do  tinder  all  kinds 
of  difficulty.  In  a  letter  recently  pub- 
lished in  the  Essex  Chronicle  it  was 
related  how  these  men  have  to  go  out 
day  after  day  without  the  opportunity  of 
getting  their  boots  dried.  You  may  say  it 
is  a  healthy  life,  but  you  would  hardly 
hold  that  opinion  if  you  really  inquired 
into  it.  When  the  labourer  reaches  the 
period  of  middle  life,  at  which  hon. 
Gentlemen  in  this  House  are  just 
commencing  a  career  of  public  service  in 
the  full  vigour  of  their  physical  faculties, 
ho  is  almost  bent  double  by  rheumatism, 
with  his  eyes  already  turned  towards  the 
workhouse  land  the  pauper's  grave.  He 
leads  a  sad  and  a  hard  life,  but  it  has  not 
produced  any  feeling  of  bitterness  up  to 
the  present  time  among  the  labouring 
class,  nor  is  it  likely  to  do  So  if  you  would 
only  listen  to  their  cry,  and  pay  some 
attention  to  their  demand  for  a  reason- 
able control  in  matters  of  local  govern- 
ment. I  am  speaking  perhaps  under 
some  disadvantage  as  a  new  member  who 
has  but  just  taken  his  seat,  but  hon.  Gentle- 
men know  how  it  is  with  a  shot  from  a 
gun ;  it  sets  out  in  almost  a  horizontal 
line,  but  when  it  has  got  a  few  hundred 
yards  it  begins  to  fall.  So  it  is  with  hon. 
Members  of  this  House.  When  they  first 
start  they  go  very  straight,  but  when 
they  have  been  here  a  few  years  different 
pressures  are  brought  to  bear  upon  them, 
and  they  are  not  quite  so  keen  and  ready 
as  they  were  at  the  outset.  I  have 
come  straight  from  the  cannon's  mouth. 
The  message  given  to  me  is  not  a 
message  of  defiance,  or  of  anger, 
or  bitterness  and  ill-feeling  as  between 
class  and  class ;  it  is  only  a  moderate 
and  reasonable  request  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  carry  out  the  pledges 
they  have  given  to  bring  in. their  District 
and  Parochial  Conncils  Bill.  What 
1  desire  is  to  translate  the  inarticu- 
late longings  of  the  labouring  class, 
and  to  express  to  the  best  of  my 
ability  what  are  their  views  on  this  im- 
portant subject.  I  deny  that  they  are 
actuated  by  feelings  of  hostility  or  anger 
against  the  squire  of  the  parish  or  the 
village  parson.  They  merely  demand 
that  they  shall  have  some  share  in  the 
management  of  their  own  affairs.  Already 
we  can  see  the  enormous  change  which 
the  new  system  of  local  government  by 
Captain  Vemey 


County  Councils  has  produced.  In  Wales 
even  labouring  men  have  been  elected  as 
members  of  County  Councils,  and  are 
sent  up  as  repreientatives  of  their  class 
from  the  villages  of  that  province,  and 
among  them  there  are  men  who  can 
write  as  good  a  letter,  as  well  spelt  and 
eipressed,  as  any  member  of  this  House. 
Many  of  them  are  capable  of  speaking  even 
in  this  House,  were  they  elected  to  it,  in 
clear  intelligible  language  that  would 
bring  home  to  our  feelings  whatever 
message  they  might  be  charged  to 
deliver.  The  rural  population  simply 
ask  the  House  to  pay  some  heed  to  their 
earnest  petition  for  that  measure  of 
justice  which  they  have  a  right  to 
expect.  They  desire  that  at  least  some 
opportunity  may  be  afforded  them  of 
rising  in  the  social  scale  and  of  giving 
utterance  to  those  views  which  they  may 
entertain  on  questions  of  local  govern- 
ment, especially  in  regard  to  those 
questions  of  education,  parochial  chari- 
ties, and  other  matters  in  which  they 
are  so  deeply  interested.  I  support  this 
Amendment  with  all  the  more  confidence 
after  the  extremely  kind  and  conciliatory 
speecli  we  have  listened  to  from  the 
Front  Bench.  We  want  the  Govern- 
ment to  know  that  we  are  ready  to 
support  them  in  any  well  conceived 
measure.  The  labourer  does  not  care 
from  wliich  side  of  the  House  he  gets  it. 
All  he  wants  is  that  it  should  be  given 
to  him,  and  he  will  support  those  who 
are  disposed  to  give  it.  If  the  Govern- 
ment need  it  we  are  quite  ready  to 
supply  the  steam.  We  are  told  that  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  will  not  have  time  to  bring  in  a 
measure,  but  I  think  he  would  be  able 
to  find  time  if  hon.  Members  on  that 
side  of  the  House  would  agree  with  hon. 
Members  on  this  to  give  him  their 
assistance.  Public  spirit  on  this  im- 
portant question  ought  to  rise  superior 
to  Party  considerations.  Why,  there- 
fore, should  not  both  sides  of  the  House 
join  hands,  and  show  a  real  determina- 
tion to  assist  the  Government  in  carrying 
any  measure  that  will  have  the  effect  of 
organising  such  a  system  of  District  and 
Parochial  Councils  as  would  gladden  the 
heart  of  the  agricultural  labourer. 

*(7.37.)  Admiral  FIELD  (Eastbourne) : 
I  have  no  desire  to  intervene  in  the 
debate  further  than  to  say  that  I  hope 
the  question  will  be  soon  settled ;  but  I 
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cannot  sit  quiet  and  hear  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  who  has  just  spoken 
make  such  a  speech  as  he  has  just 
inflicted  on  the  House.  1  cannot  let 
tliat  speech  pass  without  entering  my 
humble  protest  against  a  brother  oflBcer 
speaking  in  the  way  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  has  done.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  has  alluded  to  straight- 
firing  and  straight-hitting.  I  hope  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  will  permit 
me  to  remind  him  that  it  is  a  cardinal 
principle  in  the  Service  in  which  we  have 
both  been  trained  that  charges  sjiould 
not  be  levelled  at  men  unless  they  were 
able  to  meet  them.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  has  made  an  attack 
upon  the  clergy  in  his  own  constituency, 
and  apparently  also  in  all  parts  of  the 
country  with  which  he  is  acquainted.  I 
venture  to  think  it  is  unfair  to  attack 
public  men  charged  with  the  most 
sacred  functions,  and  charge  them  with 
being  village  tyrants.  He  coupled  in  that 
charge  the  village  landlord,  and  included 
in  his  suggested  system  of  tyranny  the 
guardians  of  the  poor.  Well,  1  can- 
not pretend  to  much  knowledge  of  North 
Buckinghamshire,  or,  indeed,  of  any  part 
of  Buckinghamshire,  though  for  that 
matter  I  was  born  there  ;  but  certainly  I 
know  enough  of  it  by  hearsay  to  believe 
that  all  these  charges  have  not  one  atom 
of  foundation  or  tjjith  at  the  bottom  of 
them.  I  venture,  therefore,  to  appeal  to 
the  good  feelings  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman — because  among  his  brother 
oflBcers  he  shared  as  good  feelings  as  most 
of  them — I  appeal  to  his  good  feelings 
whether  he  ought  to  make  thesa  violent 
charges  without  backing  them  up  by 
evidence?  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman, after  making  thess  charges 
against  those  he  termed  village  tyrants, 
went  on  to  speak  of  his  election  expe- 
riences. I  do  not  think  hon.  Gentlemen 
want  to  hear  these  experiences.  It  was 
enough  to  have  the  hon.  Membe^:  back 
again  in  his  place  in  the  House,  and  it 
was  to  be  hoped  that  the  House  would 
receive  more  assistance  from  him  in  the 
discussion  of  naval  questions  than  on 
former  occasions,  and  have  the  benefit  of 
his  naval  training,  without  hearing  from 
his  lips  violent  charges  levelled  against 
men  who  could  not  answer  them.  In 
that  part  of  his  speech  recounting  his 
election  experiences — and,  by  the  way, 
the  greater  part  of  his  remarks  had  no 


reference  to  the  Amendment  before  the 
House — the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
charged    guardians    of    the    poor    with 
coercing  men  against  holding  up  their 
hands  for  him  in  local  meetings.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  told  them  of  one  case  of  a 
meeting   at   which  seven  men  held   up 
their  hands  for  him  in  spite  of  that  coer- 
cion.   I  am  astonished,  for  one,   that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  found  even 
seven  men  willing  to  hold  up  their  hands 
for   him.     Then   the    hon.    and    gallant 
Gentleman   went  on  to  attack    the    Go- 
vernment   because    the   Allotment  Bill 
was   not   perfect.      Well,    no  man  pre- 
tended to  be  infallible.  Governments  were 
as  weak  as  other  men,  and  they 'were  not 
infallible,  and  no  Bill,  I  presume,  had 
ever  passed  that   House   that  had   not 
required    amendment    after   some    ex- 
perience of  its  working.     The  Allotments 
Question  was  a  new  and  very  important 
question,   and   the    measure   which    the 
hon.    Gentleman    attacked    was    passed 
after  full  discussion  and  consideration  by 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House.    No 
doubt  some  defects  have  been  found  in  it, 
and  the  Government  have  shown  a  desire 
to  bring  in  an  amending  Bill.     It  was 
not  fair,  therefore,  to  attack  so  fiercely 
the  Government  and  those  hon.  Members 
who  sat  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House,  and  tell  them  that  the  Bill  was 
a  sham,  simply  because  certain  men  in 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman's  own 
County  of    Buckinghamshire  had   been 
unable  to  get   allotments,  and   because 
Ijomething   was  wrong   with   the   Local 
Authority  there.     I  -wish,  with  all    my 
heart,    that    the    Local    Authorities    in 
Buckinghamshire     had     granted     allot- 
ment's,   because     then    we    would    net 
probably   have    had    the    misfortune    of 
listaning  to  the  speech  of  the   hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman.     For  my  part,  I  am 
sincerely    desirous     to     see     this    Act 
amended.     I   will   heartily   support  the 
Government  in  their  proposed  Amend- 
ments, and  r  hope  that  no  mistake  will 
in  future  be  made  by  Local  Authorities, 
for  I  should  be  very  sorry  if  we  were 
made  to  suffer   in  consequence  of   the 
shortcomings  of  the  measure,  and  have 
other   hon.    Members   returned    to   the 
House  to  make  similarly  violent  speeches. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  spoke 
as  though  he   had  a  monopoly  of  bene- 
volent feeling  towards  the  agricultural 
labourers.  I  denyhim  that  monopoly.  The 
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hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  is,  no  doubt, 
a  benevolent  man — all  naval  men  are 
benevolent :  but  I  also  represent  an 
agricultural  constituency,  and  I,  too, 
know  something  of  agricultural  labourers 
and  their  wants.  Agricultural  labourers 
are  not,  as  a  class,  discontented,  and  they 
do  not  feel  that  the  squire  and  the 
parson  are  tyrants,  as  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  has  stated.  Indeed, 
I  am  afraid  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man must  have  been  in  very  bad  company 
lately.  All  Members  from  his  County  of 
Buckingham  do  not  share  his  opinions. 
There  was  once  an  old  and  very  revered 
gentlemau  in  that  House,  a  Buckingham- 
shire squire — the  father  of  the  hon. 
Member — and  I  have  never  heard  that 
Sir  Harry  Verney  was  a  tyrant  in  his 
own  district.  Does  not  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  now  regret  making  such 
charges  against  Buckinghamshire  squires, 
of  whom  liis  father  was  one  ?  When  his 
revered  father  went  to  his  rest,  as  we 
must  all  do  at  some  time,  the  hon. 
Member  will  have  a  chance  of  doing 
better  even  than  his  father  has  done. 
In  a  word,  then,  I  dispute  the  right  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  to  speak 
in  the  name  of  the  agricultural  labourers 
of  England.  Let  him  speak  in  the  name 
of  those  who  returned  him.  I  cannot, 
however,  congratulate  either  them  or 
him  on  the  speech  wo  have  just  heard  ; 
and  while  1  am  willins:  to  welcome  him 
in  the  hope  of  tlu  future  I  believe  .that 
when  his  constituents  and  the  country 
raad  this  speech  they  will  regard  it  a# 
oie  of  the  most  mischievous  ever  de- 
livered by  a  Member  of  this  House. 

*(7.45.)  Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON 
(Eye)  :  I  do  not  think  the  House  will  see 
in  the  speech  which  has  just  been  delivered 
sufficient  reason  for  rejecting  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
nor  can  I  see  any  ground  for  a  refusal  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  accept  it. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  who  has 
just  spoken  referred  to  himself  as  a 
Member  representing  an  agricultural 
constituency.  I  know  something  of  the 
constituency  he  represents,  and  I  cer- 
tainly must  look  in  vain  on  the  sands  of 
Eastbourne  for  the  asrricultural  labourers 
on  whose  behalf  lie  has  spoken.  I  think 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  is  hardly 
as  great  an  authority  on  rural  questions 
as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  who 
preceded  him,  and  who  has  come  here 
Admiral  Field 


fresh  from  a  constituency  consisting 
almost  entirely  of  agricultural  labourers. 

*Admiral  FIELD :  I  would  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  I  am  not  Member  for 
Eastbourne,  but  for  the  Eastbourne 
Division  of  the  county,  which  has  a 
lai^ge  agricultural  element  connected 
with  it. 

*Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  :  But  I  would 
point  out  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Admiral  that  Eastbourne  is  essentially 
of  an  urban  cliaracter,  and  that  the 
population  of  Eastbourne  form  by  far  the 
largei*  portion  of  the  constituency.  With 
regard  to  the  Amendment  moved  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld),  it  appears  to  me 
that  no  adequate  reason  has  been  assigned 
for  a  refusal  on  the  part  of  this  House  to 
accept  it.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Bordesley  Division  of  Birmingham  (Mr. 
CoUings)  did  not  once  refer  to  the  real 
merits  of  the  question  at  issue.  He  has 
told  us  that  the  Government  have  given 
sufficient  pledges  to  the  House  that  they 
intend  to  deal  with  the  question  ;  but  if 
he  will  refer  back  to  the  declarations 
made  by  the  Government  before  the 
Local  Government  Bill  was  brought  in 
he  will  find  that  so  long  ago  as  September, 

1887,  the  Government  gave  very  distinct 
pledges  that  they  did  intend  to  deal  not 
merely  with  the  question  of  County 
Government,  but  also  with  the  entire 
question  of  Local  Government  in  the 
small  areas,  and  in  the  Bill  they  brought 
in  proposals  were  made  in  that  direction. 
The  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  stated  on  that  occasion  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  bring 
forward  a  measure  which  would  not  only 
provide  a  local  government  for  the 
counties,  but  would  also  deal  with  ques- 
tions relative  to  Boards  of  Guardians, 
which  he  trusted  would  be  placed  on  a 
more  popular  basis.  In  the  Bill  then 
brought  in  there  was  a  clause  dealing 
with  District  Councils,  and  those  clauses 
furnished  evidence  that  the  Government 
had  made  up  their  minds  that  that  was 
a  matter  which  was  pressing  for  solution. 
I  may  mention  that  on  the  7th  of  June, 

1888,  I  moved  an  Instruction  on  the 
subject  of  parish  vestries,  and  the  only 
objection  to  that  made  on  the  part  of  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  and  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  that  before  the  matter 
could   be   properly  dealt  with  it  would 
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be      necessary     to     arrange      the     re- 
adjustment  of  the   boundaries.      Now, 
I  would  remind  hon.  Members  that  the 
re -adjustment  of   parish  boundaries  has 
been  going  on  for  years.      In  1881  there 
was  only  about  1,800  parishes  which  had 
less  than  100  inhabitants,  and  since  then 
the  smaller  parishes  have  been  absorbed 
into    the    larger   ones,   so   that   at   the 
present    moment   the    number   of   very 
small   parishes   is   considerably   smaller 
than  it  was  then.     I  cannot  understand 
why  that  process  should  not  have  been 
hastened  or  accelerated.      However,  the 
question   of   boundary   re-adjustment  is 
after  all  only  a  small  one.      There  seems 
to  me  to  be  no  real  difficulty  why  you 
should  not  deal  with  the  larger  parishes 
of    upwards     of    100    inhabitants,    and 
extend    to  them   the    benefits  of    local 
self-government.      I    was    glad  to  hear 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Halifax  draw  a  distinction  between 
the    large     and     the     small     parishes, 
because  I  think  that  that  is  a  distinction 
which   ought   always    to    be    observed. 
What,  I  ask,  is  the  reason  why,  in  spite 
of  all  the  pledges  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment,   their   promised   Bill   is    not   put 
forward  as  a  matter  of  urgent  importance? 
I  would  remind  the  House  that  on  the 
occasion    when     the     District    Council 
Clauses  were  withdrawn  from  the  Bill 
of  1888,  not  only  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  but  also 
the  President  of.  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  distinctly  stated  that 
that  question  would  be  dealt  with  in  a 
measure   they   intended  to  bring  in  in 
1889,  as  a  matter  of  great  importance. 
In  1889  we  had  a  reference  made  on  the 
subject  of  the  District  Councils  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne.     What,  I  ask,  is 
the  reason  why  the  subject,  having  been 
mentioned     m      the     Queen's     Speech 
of    1889,     it    has     not     been    thought 
fit    to    mention   it    in    the    Speech     of 
1 890  ?     But  I  would  here  call  attention 
to  another  point.     We  have,  had  before 
us   the   Reports  of   the  Boundary  Com- 
missioners, which  fills  two  volumes,  and  has 
been    sent    to     the     different    County 
Councils.     We  have  also  had  the  letter 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  March 
1889,   asking   the    County    Councils   to 
report  upon  that  subject.      These  bodies 
examined  the  question,  and  sent  their 
Reports  to  the  Ix)cal  Government  Board ; 
and    now    we    find  that    a    portentous 


document  has  been  sent  to  the  County 
Councils  from   the    Local    Government 
Board,  saying  they  are  not  to  deal  with 
this   question   at  all,  and  that  it  is  in- 
definitely postponed.      I  should  like  to 
hear  from    the   President  of  the    Local 
Government  Board  an  explanation  of  the 
reason  why  this  course  has  been  adopted. 
As  far  as  I  can  see  there  is  no  adequate 
reason  why  such  a  postponement  should 
take  place.     I  should  also  like  te  under- 
stand why  it  is  that  we  are  not  this  year 
to  be  called  on  to  deal  with  the  question 
even  as  amended  in  the  Queen's  Speech. 
The  Secretary  to  the  Load  Government 
Board  has  stated  that  the   Board  was 
desirous  of  dealing  with  the  measure; 
and  I  should  like  to  ask  why  is  the  desire 
of  the  Board  to  be  subordinated  to  con- 
siderations of  general  policy,  and  what 
considerations    of    general   policy   have 
arisen  since  last  year  ?     The  programme 
of  the  Queen's  Speech  this  year  is  more 
meagre  than  that  of  last  year  ;  and  I  ask 
why  is  this  question  of  District  Councils, 
and   the   diffusion   of   the  vestries  into 
larger  areas,  to  be  indefinitely  postponed  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bordesley  has  said 
the  measure  is  at  our  doors.     If  so,  why 
does  it  not  come  inside  ?    We  shall  all  be 
glad  to  welcome  it,  provided  it  deals  with 
the  question  of   intermediate  areas  and 
the   reformation  of  the  parishes  on  the 
lines  we  believe  are  desired  by  the  bulk 
of  the  population.     We  desire  that  the 
Boards  of  Guardians,  as  now  constituted, 
should  be  abolished,  and  that  property 
qualification  should  be  done  away  with, 
and  that  the  plural    vote    should  cease. 
The  people  tak6  the  keenest  interest  in 
the  management  of  local  affairs,  especially 
in  questions  relating  to  charity  lands  and 
allotments.     Surely  this  is  an  important 
part   of  tho  work  of  local  government, 
and  it  cannot  be  said  that  the  edifice  is 
complete,  or  even  approaching  completion, 
if  you  will  not  include  in  it  those  things 
which  the  people  generally  most  keenly 
and  strongly  desire.     The  question  has 
been  agitated   for  years.     No  less  than 
19   years    ago   the     Chancellor   of    the 
Exchequer  brought  forward  a  measure 
on  the  subject,  and  since  then  the  progress 
of  the  question  in  other  forms  has  been 
considerable,  notably  in   regard   to   the 
establishment   of   County  Councils,  and 
to  the  increasing  capacity  of  the  labour- 
ing class  to  take  part  in   the  manage- 
ment of  their  own  affairs.     What  they 
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want  to  do  away  with  is  the  system  under 
which  vestry  meetings  are  called  at  hours 
when  the  parishioners  cannot  attend,  and, 
the  incumbent  of  the  parish   takes  the 
chair  by  virtue  of  his  office.     They  also 
want  to  do  away  with  the  plural  vote,  and 
to  substitute  the  system  of  one  man  one 
vote.     They  also  think  it  would  be  safe 
and  judicious  in  the  larger  parishes  to 
institute  a  system   of  Parochial  Boards, 
which  would  serve  as  a  serf  of  executive 
to  the  vestries  themselves.     Why  is  it 
that  no  mention  has  been  made  of  such 
a  measure  ?     If  the  tithe  question  is  the 
obstacle,  surely  it  was  as  much  an  obstacle 
last  year  when  the  production  of  such  a 
m.ea6ure  was  pronounced  in  the  Queen's 
Speech.     At  any  rate,  the  fault  does  not 
lie  on  this  side  of  the  House.     We  are 
quite  prepared  to  welcome  a  measure  of 
this  kind  and  accord  it  the  fullest  con- 
sideration.    For  my  part,  I  cannot  see 
why  any  opposition  should  be   offered  by 
the    Government   to   this   Amendment. 
They  say  they  are  prepared  to  assent  to 
the    principle   of  local    government    in 
smaller  areas ;  why,  then,   do  they  not 
propose  a  measure  by  which  that  principle 
would  be  carried  out  ?     I  am  unable  to 
see   the  force   of  the  remarks  made  by 
the    hon.    Gentleman   the    Member   for 
the  Bordesley  Division  of  Birmingham. 
I  remember  hearin<?  one  of  these  agri- 
cultural  labourers,  for  whose  welfare  we 
are   so  desirous  and  whose   capacity  for 
self-government    we  desire    to  increase, 
declare   at   a   villa2re   mestinc:    that   the 
Government  were  very  much  like  wheel- 
barrows, and   never   would   run    unless 
they  were   pushed.     Well,  the  Amend- 
ment of  the   right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Halifax  is  designed  for  the 
purpose  of  pushing  on  the  Government; 
and  1  trust  that  Members  will  bo  found, 
not  only  on  this  but  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  to  give  it  that  support  which 
it  ought  to  receive. 

(8.32.)  Mr.  LLEWELLYN  (Somer- 
set,  N.)  :  I  very  much  regret  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  (Captain 
Verney),  who  has  now  left  the  House, 
should  have  delivered  one  of  the  most 
bitter  speeches  I  ever  heard  in  the 
House.  I  cannot  go  back  many  years; 
but  I  can  say  that  for  the  past  four  or 
five  years  speeches  such  as  his  have  been 
rarely  uttered  in  the  House.  One  of  the 
most  objectionable  phases  of  speeches  of 
this  kind  is  that  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
Mr.  F.  S,  Stevenson 


deliver   them   avail   themselves   of   the 
privileges  of  the  House  to  attack  indi- 
viduals— who,  by  the  way,  are  unable  to 
answer    them — in   a   manner  that  they 
would   not   dare    attempt   outside  thess 
walls.     I  am  one  of  those  who  regret, 
and   have    always    regretted,    that    the 
Government  were  unable  two  years  ago 
to   pass   a  District   Council  Bill.     Joint 
Committees  of  the  District  and  County 
Councils  would,  I  believe,  save  much  of 
the  difficulty  that  arises  through  multi- 
plication of  areas,  and  as  to  the  necessity 
of  arranging  matters  between  Sanitary 
and  ^Highway  Boards.     Another  question 
which   crops    up    in  this    connexion    is 
that    of    allotments.      Some    alteration 
should   be    made    speedily   with   regard 
to    the    carrying    out    of    the    Compul- 
sory  Clauses    of    the    Allotments    Act. 
Those  who   have    had   the   necessity  of 
putting  in  force  the  Compulsory  Clauses 
find  that  the  difficulties  are  overwhelming 
on   account   of    the    legal   technicalities 
and    the    delay.      My    own    experience 
teaches  me  that  some  alteration  is  neces- 
sary,    I  will  give   an  instance  to  prove 
my  contention.     In  a  case  with  which  I 
am  acquainted  the  Sanitary  Authorities 
from  the    first    expressed   the    greatest 
anxiety  to  obtain  laud  for  the  parish,  and 
application   was   made    to    the    County 
Council  to  put  the  Compulsory  Clauses  in 
force.     But  what  happened  ?     Unneces- 
sary delay.     Notices   had  to  be    served 
at  a  tiriie   that    rendered    it    impossible 
to    enter   on    the    land    that   year,    and 
then      other     difficulties     arose     which 
rendered    it    impossible     for    the    men 
to   obtain   possession   of    the    land  next 
year.     I   firmly  believe    that    none    of 
these  difficulties  would  have  arisen  if  the 
powers    which   are    now  vested   iu   the 
County    Council     had     been     held     by 
District     Councils.       I     have     listened 
with    great    interest    to    the    speeches 
made    not    only  on    the    Front    Opposi- 
tion Bench,  but    by    gentlemen    sitting 
behind  that  Bench  in    regard  to  some 
new  idea  as  to  Parish  Councils.     I  do  not 
object  to  their  formation,  provided  it  is 
said    what    these    Councils    are    to    do. 
In  creating  Parish  Councils  we  shall  be 
creating  a  new  authority,  and  therefore 
new  ofiices,  involving  further  expenses  in 
respect  of  clerks,  surveyors,  and  all  sorts 
of  expensive  officials.     But  what    is    the 
work  that  these  Parish  Councils  are  to 
do  ?     I  remember  on  one  occasion  it  was 
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said  that  the  Parish  Council  could  have 
the  management  of  the  parish  cricket 
club,  cow  club,  and  pig  club ;  but  beyond 
that  I  am  bound  to  say  I  have  not  heard 
any  practical  suggestion  made  as  to  the 
employment  of  these  Councils.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Halifax  said  these  Councils  would  be 
useful  for  the  discussion  of  political 
subjects. 

Mr.  8TANSFELD  :  I  did  not  say  any- 
thing of  the  kind. 

Mr.  LLEWELLYN  :  Then  I  was  mis- 
taken. Perhaps  they  may  have  powers 
with  regard  to  the  management  of  certain 
parish  roads ;  but  there,  again,  there  will 
have  to  be  employed  extra  officials.  It 
has  been  suggested  that  these   Councils 

should  have  the  management  of  charities 
in  the  parish;  but  how  are  charities  to  be 
vested  in  the  Council  when  the  trusts 
distinctly  vest  them  in  other  hands,  as  is 
always  the  case  in  these  charities  ?  Then 
it  has  been  suggested  that  the  Chairman 
of  the  Parish  Council  should  be  an  ex 
officio  magistrate ;  but  1  would  ask  hon. 
Members,  who  are  likely  to  be  made 
Chairmen  of  these  small  Parish  Councils? 
Very  often  it  will  be  the  clergyman,  and 
I  object  to  clerical  magistrates.  They 
have  plenty  to  do  as  it  is,  and  1  do  not  see 
how  vdry  much  will  be  gained  by  that 
suggestion  ;  while  another  objection  is 
that  the  Chairman  of  such  a  Council, 
who  is  also  a  magistrate,  will  be  practically 
disqualified  from  attending  in  the  Council 
to  matters  which  also  come  before  him  in 
his  judicial  capacity.  I  have  often  been 
obliged,  and  have  indeed  desired,  to  retire 
from  as  manv  as  half  the  cases  that  came 
before  me  in  local  affairs,  and  upon 
which  I  had  previously  adjudicated. 
With  regard  to  the  terms  of  the  Amend- 
ment, I  contend  that  it  rests  very  much 
with  hon.  Members  opposite  whether  the 
Government  are  to  be  allowed  to  intro- 
duce Bills  on  these  subjects,  which  I 
hope  and  believe  they  have  in  a  very 
forward  state.  It  is  most  absurd  and 
ridiculous  for  hon.  Members  opposite  to 
get  up  and  move  Amendments  regretting 
that  the  Government  do  not  propose 
legislation  on  various  subjects,  when 
we  have  direct  statements  from  other 
hon.  Members  opposite  that  they  con- 
sider it  their  duty  to  make  legislation 
impossible. 


(8.45.)  Notice  taken,  that  40  Members 
were  not  present ;  House  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present, 

#(8.48.)— Mr.  CHANNING  (Northamp- 
tonshire, E.)  :  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Somerset  (Mr.  Llewellyn) 
made  what  I  suppose  he  regards  as  an 
effective  point  against  the  Opposition. 
He  said  that  while  we  asked  the  Govern- 
ment to  introduce  new  measures  we  were 
prepared  to  oppose  other  measures  of  the 
Government.  That  is  a  most  unreason- 
able suggestion  on  his  part.  Does  he 
deny  the  Opposition  the  right  to  pick  and 
choose  between  the  measures  of  the 
Government  and  to  say  which  they  prefer 
the  Government  to  press  ?  Most  of  the 
Members  who  sit  upon  the  Opposition 
Benches  think  this  Session  might  be  far 
more  usefully  given  up  to  the  promotion 
of  popular  institutions,  and  to  the  con- 
sideration of  one  of  the  most  important 
matters  of  English  rural  life — Poor  Law 
administration — than  to  passing,  by  a 
vote  of  a  blind  and  mechanical  majority, 
a  Bill  sanctioning  the  squandering  of 
£20,000,000  or  £40,000,000  amongst  the 
Irish  landlords.  The  hon.  Member 
seemed  to  be  friendly  to  the  idea  of 
Parish  Councils;  but,  at  the  same  time, not 
to  know  much  about  the  present  powers 
of  parishes.  He  asked  what  Parish 
Councils  would  be  given  to  do.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Uugby 
Division  (Mr.  Cobb)  took  the  trouble  to 
state  to  the  House  the  various  powers 
which  might  be  handed  over  to  the 
Parish  Councils — information  which  was 
supplemented  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Suffolk  (Mr.  F.  Stevenson), 
whose  acquaintance  with  the  subject  is 
well-known.  Two  years  ago  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  took  a  course 
which  we  thought  prejudicial  to  the 
interests  of  parish  institutions.  The 
various  enactments  which  parish  vestries 
still  have  power  to  carry  into  effect  were 
by  the  District  Council  Clauses  to  be 
narrowed  and  circumscribed,  and  those 
powers  which  still  are  possessed  by 
parish  vestries  were  by  those  clauses  to 
be  handed  over  to  bodies  elected  in  a 
larger  area.  That  is  one  of  the  chief 
reasons  which  make  us  anxious  to  take 
part  in  this  debate.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Somerset  said  that  if  Parish  Councils 
were     established    it    would   mean    an 
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expansion  of  the  cost  of  local  govem- 
ment;  that  we  should  have  new  bodies  of 
officials  appointed,  and  that  that  would 
involve  additional  cost  to  the  ratepayers. 
The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Llewellyn)  has, 
for  a  Representative  of  a  rural  district, 
shown  a  striking  ignorance  not  only 
of  the  powers  actually  possessed 
by  parish  authorities  at  the  present 
moment,  but  also  of  the  history  of  this 
question.  If  he  had  been  familiar 
with  the  admirable  speech  wliich  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  made  in 
introducing  his  Bill  in  1871,  he  would 
have  known  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  contemplated  the  creation  of 
these  Parish  Boards,  and  the  handing  over 
to  them  of  considerable  powers.  In  that 
speech,  too,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
drew  special  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  Parish  Boards  which  he  contemplated 
would  not  involve  any  addition  whatever 
to  the  expenses.  Now,  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Bordesley  Division  of 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Jesse  Collings),  who 
seems  to  me  the  very  Cassandra  of  local 
government,  said  that  if  this  Amendment 
were  carried  we  should  effect  the 
disastrous  result  that  all  the  objects 
we  have  in  view  in  the  Amendment 
would  only  be  illimitably  postponed.  It 
is  only  fair  to  judge  the  hon.  Member's 
prophesy  by  his  statement  of  the  history 
of  the  question.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said  he  moved  an  Amendment  to  the 
Address  in  1886  which  caused  the  fall 
of  the  Conservative  Ministry,  and  that 
the  immediate  effect  of  the  replacing  of 
the  right  hon.  Gantleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  in  power  was  to  postpone 
and  destroy  the  chances  of  carrying 
out  reform  of  local  government,  and 
especially  the  granting  of  powers  with 
regard  to  the  provision  of  allotments  and 
small  holdings  which  he  had  at  heart. 
But  whose  fault  was  that  1  The  whole 
country  knows  perfectly  well  that  the 
reason  legislation  was  postponed  was 
that  the  hon.  Member,  and  his  right  hon. 
Colleague  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Chamberlain),  ran  away  from 
their  leader,  ran  away  from  their 
principles,  ran  away  from  the  posts 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Membor  for  Mid  Lothian  entrusted  to 
their  charge.  It  is  notorious  that  one  of 
the  first  duties  entrusted  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Bordesley  Division  was 
to  prepare  a  Local  Government  Bill  with 
Mr,  Channing 


powers  for  the  provision  of  allotments 
and  small  holdings  —  a  Radical  and 
Liberal  measure — and  there  was  no 
reason  why  that  Bill  should  not  have 
been  passed  in  1886  if  'the  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  his  friends  had  but  supported 
our  Home  Rule  policy.  I  will  not  echo 
the  very  extraordinary  compliments, 
the  almost  injudicious  compliments, 
which  have  been  passed  on  the  Local 
Government  Act  of  1888.  I  have 
always  held  the  opinion,  and  I  hold  it 
still,  that  that  Act  was  in  its  conception, 
and  its  carrying  out  an  anti-democratic 
Act,  brought  forward  with  a  democratic 
profession.  The  policy  which  underlay 
that  Act  was  to  withhold  from  the 
people  those  institutions  which  go  to 
the  liearts  of  the  people,  and  give  the 
humblest  man  in  the  community  an 
opportunity  of  taking  part  in  local 
government.  We  remember  well  the 
withdrawal  from  even  the  body  which 
the  Act  constituted — the  County  Councils 
— of  those  powers  which  would  have 
made  the  Councils  really  popular  bodies. 
The  licensing  question,  the  question  of 
Poor  Law  administration,  and  the  like, 
were  withdrawn  from  the  purview  of 
the  Councils.  Last  year  a  District  Coun- 
cils Bill  was  mentioned  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  :  this  year  there  is  no  mention 
of  the  Bill  there.  We  have  had  almost 
enough  of  the  sudden  impromptu 
pledges  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury. I  had  not  the  advantage  of  being 
present  the  other  afternoon  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  suddenly  made 
some  promise  to  the  House  that  the 
Government  would  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion of  District  Councils ;  but  it  is  an 
extraordinary  spectacle  to  find  no  men- 
tion of  the  subject  in  the  Queen's  Speech, 
and  then  to  have  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man suddenly  announcing  that  the 
measure  is  ready  for  introduction,  and 
will  be  passed  through  the  House.  I 
think  it  is  scarcely  respectful  to  the 
House  that  it  should  be  treated  in  this 
manner,  upon  so  urgent  and  so  im- 
portant a  question.  We  have  seen 
something  of  pledges  of  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen in  regard  to  other  matters.  My 
hon.  Friend  on  my  left,  and  those  of  us 
who  fought  through  the  allotments 
campaign  of  1887,  remember  the 
cross  questions  and  the  crooked  answers, 
both  in  this  House  and  in  the  House  of 
Lords  on  this  subject :   how  Her  Majes- 
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ty's  Ministers  could  not  make  up  their 
minds  on  the  allotments  question ;  how 
the  Firsl  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  when 
ray  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Rugby  Division's  Bill  was  before  the 
House,  announced  that  in  a  short  time 
the  Grovernment  were  going  to  introduce 
an  Allotments  Bill  in  another  place,  and 
in  the  House  of  Lords  a.  few  days  after- 
wards the  Prime  Minister  said,  in  shelv- 
ing the  Allotments  Bill  brought  in  by 
Lord  Danraven,  all  these  questions  must 
practically  be  put  o£E  until  the  Local 
Government  Bill  was  disposed  of.  We 
know  perfectly  well  that  .  the  Gordian 
Knot  brought  about  by  these  cross 
questions  and  crooked  answers  was  only 
cut  through  by  the  incisive  knife  of  the 
Spalding  Election.  We  have  in  the 
present  instance  something  of  the  same 
kind.  Look  at  the  extraordinary  contra- 
diction in  the  promise  by  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  of  a  District  Council 
Bill,  and  at  the  same  time  the  intro- 
duction of  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Labourers 
Allotments  Act.  We  were  told  by  the 
Secretary  to  the  Local  Government 
Board,  just  now,  it  was  contemplated 
when  the  District  Councils  were  brought 
forward,  or  when  District  Councils  were 
constituted,  that  they  should  be  the 
authority  to  deal  with  allotments,  and  at 
the  same  time  we  are  told  we  are  to 
have  an  Allotments  Amendment  Bill 
introduced,  the  very  principle  of  which 
is  to  continue  the  powers  of  the  authority 
in  the  hands  of  Guardians,  giving  power  of 
appeal  from  the  Guardians  to  the  County 
Council.  Now,  when  a  Government  talks 
fast  and  loose  in  this  way,  and  promises 
two  Bills,  one  to  constitute  an  authority 
which  is  to  supersede  another  authority 
— ^and  in  the  other  Bill  offers  an  appeal 
from  that  authority — We  can  hardly 
regard  these  pledges  as  serious  or  in- 
tended as  anything  more  than  stop-gaps 
to  stave  off  criticism  they  may  be  subjected 
to  in  the  country.  I  do  not  know 
that  we  should  be  entitled  to  deal  with 
the  question  of  allotments  on  the  present 
occasion ;  and  I  will  not  detain  the  House 
with  it,  beyond  emphasising  the  point 
that  we  must  insist  on  going  to  the 
bottom  of  local  government,  and  giv- 
ing labourers  a  chance  of  taking  part 
in  this  government.  This  question  of 
land  never  can  be  fairly  dealt  with  until 
you  have  an  authority  directly  elected 
by  the  labourers  in  their  own  villages, 


and  on  the  same  system  as  the  elections 
for  the  County  Councils — one  man  one 
vote — and  the  system  of  ballot  ;  you 
must  give  this  authority  power  to  tiike 
land,  and  the  only  appeal  you  should 
give  would  be  from  this  authority 
to  the  County  Council  on  behalf 
of  those  farmers  or  landlords  who 
might  here  or  there  be  unjustly  treated 
by  harsh  or  hasty  action  of  the  Parish 
Councils.  I  heartily  disapproved  of 
the  District  Council  clauses  in  the 
Local  Government  Bill,  and  I  think  this 
debate  may  be  of  some  use  in  the  House 
and  in  the  country  if  we  take  the  oppor- 
tunity on  this  side  of  fearlessly,  I  will 
not  say  in  a  hostile  spirit,  stating  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  what,  I  believe, 
we  are  commissioned  to  state  by  those 
we  represent,  the  profound  feeling  in 
the  country  parishes  against  the  consti- 
tution of  District  Councils  on  the 
lines  of  1888,  or  an  authority  of  that 
nature  such  as  was  contemplated  in 
the  Local  Government  Bill  of  1888.  1 
do  not  agree  entirely  with  some  of  my 
hon.  Friends,  but  I  feel  that  I  am  only 
doing  my  duty  to  my  own  constituents  in 
the  various  parishes  and  villages  I  repre- 
sent when  I  lay  their  earnest  feeling 
before  the  House,  that  instead  of  taking 
away  any  of  the  powers  existing  and  now 
possessed  by  parish  authorities  the  first 
object  of  local  reform  ought  to  be  to 
expand  and  extend  these  powers,  and  the 
only  powers  that  ought  to  be  given  to 
District  Councils  are  those  which  cannot 
rightly  be  exercised  within  the  smaller 
area.  You  must  go  for  the  Parish 
Councils  first.  Your  District  Councils 
may  have  functions  in  the  future  in 
regard  to  roads,  and  in  regard  to  Poor 
Law  administration  when  these  are 
dealt  with,  but  I  am  only  speaking  the 
feeling,  the  earnest  feeling,  of  many 
agricultural  labourers  and  village  artisans 
when  I  say  the  first  demand,  and  I  say 
it  without  any  Party  spirit,  the  first 
demand  is  for  local  institutions,  within 
their  own  parishes  and  villages.  The 
feeling  of  many  of  them  is,  that  it  is  very 
possible  when  you  constitute  such  Parish 
Councils  and  get  them  into  working 
order  in  connection  with  Committees  of 
County  Councils,  it  is  very  possible  you 
will  find  no  necessity  whatever  for  creat- 
ing these  District  Councils, which  District 
Councils  certainly  would  involve  an 
amount  of  expense,  by  the  creation  of 
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new  oflBcers  and  salaries,  which  Parish 
Councils  need  not  do.  The  necessity 
for  these  Parish  Councils  has  been  dealt 
with  eloquently  and  in  feeling  terms  by 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Buclp?  (Captain  Verney),  so  I  will  not 
trespass  on  the  time  of  the  House  fur- 
ther than  to  say  this  : — ^What  would  be 
these  District  Councils  according  to 
the  Government  proposals  of  1888? 
The  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  during  the  debates  op 
that  Bill  was  challenged  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Nottingham  (Mr.  ^  Broadhurst)  as  to 
creating  institutions  which  would 
enable  labourers  and  artisans  to  take  part 
in  local  government,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  then  interrupting  my  hon. 
Friend  said,  "There  are  the  District 
Councils."  Now,  that  is  just  what  I 
want  to  push  home  to  him.  Let  him 
give  an  authority  that  labourers  and 
artisans  can  take  part  in.  What  would 
these  District  Councils  be  according  to 
the  proposal  of  1888  ?  They  would  meet 
under  the  same  conditions  as  Boards  of 
Guardians  do,  in  some  central  market 
town,  in  the  day-time  and  under  con- 
ditions that  would  practically  exclude  the 
attendance  of  labourers  and  village 
artisans.  Now  we  all  know — those  of  us 
who  are  familiar,  as  I  have  been  for  the 
last  four  or  five  years,  with  the  con- 
ditions of  rural  life — that  labourers,  after 
a  long  day's  toil,  return  weary  and 
filthy  from  their  work  from  long  distances 
in  the  dusk  of  the  evening,  and  can 
only  take  part  in  Boards  which  meet 
in  the  evening.  Those  who  have 
had  to  deal  with  these  men  know  per- 
fectly well  that  there  are  amongst 
them  men  of  singular  independence, 
force  of  character,  and  fairness  of 
judgment.  I  have  myself  been  greatly 
struck  by  the  extreme  moderation  of  tone 
of  the  English  agricultural  labourer  in 
dealing  -wdth  all  questions  as  between 
man  and  man,  the  extreme  consideration 
for  the  rights  of  others,  and  the  good 
spirit  they  show.  They  are  quite  fit  to 
be  trusted,  and  I  feel  I  should  be  justfied 
in  using  the  strongest  language  in  asking 
that  they  should  have  institutions  placed 
within  their  reach  which  would 
really  enable  them  to  exercise  and 
develop  their  greiat  powers,  their  sound 
judgment,  good  feeling,  and  good  sense, 
in  work  for  the  benefit  of  the  locality  in 
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which  they  dwell.  There  is  one  more 
matter  I  should  like  to  touch  upon  before 
I  part  with  this  question.  In  his  speech 
in  1888,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
in  dealing  with  the  Local  Government 
Bill,  alluded  to  many  questions  which  he 
reluctantly — and  I  have  no  donbt 
he  spoke  sincerely — was  compelled  to 
leave  out  of  that  Bill.  One  of  these 
questions  was  that  of  valuation.  I  hope 
I  may  be  in  order  in  referring  to  that 
question,  for  I  should  like  to  enter  my 
protest  on  this  occasion,  perhaps  the  only 
one  I  shall  have  during  the  Session, 
against  any  further  postponement  of  this 
most  important  question  of  valuation. 
I  do  so  with  the  more  earnestness  because 
I  read  a  short  time  ago — in  December,  I 
think — an  account  of  the  proceedings 
when  a  deputation  waited  upon  the 
Local  Government  Board,  and  met  with  a 
fair  and  courteous  reception  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President.  He 
stated  then  his  own  belief  that  the  valua- 
tion of  property  was  not  in  a  satisfactory 
condition  ;  he  regarded  it  as  in  an  unsatis- 
factory condition  ;  in  fact  not  to  detain  the 
House  by  repeating  all  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  he  certainly  expressed 
his  own  feeling  that  the  question  was 
urgent,  of  enormous  importance  to  tax- 
payers and  ratepayers,  and  ought  to  be 
dealt  with  without  delay.  He  regretted 
parting  with  these  clauses  in  the  Bill  of 
1888,  but  all  he  hoped  was  at  some  other 
time  to  get  Parliament  to  consider  and 
deal  with  this  most  important  question, 
which  all  parties  agree  ought  to  be  dealt 
with.  Well,  after  long  discussions  and 
assurances  that  this  question  of  rating 
and  valuation  should  be  dealt  with,  here 
we  are  in  the  second  year  after  the 
passing  of  the  Local  Government  Bill, 
and  I  think  we  have  serious  reason  to 
complain  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
still  further  postpone  this  question  of 
valuation.  1  think  the  Government  will 
have  only  themselves  to  thank,  when 
this  question  affecting  the  purses  of  the 
ratepayers  is  discussed,  if  those  who  are 
opposed  to  them  represent  this  as  an 
interested  policy  calculated  on  the  lines 
of  considering  the  interests  of  the  rich, 
not  considering  the  interests  of  struggling 
occupiers  throughout  the  country.  On 
these  grounds  I  am  exceedingly  glad 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Halifax  has  thought  it  right 
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to  start  this  debate.  It  has  been  a 
debate  of  considerable  importance,  and  I 
hope  it  may  bear  considerable  result,  but 
I  do  feel,  and  what  I  wish  to  conclude 
with  is  this,  that  we  do  not  think  the 
Government  have  approached  the  problem 
of  local  government  in  a  true  democratic 
spirit.  They  have  deliberately  begun  at 
the  wrong  end  in  order  to  postpone 
handing  over  local  government  to  the 
people  in  their  own  homes  and  villages. 
I  trust,  however,  that  this  debate  may 
result  in  practical  suggestions  being  laid 
before  the  Government  as  to  the  Measures 
I  hope  they  will  ultimately  bring  before 
Parliament. 

(9.15.)     Mr.  STEPHENS  (Middlesex, 
Hornsey)  :  No  doubt  in  considering   the 
terms     of     the     Queen's     Speech,    Her 
Majesty's  Government  must   have   felt 
themselves  under  the  necessity  of  making 
a      choice     between     a     measure      for 
constituting     English    District   Councils 
and   an   instalment   for   Ireland  of  that 
local  government  extended   to   England 
in  1888,  and  to  Scotland  last  year.     It  is 
impossible   that  two   measures    of   such 
importance,    of     such    detail   and   com- 
plexity, could  be  passed  in   one  Session, 
and,  for  my  part,  I  heartily   congratulate 
Her  Majesty's  Government  on  the  choice 
they   have  made.     I  had  an  opportunity 
of  consulting  my  constituents  lately,  and 
T  can  testify  to  their  opinion  heartily  in 
favour  of   the  claim  that  Ireland  should 
have  such  an  instalment  of  local  govern- 
ment  as   has  been  given  to  England  and 
Scotland,   and   that   the  challenge  of  the 
hon.    Member   for   Cork   that  the  Irish 
people  should  have  liberty  to  spend  their 
own   money  on   their   own   local  afEairs 
should   be  accepted — I  mean,  of  course, 
that   the    local    authorities    in    Ireland 
should   be   genuinely  adapted  for  local 
business.      I     submit,     therefore,     that 
the  question  of  fair  dealing  between  the 
three  countries  makes  the  choice  of  the 
Government   the   proper   one,    and  that 
local   government  in    Ireland    is    more 
urgent  than  the  question  of  establishing 
District  Councils  in  this  country.      This 
policy  will  afford  a  practical  opening  for 
dealing  with  Home  Rule  in   a  practical 
way ;  it  will   afEord  an   opportunity   of 
coming  to   close  quarters  with  the  ques- 
tion,  and  will  bring  the  people  of  this 
country   face  to  face  with  the  dangerous 
and  impracticable  part  of  Home  Rule.    I 
do  not  understand  how  it  can   be  con- 


tended that  the  remainder  of  the  English 
Bill  is  really  urgent.     I  am  a  Member  of 
a  County  Council,  and  can,  therefore,  say 
from  my  own  experience  that  the  County- 
Councils   have   not    yet   settled  to  their 
business.     They  do  not  understand  what 
County  Council   business  is,  nor  the  real 
way  of  dealing   with   it.      It  would  be 
most  unfair  to  those  new  bodies  to  place 
upon  them,with  their  present  inexperience, 
the  embarrassment  which  the  creation  of 
a  new  and  untried  body  would  inevitably 
bring.     It  is  patent  to  the  House  that 
there  are  enormous  difficulties  in  dealing 
with  the   question   of  District  Councils, 
and  I  think  the  discussion   has   certainly 
shown  this  in  an  unmistakable  way  to 
the  House  and  the  country.      The  ques- 
tion of  the  union  area,  for  example,  is  one 
of  the  greatest  difficulty,  because    on   an 
average   in  rural  districts  this  area  is  not 
less  than  a  hundred  square  miles.     I  am 
in   favour   of  very   large   powers  being 
given   to   parishes,  because    I   feel  that 
there   must  be  local  knowledge  for  local 
purposes.     The   union    area,    therefore, 
is     too     large     and     too    unwieldy    for 
anything     like     local    knowledge.     The 
Guardians   of  the   Poor   are  very  much 
interested  in  particular  matters  pertain- 
ing to  their  own  parish,  but  they  are 
neither   interested  in  nor  have  they  the 
requisite      knowledge      of    matters     in 
parishes  adjacent  to   their  own.     There 
is    the    greatest    possible    difficulty    in 
getting  persons  to  consent  to  serve  as 
Guardians   of  the  Poor,    because  of  the 
great  difficulties  connected  with  attend- 
ance and  the  large  amount  of  time  which 
the  duties  consume.     On  that  ground  a 
measure     of     great     detail     and    great 
difficulty,  as  to  which  much  difference  of 
opinion    is    sure    to '  arise,    ought    not 
seriously   to   be   attempted,    unless    the 
larger  part  of  a  Session  can  be  given  to 
its  consideration.     The  first  duty  before 
the  Government  is  to  endeavour  as  much 
as  possible  to  recover  for   the   House  of 
Commons  the  mastery  of  its  own  business, 
and   in   the   selection   the    Government 
have  made  I  feel  that  they  have  done  a 
great  deal  to  arrive  at  that  result. 

*(9.20.)  Sir  WALTER  FOSTER 
(Derby,  Ilkeston)  :  I  cannot  congratulate 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken 
on  his  consistency.  He  now  thinks  that 
local  government  for  Ireland  is  more 
necessary  than  the  completion  of  local 
government  for  England,  but  when  an 
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instruction  was  moved  on    the    second 
reading  of  the  Local  Grovernment  Bill  by 
my  lion.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Eye 
Division  of   Suffolk,  I  think  he  voted  in 
favour  of  Parish  Councils,  and  surely  the 
matter  must  have  been  urgent  then,  to 
induce    him    to    vote   against  his   own 
Government  and  in  favour  of  an  instruc- 
tion  moved    from     this   side.     I  think 
the  Amendment  must  have  a  good  deal 
of   sympathy    from   the   President    and 
Secretary     of    the     Local    Government 
Board.     I    can    quite    understand    that 
they    should   feel  regret   at   this  matter 
being  postponed.   Surely  they  are  anxious 
to  complete   the    work    begun   by   the 
Local  Government  Act  of  1888,  an  Act 
we    always    thought    imperfect.     Time 
has  shown  that  it  is  so,  and  that  its  com- 
pletion  ought   to   be  made  as   early  as 
possible    in   the    interest    of   the   rural 
population    of  this   country.      There  is 
another  and  a  strong  argument  in  favour 
of  this  Amendment.    The  President  of  the 
Local  Government    Board   himself   pro- 
mises a  Bill  in  reference  to  the  question 
of    allotments,     because     the     Sanitary 
Authorities  are  inefficient,  and  is  actually 
going  to  take  from  them,  on  the  ground 
of     inefficiency,     certain     powers     now 
allotted     to     them,    transferring    those 
powers    to   County   Council.      So    then 
we  have  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  a  condemnation  of  those  authori- 
ties we  want  to  reform.       I  want  reform 
on    several    grounds,     but     mainly    on 
sanitary  grounds.      It  is  necessary  for  the 
health    of   the   people  that  these   Local 
Bodies  should  be  reformed  in  order  that 
they  may  be  enabled  to  cope  with  the 
insanitary    conditions    amid   which   the 
rural  poptilation  in  many  cases  live.    We 
have  ground  for  saying  this  question  is 
urgent,  for  when  the  Royal  Commission 
on     the     "  Housing     of     the    Working 
Classes"   reported    they    admitted     the 
urgency,  and  the  hon.   Member  for  the 
Bordesley  division  (Mr.  Ceilings)  was  so 
convinced    of   this  and  the  necessity  of 
reform — though  he  does  not  appear  to  be 
so  confident  to-night — that  he  stated  in 
an  addendum  or  supplementary  Report 
that   one   of   his  chief  recommendations 
was    that    rural    municipalities    should 
be     established     without    delay.      But, 
what    was   urgent    in    1885,   must    be 
matter     of    still   greater   urgency   now. 
On  sanitary  grounds   I  mainly  base  my 
argument,  though  I  am  also  anxious  for 
Sir  Walter  Foster 


the  reform  on  account  of  allotiwents  and 
the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law.    The 
rural  sanitary  authority  is  elected  on  a 
wrong   principle.       It   is  elected    on   a 
property    qualification,    and     the     poor 
people  in  the  villages  have  no  sufficient 
authority      over      that     body      which 
has    their     lives     and     the     lives     of 
their  families  practically    in  its  charge. 
What    we    want,  therefore,    is  to  give 
the   people   that   power    which   will   be 
of  advantage  to  the  sanitary  condition  of 
the   rural   community  as  a  whole.     The 
hon.  Member  for  North  Bucks  {Captain 
Verney)  has  spoken  of  the  tyrannies  and 
evils  of  village  government,  but  he  did 
not  refer,  as  he  might  have  done,  and  I 
am  glad  he  has  left  it  to  a  member  of  the 
medical  profession — to  the  insanitary  con- 
dition of  a  large  portion  of  the  area  he  so 
well  represents.  Dr.  Gresswell's  Report  to 
the  Local  Government  Board  on  the  general 
sanitary    condition   of  the  Buckingham 
Rui'al    Sanitary   District,   deals  with  a 
population  of  something  under    10,000. 
The  population  is  decreasing,  as  in  rural 
parts  it  generally  is,  on  account  of  the 
departure  of  the  people  to  places  where 
they  can  get  better   wages   and  better 
housing,    and    because    of    the    serious 
diseases  continually  breaking  out.       The 
population  of  1 3  of  the  larger  parishes  he 
mentions,  was  in  1871  7,274,  and  accord- 
ing to   the    last   census   (1881)   it   had 
fallen  to  6,404,  a  decrease  of  870,  so  rapid 
had  been  the  diminution  in  a  district  within 
an  easy  distance  of  London.     We  cannot 
wonder  at  this  when  we  know  the  sanitary 
circumstances   under  which   these   poor 
people  live.     In  this  district  there  are 
1,969    dwellings    of    which    1,656    are 
described  as  cottages,  and  of  these  1,378 
are  rated  at  yearly  values  under  £5 — 

**They  are  four- walled  two-storeyed  structures 

built  of  mud  and  wattles,  of  brick,  or  of  local 

stone,  floored  with  irregular  flags  or  brick,  and 

roofed  half  or  more  of  them  with  thatch.  They 
are  divided  into  two  or  three  compartments,  the 
upper,  approached  directly  from  the  ground>floor 
room,  being  quite  commonly  in  the  penthouse 
roof  with  the  bare  rafters  presenting  inside. 
In  many  cases  there  is  an  additional  small 
compartment  either  within  the  four  walls  of  the 
building  or  as  a  *  lean-to '  or  *barn'  outside, 
which  is  used  as  a  back  kitchen  or  as  a  store  and 
washhouse." 

Some  of  these  buildings  are  so  bad  that 
I  will  read  one  or  two  extracts  from  this 
Report  to  show  their  insanitary  condi- 
tion— 
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"  Inatancsa  oF  diretlings  whicU  f  or  one  or  two 
-easona  sr«  a  source  of  nuisanco  or  of  daof^er 

0  bealth,  maj  here  ba  mentioned.  The 
parish  house' uf  Charndon,  a  diUpidati^d  ooe- 

Btoreyed  thatched  cottage,  is  rentedlof  the  Guar- 
dians for  a  yearly  aum  of  twenty  BhiUinga.  It 
is  di Tided  into  three  compartments,  of  which  one 
formerly  uaed  aa  a  '  barn,'  is  in  Tuina.  The  bed' 
room  occupied  by  the  whole  family  (man,  wife. 
and  four  children)  has  a  oubio  capacity  of 
.bout  600  feet,"— 

not  a  quarter  of  what  it  ought  to  be— 

igle  window  of  about  three  feet  sqnaiO 
(the  whole  of  which,  however,  admiti  of  being 
opened)  " — 

n  eiceptk 

formed  of  marl.  Along  the  Icn^h 
of  this  cottage  at  the  back,  and  immediateh 
inder  the  bedroom  window,  there  is  a  ditch,  in 
Fhich  Tarioua  kinds  of  filth  are  placed,  includ' 
ing  human  excrement,  foe  the  mailing  of 
manure  Another  thatched  two-roomvd  mwl 
cottage  hard  by,  with  bul^ng  walls,  worn-out 
Ibmtch,  and  mat!  lloorinf;',  ia  occupied  by  a 
family  of  «x.  A  woman,  her  four  sons  (one  20 
years  of  age  and  another  16),  and  a  daughter 
slept  in  one  tooid,  which  is  in  the  roof,  and 
into  which  light  and  frrah  air  are  admitted  only 
on  one  side  through  the  window  openings,  to- 
gether about  two  sod  a  half  feet  w]uare." 

Now.  are  the  ordinai-y  decencies  of  life 
poasible  under  Euch  conditions  as  thegel 
And  then  we  go  on, — 

At  Beachnoiptcn,  a  cottage,  much  of  which 

I  ruins,  and  which  is  deluged  with  rain  in 

wet  weather,  is  occupied  by  a  man  and  hia  wife, 

yearly  rental  of  33a.     The  bedroom  hae  no 

flue  and  but  odo  window,  which  is  about  one 

•quare  foot  in  areu,  and  cannot  bo  opened, 

"  At    Padbury.    a    dilapidated    cottage     ia 

scnpied  by  a  man,  his  wife,  and  four  children, 

1  la.  rent  per  week,  I'heQoorof  the  bedroom, 
hich  is  in  the  roof,  aod  in  which  all  sleep,  ia 
>  dilapidated  that  there  is  danger  of  its  giving 

way  almost  at  any  time. 

"At  Thomborougb,  a  cottagu|iB  occupied  by 

.an,  wife,  anil  sii  children,  at  a  rent  of  Is. 

week.    It  hna  two  bedrooms,  in  which  all 

family  sleep,  and  which  together  have  a 

oubio  apace  of  990  feet.      Wind  and  rain  pasa 

^wely  Ihroogh  the  roof,  and  walla  and  rafters, 

)tten  and  covered  with  toadstools,  present  on 

]•  in  nor  surfuce. 

"  At  Akeley  a  bedroom  of  791  cubic  feet 
tpocity,  with  one  small  window,  of  which  only 
ro  square  feet  can  be  opened,  is  occupied  by 
man,  woman,  aud  live  children." 

ine  finds  it  almost  impo.'^sible  to  believe 

ihat  Buch  a  state  of  thing-.s  sliould  pre^iiil 

"thin  a  journey  of  an  hour  or  ho  from 

idon.  But  so  it  ia  :  ^ain  we  find  from 

Report  tliat  not  only  is  the  housing  of 

he  poor  thus  disgracefully  bad  but  the 

itary  condition  of  the  places  ia  eqi^lly 

For  instance,  we  are  told  that — 


"  At  Padbury  there  are  aevaral  filth  ditches 
ta  the  proximity  of  dwellinga.  ospeciallr  to  be 
noted  at  I«wer  End  and  Lower  Way,  In  the 
latter  part,  where  there  arc  aome  15  col- 
tngea,  the  roadfays  are  most  unvholcsome, 
owing  to  sewa^  matters  beJOR;  cast  directly 
upon  tbeui,  and  to  ibeir  being  bordered  by 
sewage  ditches." 

I  might  go  on  making  quotation  after 
quotation  from  this  report  to  shiiw  the 
horrible  insanitary  condition  in  which 
these  poor  people  live.  It  is  the  saire  in 
other  parts  of  the  country.  One  of  the 
most  essentia!  things  is  a  good  water 
supply,  and  the  Report  says  on  this 
subject — 

"The  wells,  from  which  it  is  taken  direct,  are 
nuraoroua ;  they  are  for  the  most  purt  draw 
wells.  In  general  they  are  six  to  ten  feet  deep, 
and  are  aunk  on  the  cottage  premieea,  in  farm- 

Sards,  or  by  the  roadaide.  Provision  has  been 
ut  rareiy  made  for  preventing  entrance  of 
water  from  the  surtaeo,  or  (by  paddle  or 
cement)  from  the  supettlcia!  layers  of  the  earth  ; 
the  walla  of  manv  of  the  wells  are  merely  dry- 
several  wells  are  but  holes  in  the 
ground.  And  yet  the  Boil  about  the  wells  is 
very  generally  permeated  by  aewage  raattori 
wbich  have  been  thrown  carelessly  upon  it,  or 
which  have  escaped  into  it  from  badly-con- 
alructed  draina.  outdoor  sink  oatoh.pita,  privy 
pita,  slop' and  rofiiaa  holes,  sewer  ditches,  mack 
heapa,  or  piggeries.  And  while  the  water  of 
these  wells  is  oommonly  muddy  in  wet  weather, 
dry  seasons  it  commonly  fails.  The  wells, 
roovor.  are  in  very  many  instances  not 
reasonably  acceasihle ;  they  are  often  diataut 
~^0,  300,  -iOO  yards  from  the  cottage." 

■■  The  supplioa  for  the  several  viUages  are  aa 
follows :— At  Adstock,  where  there  are  aome  88 
'ellinga.  tht)  water  for  half  of  thooi  is  fetched 
from  a  pump  well  hy  tho  side  of  the  road,  sunk 
eight  feet  in  sand  and  gravel.     On  one  side  of 
tho  well  there  ia  riaing  ground  on  which,  not 
re  than   12  yards   or  so  from  the  well,  are 
1  nuisances.    Home  cottagers  have  to  go  600 
yards  there  and  back  for  iWa  water.    Bis  other 
.Itagers  get  their  supply  from  a  shallow,  road- 
ile    dip- well.      The    drainage    from    several 
ittagesnndfrom  it  si aughter-houae  passes  close 
hy  this  well,  in  an  open  ditch  up  to  it,  and  then 
hy  a  pipe  past  ii.     There  are  also  a  fow  other 
pump  and  dip-wells  amid  filthy  Burroundings.'' 
Gaweott    Hoad    some     18    cottagers 
(besides  many  others  in  the  Urban  Sanitair 
District  of  Buckingham)  take  their  water  from 
the  Bath  Lane   Spout,  where    it  issues  in   a 
copious,  and  it  aeems,  n  never  failiog  stream. 
Specific  pollution  of  this  water  in  the  lower 
pait  of  its  course  by  lenkage  from  a  drain  was 
found  by  Dr.  Pnraons  to  have  been  the  cause  of 
Ihoeitenaiveouthreak  of  fever  which  took  place 
imong  persons  who  drank  of  it  early  in  the 
year  1888  j'and  he  advised  the  BUthoritios  that 
the  spring  which  feeds  the  spout  should  be  in- 
tercepted at  the  highest  practicable  point  in  the 
hillside,  and  tho  water  there  received  into  a 
k  and  thence  brought  down  to  stand  posts, 
with  i<  view  l„  srturo  the  aafelv  of  the  water  from 
pollatiOD  and  to  afford  a  more  readily  aoce«sible 
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supply.  Instead  of  ibis,  the  upper  part  of  the 
water  conduit  (some  25  yards  long)  has  been 
allowed  to  remain,  as  it  has  always  been,  i.e.j 
a  mere  rubble  drain  lying  at  a  depth  of  only 
two  to  three  feet  in  the  field  (a  pasture  and 
meadow  field),  and  the  lower  part  only  has  been 
replicod  by  galvaoised  iron  pipes." 

Thus  not  only  are  the  people  disgrace 
fully  nepflected  but  even  the  directions  of 
the  medical  officer  are  not  carried  out. 
The  sanitary  arrangements  at  the  schools, 
too,  are  shocking.  We  find  from  the 
Report  that 

'*  The  sanitary  circumstances  of  the  scl^ools 
deserve  special  mention.  Ac  Thornborough 
the  school,  which  has  an  average  attendance  of 
86  children  of  both  sexes,  is  supplied  with  but 
a  single  privy,  and  the  receptacle  (a  vault)  has 
evidently  been  overflowing  on  all  sides.  At 
Twyf  ord  the  privy  for  the  school-girls  is  so  placed 
that  emanations  from  it  must  needs  enter  the 
school-room.  The  privy  receptacles  at  this 
school  discharge  into  a  closed  cess-pit.  the  over* 
flow  from  which  is  carried  off  by  piping  into  a 
ditch.  The  gases  formed  in  the  cess-pit,  which 
has  cot  been  cleared  out  for  four  years,  can 
escape  only  by  way  of  the  privies.  At  the 
Padbury  school  the  privy  receptacles  are 
vaults ;  the  urinal  discharges,  it  seems,  directly 
into  the  roadway  :  and  the  pump,  from  which 
the  children  obtain  water  while  at  school,  is 
not  10  yards  from  the  privy  vault.  Other 
schools  have  defective  privy  arrangements,  as 
at  Maids  Moreton,  and  the  ventilation  of 
several  schools  is  insufficient." 

A  more  disgraceful  condition  of  things  I 
have  never  before  heard  of  in  my  life. 
The  House  will  not  ba  suprised  to  find 
that,  as  a  result,  there  are  numerous 
deaths  from  typhoid  fever.  For  a  period 
of  20  years,  from  1868  till  1888,  there 
wore  only  threa  years  in  which  there 
were  no  deaths  from  typhoid  ;  and  as 
each  death  signifies  that  there  have  been 
at  least  10  cases  of  the  disease,  it  may 
easily  be  understood  how  prevalent 
was  the  malady.  In  addition  to  that, 
there  was  prevalent  another  disease  due 
to  the  pollution  of  the  air  and  water — I 
mean  diphtheria;  that,  too,  was  practically 
endemic  in  thesj  villages;  children  con- 
st in  tly  died  of  the  malady ;  and  others, 
when  they  grew  up,  fell  victims  to 
respiratory  diseases.  In  the  worst  place 
these  latter  deaths  represented  7*2  per 
1,000  of  the  population :  in  another 
village  the  rate  is  onty  1'9  per  1,000. 
The   Report  continues — 

*'  The  figures  presented  show  that  typhoid 
fever  is,  as  would  be  expected  from  the  sanitary 
circunistauces  of  the  district,  of  frequent  occur- 
rence. At  Maids  Morton,  in  1887,  there  were  17 
cases  of  enteric  fever  with  three  deaths,  all  at 
about  the    same    time.      Seven  of  these  cases 
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'apparently  began  on  the  same  day.*  This 
outbreak  began  in  that  part  of  the  village 
called  Well  More,  the  drainage  of  which  is 
still  defective,  and  the  water  supply  for  which 
is  as  unsatisfactory  now  as  it  was  then.  . 
The  sequence  ol  multiple  cases  in  one  and 
another  restricted  locality  suggests  inefficiency 
in  the  remedial  measures  adopted  by  the 
authority,  a  matter  to  be  reverted  to  below  for 
dealing  with  this  readily  limitable  disease. 
At  Padbury,  in  1880,  a  man  fell  ill  of  enteric 
fever,  then  his  wife,  then  his  mother,  aged  53 
years,  took  it  and  died,  and  her  two  sons  also, 
who  lived  with  her,  took  it ;  and  1 1  other  persons 
in  different  parts  of  the  village  fell  ill  of  it, 
and  a  woman  aged  32  years  died.  In  1881,  in 
the  same  parish,  a  woman  died  of  this  disease  ; 
and  her  son,  aged  21  years,  died  shortly  after- 
wards of  it.  In  1883  there  were  five  cases  of 
enteric  fever  there.** 

Now,  Sir,  the  conclusion  of  the  Report 
is  given  on  the  deliberate  authority  of  a 
Government  oflBcial,  and  it  is  as  follows : — 

*'  The  repetition  and  multiplicity  of  cases  of 
sickness  and  of  death  from  the  above  causes  in 
particular  localities  is  a  strong  indication  that 
the  Sanitary  Authority  has  not  properly  ex- 
ercised the  functions  for  which  it  was  consti- 
tuted." 

This,  Sir,  is  a  deliberate  condemnation  of 
one  authority  ;  but  I  venture  to  say  that 
there  are  scores  of  similar  authorities 
equally  neglectful  of  their  duties.  Before 
I  leave  this  part  of  the  subject  I  should 
like  to  point  out  that  the  medical  oflScer 
reports  that  this  work  is  carried  on  under 
great  difficulties,  for  it  is  difficult  to  get 
the  authority  to  enforce  the  alterations 
he  makes.  The  authority  gives  to 
sanitary  work  half-an-hour  once  a 
month.  In  Essex  similar  conditions 
exist :  we  are  told  of  dwellings  where  the 
people  have  not  proper  sleeping  accom- 
modation, and  where  a  man  and  his  wife 
and  grown-up  children  all  have  to  sleep 
in  one  room,  making  morality  impossible. 
In  Hertfordshire  we  hear  of  houses  unfit 
for  habitation,  and  described  in  a 
Report  by  a  competent  observer  as 
"  miserable  hovels."  This  stat€  of 
things  accounts  for  the  depopulation 
which  is  going  on  in  our  villages. 
In  showing  the  absolute  neglect  of 
sanitary  laws  in  rural  districts 
I  think  I  make  out  a  strong  case 
for  Parish  Councils  for  the  rural 
population.  They  are  citizens  and  voters 
of  this  Empire,  and  have  a  right  to  have 
their  grievances  attended  to.  Surely  it 
would  be  easy  for  the  Government  to 
find  time  to  pass  a  simple  Bill  giving  the 
people  more  power  of  regulating  these 
authorities  than  they  now  possess.   Again 
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there  are  great  inequalities  in  the  matter 
of  rating,  and  not  long  since  I  had  the  plear 
sure  of  presenting  a  memorial  from  Long 
Baton,  a  model  little  town,  which  although 
it  contributes  a  seventh  of  the  rates  has 
only  one-twentieth  of  the  representation 
on  the  Board    of    Guardians.      Again, 
there  is  the  matter  of  the  administration 
of  the  charities.     In  many  little  villages 
there  are  several  charities  under  the  con- 
trol of  Trustees,  and  these  little  gifts  add 
sunshine  and  gladness  to  the  dreary  life  of 
the  poor.   But  the  TruAees  often  neglect 
their  duties  altx)gether,with  the  result  that 
the  charities  are  lost  to  the  people.    I  find 
from  a  Return  moved  for  last  Session  that 
in  four  counties — ^Devon,  Derby,  Suffolk, 
and      Cumberland  — 164      rent-charges 
belonging  to  the  poor  have  been  mostly  lost 
through  inattention  of  the  Trustees.    This 
ifould  not  be  the  case  if  every  village  had 
its  own  Council.     On  the  contrary,   we 
should  have  hundreds  of  these  charities 
saved  to  the  country,  and  the  starving  and 
misery  of  the   poorer  classes  would  be 
greatly  lessened. 

•(9.50.)  Mb.  SEALE-HAYNE  (Devon, 
Ashburton)  :  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words 
in  support  of  the  Amendment.  I  must 
myself  plead  guilty  to  being  a  landlord, 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Wilts  (Mr.  Walter  Long)  did ;  but  1 
do  not  entertain  the  same  views  as  those 
which  he  has  expressed  as  to  the  wants 
and  aspirations  of  the  agricultural 
labourers.  The  hon.  Gentleman,  too, 
said  that  he  considered  that  the  Allot- 
ments Bill  had  been  a  success.  Well, 
if  the  Allotments  Bill  has  been  a 
Buccess,  I  want  to  know  why,  two  years 
after  it  was  passed,  it  requires  amend- 
ment? If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Gk>vernment 
Board  had  only  accepted  my  Amendment, 
to  the  effect  that  any  applications  for 
allotments  should  be  evidence  of  the 
desire  for  allotments,  and  that  upon 
receipt  of  applications  the  Local  Authori- 
ties should  take  the  necessary  steps 
in  Older  to  obtain  allotment  ground, 
the  act  would  have  been  a  success, 
and  ^le  would  not  have  had  to  come 
VOL.  CCCXU.    [thibp  sebiss.] 
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to  this  House  to  amend  it  this  year. 
Then,  Sir,  reference  has  been  made  to 
the  County  Councils,  as  being  evidence 
of  the  Government   success  in  dealing 
with   local  government.      I  admit   that 
it  is  a  step  in  the  right  direction,  also 
that  there  is  great  activity  at  the  present 
time  among  members  of  County  Councils, 
and  as  a  new  toy  they  claim  a  considerable 
amount  of    attention.      But  I    do    not 
think  that  the  County  Councils  will  be 
satisfied  unless  they  get  the  control  of 
the  police  in  their  own  hands.     Then 
Sir,  we  have  had  no  promise  whatever 
of  those  further  powers  with  which  the 
County  Councils  were   to  be   endowed, 
namely,  the   powers  of    Parliament  in 
dealing  with  small  local  Bills — such  as 
Gkw  and  Water  Bills,  &c.    And  I  think 
hon.   Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the 
House   will   agfree   with    me    that    the 
County  Councils  may  fairly  be  entrusted 
with  powers  such  as  these.     I  was  very 
glad  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wilts  did  not  deal  with  this  as  a 
Party  question ;  I  can  assure  him  that 
we  desire  to  see  something  done  in  this 
matt3r,   irrespective   of    Party.      I  am 
sorry,  however,  with  all  due  respect  to 
the    hon.  Gentleman  the   Member   for 
Bordesley  (Mr.  Jesse  Collings),  that  he 
should    have     addressed    this     House 

in  the  spirit  in  which  he  did,  and 
which  I  think  is  lamentable.  For  for 
about  the  hundredth  time  the  hon. 
Gentleman  treated  us  to  an  oration 
of  his  grievances  against  the  Liberal 
Government  of  1886.  It  seems  to  me 
a  sufficient  and  complete  answer  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  point  out  that  he 
happened  to  be  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  question,  and  his  repeated 
accusations  against  it  appear  very  much 
like  fouling  his  own  nest,  which  is  •  a 
very  congenial  occupation  on  the  part 
of  gentlemen  from  Birmingham.  He 
threatened  us  that  he  could  persuade 
rural  audiences  that  it  is  better  to 
support  his  Government  than  to  vote  in 
favour  of  the  Resolution  now  before  the 
House  ;  but  all  I  can  say  is  this — and  I 

2  I 


823 


Address  in 


(COMMONS) 


Arm. 


oMer 


831 


speak  from  experience,  (or  tlie  ton. 
(jentlemttii  has  frequeoUy  addrea&ed 
audiences  in  my  nciglibonrhond — that  the 
result  of  hie  so  addressing  them  is  that 
ha  only  makes  himself  a  langhing  stock, 
and  I  certainly  should  weioome  his 
advent  into  ray  constituency,  for  I  am 
perfectly  certain  that  by  coming  he 
would  render  my  seat  perfectly  safe.  I 
observed  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Wilts 
only  promised  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  District  Councils.  He  said  nothing 
whatever  as  to  the  establishment  of 
Parochial  Councils.  Now,  I  believe  that 
the  people  will  not  be  satisfied  until  they 
get  these  Parochial  Councils,  for  they 
are  the  root  and  bnaes  of  the  reform 
which  is  desii'ed.  1  am  confident,  from 
my  knowledge  of  the  agricultural  claaaee, 
that  what  they  desire  is  to  get  into  their 
own  hands  complete  control  of  parish 
afiaira.  They  wish  to  elect  for  themselves 
all  the  parish  officers.  At  the  present 
time  they  are  governed  by  an  aristo- 
cracy. It  consists  generally  of  two 
mombors,  one  being  the  parson  and  the 
other  the  Poor  Law  Guardian,  and 
occasionally  tlie  squire  forms  a  irium- 
virate.  But  1  am  aony  to  say  that 
aqnires  do  not  now  live  in  the  country  so 
much  as  they  used  to  do,  and  I  welcome 
the  Amendment  which  is  to  be  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Carnarvonshire, 
in  which  he  proposes  to  divide  the  rates 
between  the  landlord  and  the  tenants, 
because  I  am  certain  that  when  the 
landloi-d  has  to  pay  the  rates  directly 
out  of  hia  own  pocket  he  will  take  a 
much  more  active  part  in  parish  affairs 
than  he  does  at  the  present  time. 
Now,  I  observe  that  the  reference  made 
to  what  may  be  called  the  parsonic 
domination  in  many  of  our  parishes  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bucks  was  received 
on  the  other  side  with  scorn.  I  can  only 
say,  for  my  own  part,  that  in  many  of 
our  rural  districts  the  domination  of  the 
parson  is  resented  most  deeply  by  the 
agricultural  classes.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Bucks  was  asked  for  a  list  of  places  and 
names  ;  but  yon  can  hardly  open  a  paper 
except  yon  see,  especially  on  burial 
questions,  evidence  of  the  intolerance 
of  the  parson,  which  is  entirely 
unintelligibie  at  this  present  day. 
Now,  Sir,  what  we  want  is  to 
establish  a  Parish  Council  upon  the 
lines  which  were  shadowed  out  in  the 
Mr.  Seate-Bayne 


excellent  speech  of  my  hon.  Priond  the 
Member  for  Rugby.  We  want  that 
Parieii  Council  to  have  the  control  of 
allotments  ;  I  will  go  further,  and  say  that 
we  not  only  want  them  to  have  the  con- 
trol of  allotments,  but  we  want  them  also 
tobe  in  a  position  to  give  small  holdings  to 
those  who  require  them.  In  rural 
districts,  at  the  present  time,  we 
want,  the  power  of  local  govern- 
ment which  existed  in  this  country 
in  historic  times,  and  which  hi^ 
now,  I  am  sorry  to  aay,  passed  away.  I 
think  that  by  giving  the  agicultmral 
population  power  to  control  their  own 
a^irs,  you  will  certainly  prevent  them 
froni  leaving  the  country  districts,  you 
will  give  them  an  interest  in  their 
villages,  and  you  will  find  that  the  popu- 
lation of  the  rural  districts,  instead  of 
diminishing,  will  increase.  If  Her 
Majesty'a  Government  will  only  attempt 
to  deal  with  this  question  beginning  at 
the  right  end,  namely,  at  the  foundation, 
by  reforming  the  parish,  I  am  perfectly 
certain  that  they  will  earn  the  gratitude 
not  only  of  Members  who  repreBont 
agricultural  constituencies  but  of  the 
people  of  England  at  large. 

•(10.13.)  Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Abeis 
deen,  E.)  :  Before  any  reply  is  given  1^ 
the  Government,  I  desire  to  occupy  the 
attention  of  thp  House  for  a  very  few 
minutes  by  putting  tlie  case  as  reaped^ 
Scotland.  We  have  had  anmethiag  done 
in  regard  to  allotments  in  England ;  we 
have  also  had  something  done  in 
Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland ;  but 
for  the  general  agricnltnral  constituen- 
cies, which  I  and  others  represent,  ia  tbe 
Lowlands  of  Scotland,  we  have  had 
nothing  done  whatever.  Certain  pledges 
were  given  by  Her  Majesty's  Qovern- 
ment,  and  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  aa  representing  Her  Majes^'s 
Government,  during  tbe  discuasion  of 
the  Local  Governmeut  (Scotland)  Bill. 
On  that  o<X!aeion  it  will  be  in  the  recol- 
lection of  the  House  there  were  certain 
clauses,  similar  to  the  clauses  granting 
allotments  in  England,  introduced  to 
thisHouseby theLordAdvocate.  Mjhon, 
Friend   the    Member  for    the    Dketton 
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I  Division  then  interrened  on  behalf  of 
I  ftllotmentBinEugland,  and  my  hon.  Friend 
resenting  the  Kirkcaldy  Burgha  also 
I  intervened  in  the  debate.  The  conae- 
I  quence  wasthatthe  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
I  snry  rose  in  his  place  and  said  that  we  could 
I  only  have  these  olansea  applied  to  Scot- 
I  land  if  they  were  ret'eived  without  any 
I  discussion  ;  and  in  ord^r  that  there 
I  might  be  no  mistake  aa  to  the  position  in 
I  which  the  Scotch  Members  were  placed  on 
I  that  oocaaion  I  will  quote  the  words  used 
I  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  He 
I'Said — 

Ve  HT«  antiouB  that  tlia  power  of  grmting 
allotmeDta  atiDuId  be  eitecileil  to  Scotland. 
The  Goi'emtnant  will  conNidar  it  during  the 
recaiB,  and  endeavour  to  submit  a  maaaure 
which  will  meat,  as  far  na  poaaible,  the  viswa 
i>{  boa,  Geatlnman." 

Now,  the  First  Lord  referred  to  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  repreaenting  Scotland,  and 
upon  that  occasion,  having  accepted  in 
good  £aith  tbe  statement  of  the  First 
iord  of  the  Treasury,  they  were  willing 
"o  faoilitaU)  the  Act  generally  they  were 
hen  endeavouring  to  pass  on  hebalf  of 
Scotland,  and  they  supported  the  Govern- 
meat  in  withdrawing  those  clauses  under 
the  most  distinct  ]>ledgc  that  tbe  matter 
troald  be  brought  before  the  Uonae  in 
the  present  SpBsinn  of  Parliament.  And 
in  order  tliat  there  may  !»  no  mistake 
abont  it,  the  discuasion  went  im,  and 
Wcause  certain  Members  had  expressed 
Sonbt  as  to  the  good  faith  or,  at  all 
rents,  the  ability  and  full  reaolution  of 
le  Grorernment  to  introduce  the  subject 
I  the  coming  Session  of  Parliament,  the 
rasident  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
x)ko  aa  follows  : — 

"  We  shall,  o£  enurae,  keep  our  promiaa  ;  if 
Bxtremely  glad  to  do 

>a  that  occasion  also  mj  right  hon. 
Viend  the  Member  for  the  Bridgetou 
KTision  of  Glaagow  stood  up  in  his  place 
(nd  said  that  these  undertakings  of  Her 

[ajeaty'a  Government  were  as  clear  a,s  a 
Jinttta.     This    House,  as   well    as   the 

:otch  Members,  accepted  these  pledgea, 

■  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  full 
lith,  and  on  that  occasion  wu  went  into 
he  lobby  in  favour  of  the  Reaolution 
*    the    First    Lord    of    the    Treasury 
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to  withdraw  these  clauses,  I  deaire 
to  bring  very  seriously  to  the  attention 
of  tbe  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  these  circumatancea  of  our 
case,  and  I  am  aure  he  is  acquainted  with 
many  of  the  circnmatancea.  In  regard 
to  allotments,  all  that  has  been  said  on 
behalf  of  England  is  as  trne  on  behalf  of 
Scotland.  In  regard  to  District  Coancila, 
our  parochial  and  local  affairs  in  counties 
are,  as  to  mana<^ement,  in  exactly 
similar  circumstances — no  worse  and  no 
batter  practically  than  they  are  in  the 
English  communities.  But  in  regard  to 
dwellings  we  are  placed  under  most  un- 
fortanate  and  exceptional  conditions  ;  and 
I  can  hardly  hope  to  engage  much  the  at- 
tention of  the  House,  because  the  grier- 
ances  to  which  I  refer  are  exceptional 
and  local.  In  our  fishing  yiUagea  along 
the  East  Coast  of  Scotland,  the  men  who 
pursue  the  tishing  industry  have  built 
themselves  hundreds  of  houses  with  their 
own  money,  and  on  ground  which  they 
bold  from  year  to  year  at  the  pleasure  of 
the  landlord.  They  are  bound  to  these 
localities  by  the  exigencies  of  their  in- 
dofitry.  and  they  are  prevented  from 
holding  property  in  their  dwellings  by 
reason  of  their  holding  from  the  superiors 
of  the  soil  their  tenancies  from  year  to 
year.  I  am  most  desirous  that  this 
diecussiou  should  not  be  unduly  pro- 
longed ;  but  I  believe  it  is  still  in  the 
power  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
(hough  they  have  made  no  reference  to 
it  ill  Her  Majesty's  Moat  Gracious  Speech, 
to  fulfil  the  covenant,  which  cannot 
possibly  be  denied.  In  relation  to  hav- 
ing ground  for  allotments,  I  could  give 
most  painful  instances  which  have 
occurred  throughout  the  constituency 
which  I  represent.  We  have  still  the 
Law  of  Entail  and  Settlement  in  regard  to 
many  of  the  estates  there.  There  is  one 
parish  in  my  constituency  where  the 
land  bad  been  acquired  for  two  or  three 
houaea  at  the  time  when  the  estate  was 
not  under  the  Law  of  Entail.  It  has 
since  come  under  that  law,  and  now  the 
proprietor  is  offering  these  tenanta,  who 
have  built  their  own  houses  on  leases  of 
99  years  on  the  understanding  that  the 
proprietor  would  be  bound  to  renew  « 
take  the  houaus  at  valuatiou,  £10  for  the 
capital  value  of  their  houses  for  which  he 
is  to  receive  an  annual  rental  of  £10.  I 
could  give  you  many  more  instaucea 
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occurring  in  the  fishing  towna  along  the 
BftstCoftatpf  Scotlatiii.  lam,  however, 
quite  sure  that  both  the  Lord  Advocate 
and  the  President  of  the  Local  Go7ern- 
mert  Bisard  are  perfectly  well  aware  of 
the  circumstances  ;  and  I  call  upon  the 
Government,  in  the  name  of  those  who 
believed  in  their  promise  last  year,  to 
renew  at  least  the  pledge  that  some 
oppoHnnity  will  be  given  for  putting  the 
counties  of  Scotland  in  a  position  not 
inferior  to  the  English  counties. 

(10.17.)  MB.RATHBONE(Camarvon- 
shire,  Arfon),  who  had  the  following 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  ; — ■ 

"  As  an  AmeDdiiieDt  to  Mr.  Btaasfeld'e 
Amendmeat  to  the  Addr^BS,  par.  tG,  AC  fd 
ti  add  tbe  vurds  'or  of  maklTig  the  pr&, 
mlacd  dtTiBion  ol  tatta  betveen  ovubtb  and 
oc(upiet»,' " 

said :  Before  I  deal  with  the  Bnhject  of 
the  Amendment  which  T  have  upon  the 
Paper  I  must  sav  jnat  one  word  or  two 
by  way  of  making  protest  against  a 
portion  of  the  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Rngby.  in  which  he 
advocated,  as  one  of  the  benefits  arising 
to  the  poor,  an  extension  o£  the  system 
of  ontdoor  relief.  No  more  cruel  injus- 
tice can  by  any  possibility  be  done 
to  the  labouring  people  of  thia  country 
than  to  extend  the  system  of  outdoor 
relief.  I  am  certsiin  that  I  will  be  borne 
out  by  everyone  who  has  laboured  among 
the  poor,  and  who  liaa  wattihed  the  effect 
in  these  days  of  outdoor  relief,  when  T 
say  that  anything  more  effective  in 
demoralising  tbe  people  and  lowering 
wages,  and  making  men  paupers  and 
women  prostitutes,  it  is  impossible  to 
find  in  the  whole  coarse  of  our  legisla- 
tion. And  when  the  hou.  Member 
alludes  to  it  as  a  matter  which  is  to  be 
gained  by  democratic  reform  X  think  he 
must  be  utterly  unaware  of  tbe  co 
taken  by  other  countries  in  regard  to 
thia  subject.  In  America,  where  yon 
would  suppose  that  panperiam  would  be 
impossible,  by  a  certain  amount  of  laxity 
in  the  administration  of  relief  it  was 
Mr.  Enflemont 


artificially  creatod,  and  no  one  in  this 
country  would  dare  to  propose  the 
stringent  measures  for  remedying  this 
matter  that  have  been  adopted  in  tbe 
United  States  of  America.  I  was  anr- 
priaed  to  hear  anyone  who  had  considered 
at  all  what  Ib  beneficial  to  tbe  population 
advocate  such  a  dangerous  measure.  By 
all  means  let  us  give  relief  ontside  the 
workhouse  to  those  who  are  suffering,  bot 
with  that  relief  we  ought  to  give  up 
time,  and  attention,  and  sympathy,  to 
!ding  the  disadvantageous  effect  of 
pauperising      people,    which    invariably 

m panics  the  lax  administration  of 
outdoor  relief.  What  T  rose  particularly 
to  advocate  was  the  matt«r  of  which  I 
have  given  notice  on  the  paper.  In  put- 
ting this  notice  on  the  paper  my  motive 

to  induce  the  Government  to  take 
up  the  subject,  and  to  make  that  change 
'le  incidence  of  rating  which,  nineteen 
years  ago,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Mr.  Goschen)  told  ua 
necessary,  in  justice  to  the  poorer  part 
of  the  community,  and  for  the  security 
of  those  who  owned  property.  Both  be 
and  the  leader  of  the  House  promieecli 
two  years  ago,  in  the  debate  on  the  Local 
Governtnent  Bill,  that  the  matter  should 
be  dealt  with  as  soon  as  possible,  and 
again,  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 
In  that  debate  the  Chancellor  adhered  to 
the  opinions  he  had  previously  expressed, 
when  he  urged  that  na  you  do  not  allow 
people  ti  contract  themselves  out  o£ 
Imperial  taxation,  you  ought  not  to  allow 
them  to  contract  themselves  out  of  local 
taxation.  I  most  emphatically  agreed 
with  him  when  he  said  that  he  valued 
the  division  of  rates,  not  merely  for  tiia 
sake  of  relieving  ratepayers,  but  also  for 
bringing  the  owners,  who  are,  of  course, 
the  leisured  classes,  into  bearing  their  fur 
share,  not  only  of  local  taxation,  but  also 
of  local  administration.  At  present  the 
rise  in  rating  in  times  cf  pressure  and 
hardship  falls  exclusively  on  (* 
occupier,  that  is,  on  the  poorer  cli 
which  is  cruel  and  unjust.  On  i 
other  hand  the  owner,  who  does  not  feel 
the  first  impact  of  the  rise  and  faU  i 
local  taxation,  as  a  rule  neglects  to  take 
the  ])art  or  interest  in  it  which  he  otheV' 
wise  would  do,  and  only  awakes  to  fini 
Inrge  loans  and  indebtedness  incurred, 
for  which  hi  a  property  is  ultimately 
responsible.      This  is  not  a  mere  m 
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question  ;  it  is  not  even  a  mere  question 
of  physical  comfort  and  well  being, 
though  these  are  seriously  imperilled  by 
the  pres3nt  system.  Loose,  careless 
expenditure  is  not  only  accompanied  by 
bad,  ineflScient  administration  and 
increased  taxation,  but  it  means  corrup- 
tion and  demoralisation,  and  these  evils 
of  corruption  and  demoralisation  are 
wors3  in  local  than  in  Imperial 
administration,  as  affecting  a  larger 
number  of  persons,  and  acting  on  the 
individual  life  of  every  part  of  the  nation. 
Now,  I  wish  the  Government  to  remem- 
ber this  very  important  point;  that  is, 
that  the  pledges  which  were  drawn  from 
that  debate  came  not  only  from  this  side, 
but  from  the  other  side  of  the  Hous3. 
Friendafter  friend  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  got  up  and  said  that  they  had  over 
and  over  again  discussed  these  things  in 
agricultural  districts,  and  had  pledged 
themselves  to  this  great  reform ;  and  I 
would  really  urge  the  Government  to  pluck 
up  its  spirit  and  to  deal  boldly  with  this 
question.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer maintained  that  representation 
ought  to  go  hand  in  hand  with  taxation. 
Well,  I  entirely  agree  with  him, 
and  I  agree  with  him  because  I 
think  it  is  important  from  the  point  of 
view  of  producing  better  administration. 
Repr3S3ntation  accompanying  taxation 
would  force  the  leisured  class38  into  a 
more  active  part  in  local  affairs.  Now,  I 
am  perfectly  aware  that  on  our  side 
there  is  a  very  considerable  objection  to 
the  institution  of  aldermen,  but  I  am 
quite  convinced  that  if  you  would  have 
the  courage  of  your  own  convictions,  and 
introduce  a  system  of  division  of  rates 
between  owners  and  occupiers,  even  if 
you  accompanied  that  as  you  think  it 
necessary  to  do  with  some  direct  repre- 
sentation of  the  owners,  for  instance,  by 
enabling  owners  to  choose  the  aldermen, 
you  would  not  find  it  very  difficult  to 
carry  such  a  measure  through  the  House. 
Bear  in  mind  those  who  are  interested  in  this 
matter.  They  are  the  ratepayers,  and  who 
are  the  electors  of  this  House?  Why  these 
very  ratepayers.  Now,  I  would  ask  you 
whether  it  is  likely  that  those  who  are 
elect  3d  by  these  ratepayers  would  refuse 
so  very  great  a  boon  if  accompanied  by 
some  new  mode  of  appointing  aldermen? 
Many  Friends  around  me  would  rather 
bivve  the  aldermen  chosen  in  the  manner 


proposed  than  by  the  present  system 
which  is  very  strongly  objected  to.  One' 
other  point.  You  will  be  obliged  to  intro- 
duc3  shortly  a  Local  Government  Bill 
for  Ireland.  Now,  I  defy  anyone  to  draw 
up  a  system  of  local  #  government  f>r 
Ireland  without  introducing  this  system 
of  division  of  rates  between  owners  and 
occupiers  accompanied  by  representa- 
tion. One  of  the  most  prominent  leaders 
of  the  Radical  Party  says  in  an  article 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  introduce 
any  system  of  local  government  in  Ire- 
land which  would  work  without  the 
introduction  of  that  principle.  It  seems 
to  me  that  there  is  no  difference  of 
opinion  on  either  side  of  the  Hbuse  on 
this  question.  The  principle  has  been 
admitted  as  freely  by  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  as  on  this  side. 
If  the  principle  has  been  admitted  to  be 
just  as  regards  the  poor,  and  to  be 
necessary  also  to  the  safety  of  the 
wealthier  classes,  is  it  not  absurd  that  we 
should  go  on  from  year  to  year  without 
having  courage  to  carry  out  the  principle 
to  which  I  have  referred  ?  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  move  my  Amendment,  of  which  I 
have  given  notice,  because  I  am  informed 
it  might  interfere  with  the  discussion  of 
questions  relating  to  London. 

♦(10.30.)^R.WINTERBOTHAM(Glou- 
cester,  Cirencester) :  I  apologise  to  the 
House  for  interfering  in  this  debate,  which 
I  did  not  intend  to  take  part  in,  but  I  am 
bound  to  take  notice  of  certain  remarks 
made  by  the  last  speaker,  because  I  utterly 
and  entirely  dissent  from  them,  and  they 
were  received  with  such  rapturous  ap- 
plause by  a  few  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  that  I  cannot  allow 
them  to  pass  without  a  protest.  I  allude 
to  what  he  said  about  indoor  as  opposed 
to  outdoor  relief.  I  know  it  is  not  of 
much  USB  to  make  any  appeal  to  the  doc- 
trinaires who  are  always  pointing  to  the 
reckless  manner  in  which  outdoor  relief 
used  in  other  days  to  be  given,  and 
defending  the  system  which  to-day 
is  constantly  forcing  the  aged  poor 
into  the  workhouses  by  offering  them  the 
"  workhouse  or  nothing."  [Mr.  Rathbone 
was  understood  to  say  that  his  observations 
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referred  to  able-bodied  paupers  only.] 
The  hon.  Member  said  that  the  system  of 
outdoor  relief  "  made  men  paupers  and 
women  prostitutes;"  and  I  protest  on  be- 
half of  the  worki«g  class  population, 
against  that  great  calumny.  I  have  lived 
among  the  poor  in  rural  districts  all  my 
ife,  and  I  think  I  know  something- 
about  their  feelings  on  this  question 
I  say  that  the  system  of  the  Poor 
Law  is  a  system  which  is  simply  hated 
and  detested  by  the  agricultural  poor  as 
it  is  administered  in  many  parts  of  the 
country.  *  It  is  a  system  under  which, 
after  a  life  on  starvation-wages,  the  old 
people  go  into  the  workhouses  to  end 
their  days,  and  the  next  generation  are 
made  more  poor  and  more  wretched  than 
they  otherwise  would  be  by  being  obliged 
under  the  Poor  Law  to  contribute 
towards  the  support  of  those  poor 
parents  whose  only  crime  has  been 
that  they  have  been  fools  enough 
to  work  for  the  wretched  wages  given 
them.  There  is  a  Gloucestershire  case 
tried  last  week  in  which  a  poor  fellow  earn- 
ing 9s.  a  week  had  been  ordered  to  pay 
Is.  a  week  towards  the  support  of  his  old 
father  and  mother,  and  was  summoned 
for  37  weeks'  arrears.  The  magistrates 
Slid  they  would  take  a  very  lenient  view 
of  the  cas3  and  ordered  him  to  pay  a 
pound  !  A  pound  on  9s.  a  week  !  And 
this  man  had  his  family,  including  a 
crippled  son.     This  is  a  common  thing 

in  the  village  life  of  England,  and  it  is 
one  of  the  things  villagers  hate  and 
detest.  It  costs,  perhaps,  3s.  8d.  or  3s.  9d. 
to  keep  a  poor  old  person  in  the  work- 
house, and  he  would  far  rather  have  2s.  or 
Is.  6d.  and  a  loaf,  so  as  to  be  able  to  live 
among  his  friends,  to  sun  himself  in  his 
little  bit  of  a  garden  and  keep  his  little 
home  about  him.  I  say,  Sir,  this  system 
of  the  doctrinaires  which  declares  that 
people  must  go  into  the  workhouse  or 
have  no  relief  at  all  is  one  of  the  curses 
of  the  rural  life  of  England.  Now  I  am  on 
my  legs  I  should  like  to  say  a  word  or  two 
on  a  point  which  has  not  been  sufficiently 
alluded  to  by  previous  speakers.  One  of 
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the  things  which  the  villagers  of  Eng- 
land want  is  a  little  more  independence 
in  the  exercise  of  the  vote  which  has  been 
given  them  by  Parliament.  They  want  a 
little  less  intimidation  and  a  little  less  boy- 
cotting. With  regard  to  allotments  the 
Government  have  promised  us  a  better 
system,  and  I  am  glad  to  to  bear  testimony 
not  'Only  to  the  able  but  to  the  moderate 
and  considerate  way  in  which  this  question 
was  dealt  with  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Wiltshire  (Mr.  W.  Long). 
Another  point  which  requires  attention 
is  the  tenure  of  cottages.  Many  of  the 
English  cottages  are  held  in  the  rural  dis- 
tricts at  a  week's  notice.  I  want  to  ask  hon. 
Members  now  that  these  labourers  have 
votes,  now  that  we  are  all  agreed  that  we 
want  to  better  their  condition,  is  it  a  wise 
thing  to  allow  them  to  continue 
in  a  stake  of  dependence  consequent 
on  a  week's  tenure  of  their  cottage? 
I  should  also  have  liked  to  speak 
on  the  question  of  free  education, 
but  as  that  is  to  be  dealt  with  in  a 
separate  Amendment,  I  will  not  deal 
with  it  now.  I  think  this  debate  will 
result  in  no  waste  of  time,  because  it 
will  bring  home  to  the  Government  the 
opinion  which  1  believe  is  held  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  that  there  is  nothing 
they  can  give  their  time  and  attention  to 
more  pressing  and  important  than  the 
needs  of  our  rural  population. 

*(10.35.)  Mr.  DUFF  (Banffshire)  :  The 
Amendment  moved  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Halifax  refers  to 
the  provisions  of  both  the  English  and 
Scotch  Local  Government  Bills,  and 
it  is,  therefore,  not  out  of  place  for  a 
Scotch  Member  to  intervene  in  the 
debate.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robertson) 
took  considerable  credit  yesterday  for  the 
success  of  the  Local  Government  Act  in 
Scotland.  1  think,  however,  if  he  had 
watched  the  elections  in  my  part  of  the 
country,  he  would  hardly  have  done  so, 
because  almost  every  candidate,  what- 
ever his  politics,  who  stood  for  the 
County  Councils,  declared  that  he  wished 
to  see  the  Act  very  largely  extended^ 
and  additional  powers  given  to  the 
County   Councils    with   regard    to   the 
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licensing  system  and  the  control  of  the 

police.    I  entirely  agree  with  what  fell 
from   my   hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 

East  Aberdeenshire  (Mr.  Esslemont)with 
regard  to  the  omissions  in  the  Bill  of  last 
year.     There  is   one  point   I   wish  par- 
ticularly  to   allude  to.     No  power   has 
been   given   under  the  Bill  to  harbour 
authorities    in    Scotland.      This    leaves 
many  of   the  fishing  villages  in  country 
districts   in    a   very    unfortunate    posi- 
tion.    Many  small  harbours  have  been 
made    by   poor   men  who   have    raised 
considerable    sums   of   money,    but   are 
unable  to  take   advantage   of  the   pro- 
visions    of    the    Loans    Commissioners 
Act,  and  I  know  cases  where  it  is  im- 
possible   to     carry    out     the    necessary 
extensions   of  the  harbours   because   no 
administration    is    provided    under    the 
Act.     Last  year  I  put  down  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Bill  on  this  subject,  but  as 
there  was  no  provision  ip  the  measure 
dealing  with  it,  my  proposal  was   luled 
out  of  order.     The    Government,   how- 
ever,  admitted  that   it   was    an    extra- 
oidinary   thing   to    leave    the   harbours 
without  any  management  whatever.    In 
many    cases    the    local    authorities    are 
raising  rates  to  pay  for  the  harbours,  but 
in  so  doing  they  are  acting  illegally,  and 
they  have  no  power  to  enforce  such  rates. 
The   right    hon.    Gentleman,    the   Lord 
Advocate,  admitted  this  was  an  anomaly, 
and  that  there  had  been  an  omission  in 
the    Bill.       The    Solicitor    General   for 
Scotland,   writing    to   one    of   my    con- 
stituents, pointed   out  that   an   attempt 
had  been  made  to  deal  with  the  matter, 
but  that  the  Amendment  proposed  had 
been  ruled  out  of  order.     I  would  put  it 
to  the    Government,    however,    whether 
the  fact  that  the  matter  was  not  dealt 
with  is  not  really  owing  to  an  omission 
in  the   Bill?    We   have   in  Scotland   a 
large  fishing  community  having  consider- 
able interests,  but  no  means  of  obtaining 
that  which  is  essential  to  the  success  of 
their  industry.     I  do  not  say  that  the 
Lord  Advocate  made  a  definite  promise 
last  Session,  but  he  held  out  hopes  that 
the  omission  would  be  rectified  this  year. 
The  grievance  is  felt  so  keenly  in  many 
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parts  of  my  own  constituency  that  I  was 
rash  enough  to  say  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  undertake  to  deal  with 
it  I  would  endeavour  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
myself  to  give  these  people  power  to  deal 
with  the  subject.  Under  the  circum- 
stances I  would  appeal  to  the  Govern- 
ment as  to  what  action  they  intend  to 
take  in  the  matter.  The  grievance  is 
felt  not  only  in  my  own  constituency, 
but  along  the  whole  of  the  east  coast  of 
Scotland,  and  I  am  sure  any  measure  of 
the  kind  I  indicate,  so  far  from  meeting 
opposition  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
will  receive  the  general  concurrence  and 
support  of  all  hon.  Members  who  represent 
constituencies  such  as  mine.  I  hope 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
when  he  gets  up  to  reply  will  tell  us 
what  the  Government  intend  to  do  in 
this  matter. 


(10.45.)    Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM 
(Bristol,  E.) :  I  do  not  think  that  people 
ajre  justified  in  moving  Amendments  to  the 
Gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne  unless 
there  is   a  distinct  issue   to  raise,  but  I 
think  that  there   has  been  that  distinct 
issue     raised    to-night,    and     that     the 
Amendment   has  elicited  a  most  impor- 
tant and  practical  debate,  from  which  the 
Government   must  have   derived    much 
benefit.        I   am   strengthened   in   that 
belief  by    the  cordial    speech    we    had 
from  the  Secr<jtary  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  which  gave  me  a  great  deal 
of  encouragement  to  hope  that  tha  Go- 
vernment have  not  lost  sight  of  this  ques- 
tion of  District  Councils.     Having  seen 
the  subject  mentioned  in  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne  last  year,  and  having  lost  sight 
of  it  this  year,  I   confess  I   thought  the 
Government  intended  to  leave  it  out  of 
view ;  but  there  is  every  reason  to  believe 
now  that,  though  the  subject  is  omitted 
from  the   Queen's   Speech,  the   Govern- 
ment have  not  abandoned  their  intention 
to  carry  out  a  measure  setting  up  District 
Councils  throughout  the  country.       The 
County  Councils     Act    will     never    be 
complete  until  we  have  District  Councils 
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as  the  complement  of   it.      At  present 

the  County  CouncilB    ar3  like   a  great 

machine  with  little  work   to   do.       We 

want   to  see    the   control  of   the  police 

brought    within   their   purview,  because 

I  foresee  that  friction  will  arise  with  the 

present   Joint    Committee  arrangement. 

The  care  of  the  poor  should  be  entrusted  to 

the  County  Councils,  also  the  provision  of 
allotments  and  the   questions  of  educa- 
tion, the  housing  of  the  poor,  and  the 
management  of  the  churchyards.     I  was 
glad  to  have  the  admission  of  the  hon. 
Member   for    North   Somerset  that   the 
compulsory  clauses   of    the    Allotments 
Act  have  not  worked  well,  and  because 
they  have  not  worked  well,  we  are  justified, 
I  maintain,  in  regarding  the  measure  as  a 
complete  failure.      No  doubt  many  allot- 
ments have  been  given  by  arrangement, 
but  I  believe  I  am  right  in  saying  that 
not   one   has   been   provided  under   the 
compulsory  clauses  of  the  Act.       There- 
fore, if  compulsion  is  the  essence  of  the 
measure,  I  think  we  may  say  it  has  been 
a  failure.     I  hold  that  another  advantage 
we  sliould  derive  from  a  District  Councils 
Bill  would  be  uniformity  of  voting.     I 
hope  nothing  will  prevent  the  Govern- 
ment from  fulfilling  their  pledges  and 
from    carrying   this   measure    of     local 
government    to  complete  the  scheme  of 
1888. 

(10.50.)    Mr.  JAMP:S  STUART  (Shore- 
ditch,  Hoxton)  :    I   and  my  Colleagues 
connected  with   the   Metropolis  delayed 
speaking  on  this  proposal  until  the   other 
part  of  the  discussion   had   come   to  an 
end,  because  we  thought  it  for  the  con- 
venience  of   the   House   that  the    two 
parts   of   the    Amendment   should,  to  a 
certain    extent,    be    treated   sepai'ately. 
Th3  proposal  as  it  stands  before  us  deals 
not  only  witli  the  constitut'on  of  District 
and  Parochial  Councils  in  Great  Britain, 
but  s  jeaks  tj  carryinof  further  in  London 
and    elsew!ier3    the     orjfanisition    and 
powers     cf     local    government.      Now, 
wlun  the    right    hon.    Gentleman    the 
?r_sldent    of    tie     Local     Government 

'*oard  introduced   his  measure   in    the 
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which  had  been  touched  on  during  the 
First  Reading  of  that  measure  in  a 
remarkably  liberal  spirit,  and  though  the 
Bill  he  produced  was,  to  some  extenb^less 
liberal  than  he  had  foreshadowed  in  that 
speech,  there  has  been  more  or  less  a  draw- 
ing back  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
from  the  attitude  which  he  then  took 
up.  We  had  a  scheme  of  District 
Councils  in  that  speech  and  in  the  Bill, 
and  in  the  following  year,  after  that 
scheme  had  been  withdrawn,  we  had  a 
mention  in  the  Queen's  Speech  that 
such  a  measure  would  be  introduced. 
In  the  present  year  it  has  dropped 
out  of  the  Queen's  Speech.  It 
is  not  only  on  this  general  matter, 
but  on  the  matter  more  particularly  of 
London  that  we  had  hoped  that  some- 
thins:  more  definite  would  have  been 
done  ere  now.  London  has  two  par- 
ticular claims  to  attention ;  in  the  first 
place,  because  it  is  so  far  behind 
the      rest     of      the      country     in     its 

local    organisation     that     it    has    been 
left     out     of     measures    which    have 
been  brought     in  and  carried  throogh 
on  the  understanding  that  it  should   be 
omitted.      London   has   suffered   in   the 
matter  of  local   government  from  both 
sides  of  the  House  since  the  time   when, 
in    1835,    the    Metropolis    was   thrown 
overboard  by  Lord  John  Russell,  in  order 
to  carry  through  the  Municipal   Govern- 
ment Bill    of    that    day;    yet  London, 
although    a    very    large  subject,   ofEers 
peculiar  facilities  for  any  Government  to 
deal  with,  because  it  presents  a  homo- 
geneous problem.     Another  point  is  that 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
the  House  generally,  have  shown   them- 
selves very  willing  to  lend   every  assist- 
ance to  the  present  Government  in  their 
endeavour   to   deal  with   a  scheme  for 
London  government.      I   have   to   com- 
plain that,  excepting  the  President  of  the 
Local  government  Board,  and  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington,    Con- 
servative     Members     generally     have 
scarcely  had  a  gocd  word  to  say  for  the 
County    Council    of    London.     ["  No  1" 
from  tli€  Ministerial    Benches,^     I  am 
glad  to  hear  a  contradiction  from  that 
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quarter.  Thb  Amendmsntuowbefore  the 
House  looks  in  two  directioaa  ;  that  in  to 
sxj,  towards  tlie  compbtion  of 
local  government  ia  the  Metropolis 
and  the  creation  of  District  Councils. 
We  London  Membsrs  have  brought 
in  several  Bills  dealing  with  the 
difficulties  connectid  with  the  govern- 
ment of  Ixindon,  but  we  have  not 
ventnred  to  bring  in  a  Bill  dealing  with 
the  fnnnation  of  District  Councils  in 
London,  partly  because  we  hod  the 
foreshadowed  espactation  that  the 
Pr^ aidant  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  was  to  do  it  himsalf,  and  portly 
becanxi;  we  feel  that  any  measure  of  the 
kind  must  emanats  from  the  Government. 
Ia  respect  to  District  Councils  in  London 
let  me  state  certain  main  lines  upon 
which  I  think  I  may  say  most  of  us  in 
thia  quarter  uf  tlie  House  are  fairly  well 
^reod.  The  number  of  individuals 
composing  District  Councils  ought, 
iu  my  opinion,  to  be  less  than  the 
number,  for  the  moat  part,  of  the 
present  ve.striea.  It  is  ridiculous  to 
go  to  a  poor  quarter  in  London,  where 
there  may  be  120,000  people,  and  ezpsct 
to  g^t  12J  men  who  are  able  and  willing 
to  devote  the  time  that  ought  to  be 
devoted  to  the  goViii'nment  of  the  locality. 
Agdin,  I  am  perfectly  char  that  the 
property  qualification  which  at  present 
fiiists  for  Teatriea  onght  to  be  removed, 
inaamuiih  aa  at  present  a  lodger  in  the 
ea«t  end  of  London,  for  instance,  may 
bo  the  Parliamentary  Kepreaentative  of 
his  district,  and  yet  .cannot  sit  on  the 
local  vestry.  It  is  nons^nsi;  to  say  that 
lodgers  are  uninterested  iu  the  question 
of  rates.  They  are  more  intarestod,  if 
poeaihle,  than  the  occnpiers.  In  the 
next  placs,  the  areas  over  which  the 
District  Councils  in  London  should  have 
jnriadiction  ought  to  be  co-tprminoua 
Willi  the  Parliamentary  divisions.  I  do 
nst  Bay  they  ouj^ht  'to  be  the  same  siza 
■s  Parliamentary  divisions,  but  that 
there  should  be  uo  cutting  in  and  out 
of  the  boundaries.  At  present  there 
are  parishes  each  belonging  to  some 
portion  of  the  system  of  local  gaveronient, 
bat  distributed  amongst  several  Parlia- 
mentary cinstitneutj,  Notonlyis  that  bad 
trom  an  Administrative  pointof  view,  but 
it  18  pirtlcularly  b^d  fi-om  the  point  of 
Tiewttiat  was  touched  upon  by  the  right 
boa.  Oenbieman  the  Member  for  Halifax. 
Ona  of  the  difficulties  aud  dangers  of 


the  Metropohs  is  tliat  while  yon  have 
the  great  collocation  of  5,000,000  of 
people  you  have  not  got  so  many  men 
per  1,000  in  the  Metropolis  as  you  have 
in  a  great  self-governing  town  who  are 
capable  of  taking  the  burden  of  govern- 
ment on  their  shoulders.  Tliere  is  an 
extraordinarily  small  number  of  people 
in  London  who  have  had  any  oppor- 
tunity whatever  of  learning  how  to 
manage  local  affairs.  Hon.  Members 
who  have  had  to  do  with  local  govern- 
ment know  that  when  a  committee  is 
formed  for  a  cliaritablc  or  any  otlrer 
purpose  in  a  self-governing  town  there 
are  found  one  or  two  persons  fairly 
indicated  by  their  position  in  the  town  (o 
take  the  chair  or  to  take  the  lead  in  the 
committee.  We  find  that  when  a  com- 
mittee is  brnugbt  together  iu  London 
for  similar  purposes,  there  is  an  extra- 
ordinary abssnce  of  natural  leaders,  an 
absence  which  largely  arises  not  only 
from  the  want  of  district  government 
but  from  the  non-cot  arm!  nous  character 
of  the  Government  districti  for  difiureot 
purposes.  AnotherpotntI  wish tourgeupon 
the  attention  of  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  ia,  that  the  District 
Councils  ought  to  liave  real  powers  and 
real  responsibilities ;  thcy  ought  to  keep 
in  close  touch  with  the  County  Councils  ; 
but  you  cannot  get  paople  to  take  the 
interest  they  ought  to  take  in  affairs 
unless  they  have  real  powers  and  re- 
sponsibilities. Take  the  question  of 
the  housing  of  the  poor,  and  notice  in. 
how  many  instances  Local  Bodies  have 
grossly  neglected  the  duties  imposed  npon 
them  hy  Act  of  Parliament.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  see  iu  that  matter 
alone  what  a  large  amount  of  jobbery 
exists  in  a  large  number  of  Local  Bodies. 
In  the  case  of  charities,  too,  the  right 
hon.  Geutlemau  will  find  much  need  for 
the  creation  rf  better  bodies,  rendered 
more  efficient  by  the  adoption  of  some 
such  general  principles  as  I  have 
endeavoured  to  indicate.  The  County 
Council  may  be  compared  to  the  top  of 
a  building  with  au  insufficient  structure 
below  to  support  it,  as  long  as  the 
District  Councils  are  not  set  up,  and  you 
will  not  provide  in  London  either  the 
proper  men  togo  to  the  County  Council, 
audyonwill  not  provide  propermen  locally 
to  bo  Parliamentaiy  Representatives  iu 
London,  unless  you  create  true  and  real 
local    life,  wbi^  can  only  be  done  \iy 
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reformed  diatrict  government  in 
London,  I  do  not  npeak  from 
n  Party  point  of  view.  There 
is  nothing  more  adviintageouB  tban  that 
there  shotild  be  a  wide  distribution  of 
political  efficiency,  no  matter  on  which 
side  it  is.  There  are  other  lines  on 
■which  tiie  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
have  proceeded.  There  is  the  Metro- 
politan Asylums  Board  and  the  Poor 
Law  Question.  When  I  introduced  the 
matter  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  said  the  time  was  not 
far  distant  when  the  Metropolitan 
Asylums  Board  would  be  (or  very 
possibly)  absorbed  in  the  County  Conncils. 
I  do  not  know  that  it  ia  altogether  desir- 
able that  it  should  be  absorbed  in  the 
County  Councils.  I  am  cot  at  all  clear 
that  it  is  in  the  end  desirable  there 
should  be  one,  and  only  one,  central 
government  iu  London ;  but  however 
that  may  be,  it  is  quite  clear  the  Metro- 
politaa  Asylums  Board  is  nnn-represen- 
tative,  or  very  nearly  so.  It  is  choke 
full  of  many  of  the  feults  we  found  in 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  and  ita 
BTisteuce  affords  a  great  opportunity  for 
the  exercise  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
skill  in  carrying  farther  the  organisation 
of  the  powers  of  local  government  in 
the  Metropolis.  A  Bill  is  to  be  intro- 
duced  on  his  own  aide  of  the  House  for 
adjusting  School  Board  dues.  That  Bill 
proceeds  on  the  general  lines  I  have 
endeavoured  to  indicate.  At  any  rate, 
it  provides  for  co-terminous  areas  if 
nothing  elae.  Then,  the  consolida- 
tion of  the  Sanitary  Acta  is  a  matter 
which  I  welcome.  But  the  con- 
eolidation  of  tlie  Sanitary  Acts  ia  not 
enough.  We  require  bi  have  more 
power  in  respect  to  the  houses  of  the 
poor  in  this  Metropolis.  1  proceed  now 
to  the  question  of  the  powers  of  the 
London  CouncO.  The  present  Council  ia 
founded  more  or  less  upon  the  lines  of  a 
Council  of  an  ordinary  county.  I  do  not 
say  entirely,  but  the  Government  have 
treated  London  more  as  if  it  were  a 
county  ill  Ihe  ordinary  sense  than  as  if  it 
were  a  great  borough.  London  ia  much 
more  one  whole  county  than  any  coun^ 
one  couid  name.  But  wliat«ver  view  the 
riglit  hon.  Gentleman  may  take  of  that, 
we  want  the  London  Council  to  have 
more  powers.  For  instance,  it  is  very 
necessary  we  should  have  control  o(  the 
police.  The  police  force  of  London  is 
Mr.  James  Stnart 


dearer  per  rateable  value,  per  inhabitant, 
and  per  inhabited  liouse — the  three  prin- 
cipal testa  which  yon  can  apply — than  the 
force  elsewhere.  But  not  only  in  that 
respect  is  the  Metropolitan  force  dearer 
than  any  other.  There  is  a  9d.  rate 
allowed  to  the  Police  Authorities  for 
eipenaea.  I  pointed  out  last  year  that 
that  9d.  rate  was  in  danger  of  being  ex- 
ceeded, and  I  got  but  cold  comfort  when 
I  read  the  reply  of  the  Home  Secretary 
to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Fins 
bury  (Mr.  J.  Rowlands),  "  that  it 
wBB  not  perfectly  clear  that  the 
police  expenses  would  be  kept 
within  the  9d.  rate."  There  ia  a 
great  question  in  London,  and  that 
is,  where  we  are  going  to  got  money  tut 
local  government  proper.  1  hope  to 
have  an  opportunity  shortly  of  showing 
upon  what  the  rates  may  be  properly 
plaoed,  and  more  particularly  the  rates 
for  the  cost  of  permanent  improvements. 
It  is  quite  clear  that  whenever  you  can 
put  into  the  hands  of  towns  the  poaees- 
SLon  of  any  of  the  great  monopolies  whiuh 
involve  no  competition,  yon  may  in  that 
reapect  aid  the  receipta  of  the  town.  I 
believe  there  are  something  like  160 
towiiH  in  England  which  have  the  fsmtrdl 
of  their  own  gas  and  water  aupplies. 
London,  howeTer,  has  no  such  control, 
and  we  think  the  time  has  come 
when  the  Government  ought  to  enable 
the  County  Council  to  take  over  uuder 
proper  conditions,  and  if  they  desire  to 
do  so,  these  supplies.  The  history  of  the 
matter  in  this  IJouae  ia  not  altogether 
creditable  to  the  Government.  When. 
during  the  discussion  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill  of  1888,  we  wished  to  propose, 
not  that  power  should  be  given  to  the 
new  Council  to  take  over  the  water 
supply,  but  that  the  Council  should  be 
able  to  inquire  into  the  water  supply, 
and  to  spend  money  tor  that  purpose,  we 
were  prevented  1^  the  ruling  of  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  from  making 
that  proposal.  The  County  Council  had 
not  the  right  to  spend  a  single  penny  in 
investigating  even  the  possibility  of  an 
improved  water  supply.  Not  only  did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  tlie 
Government  prohibit  this  power  being 
given,  but  a  Bill  was  introduced  laet  year 
that  had  a  very  peculiar  history.  The 
Bill  was  the  County  Council  Borrowing 
Bill,  and  in  it  was  a  clause  giving  to  the 
Council  power  to  expend  money  on  the 
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investigation  of  the  water  supply.  That 
Bill  was  withdrawn  by  the  Government 
and  re-introduced  under  circumstances 
in  which  we  had  practically  no  oppor- 
tunity whatever  of  criticising  its  pro- 
visions. The  Government  have,  there- 
fore, stood  in  the  way  of  the  County 
Council  doing  anything  they  could  to 
investigate  the  condition  of  the  supply  of 
water  to  the  Metropolis.  The  funds  which 
might  come  into  the  hands  of  the  County 
Council  from  the  possession  of  such 
monopolies  are  great.  If  we  follow  the 
analogy  of  other  towns  we  have  reason  to 
expect  the  proceeds  would  very  con- 
siderably relieve  the  rates,  and  in  that 
respect,  therefore,  we  feel  we  have 
a  right  to  claim  some  further  con- 
cession of  powers  to  the  County  Council. 
I  am  astonished  that  the  Government 
have  not  been  goaded  on  to  do  something 
on  these  points  by  the  47  Tory  Members 
who  sit  for  London.  We  Liberal  Mem- 
bers are  left  like  voices  crying  in  the 
wilderness,  endeavouring  to  urge  on  a 
Minister  who,  I  believe  myself,  is  very 
willing,  but  who  would  move  along  much 
more  efficaciously  if  a  single  Tory  Mem- 
ber would  raise  his  hands  and  give  him 
a  push.  But  there  is  scarcely  an  occa- 
sion when  the  Tory  Members  for  London 
have  anything  but  a  hard  word  to  say 
for  the  London  County  Council,  which  I 
firmly  believe  is  setting  itself  to  do  the 
best  it  can  with  the  powers  in  its  hands 
for  the  benefit  of  the  London  people. 
London  is  a  town  with  common  interests, 
but  at  present  it  is  still  a  vast  congeries 
of  persons  without  cohesion,  the  natural 
prey  to  jobbary,  and  the  happy  hunting- 
ground  for  personal  ambition.  If,  on  the 
other  hand,  we  can  only  complete  the 
central  government  of  London  on  some- 
thing like  the  lines  I  have  endeavoured 
to  lay  down,  we  have  the  potentiality,  I 
believe,  of  one  of  the  finest  examples  of 
Corporate  life  which  this  country  or  any 
country  can  produce. 

(11.23.)  Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Beth- 
nal  Green,  S.W.)  :  Country  Members  are 
in  some  respects  in  a  more  advantageous 
position  in  dealingwith  this  question  than 
the  Representatives  of  London,  because 
the  Local  Government  Bill  of  1888, 
as  originally  introduced,  dealt  with  District 
Councils.  The  country  Members  know 
what  ihe  proposals  of  the  Government  are 
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in  that  respect,  and  are  able  to  criticise 
them,  whereas  we  London  Members  are 
almost  entirely  in  the  dark  as  to  the  lines 
on  which  the  Government  propose  toestab' 
lish  analogous  institutions  in  the  Metro- 
polis. Indeed,  the  position  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Boar4  is  somewhat  peculiar. 
In  past  years  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  stood  forward  as  the  pronounced 
advocate  of  the  vestries;  andin  1884,  when 
the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Harcourt) 
was  before  this  House,  the  present  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  Ritchie)  told  us  that,  by  means  of 
the  vestries,  London  had  been  converted 
from  a  badly-lighted  and  badly-drained 
city  into  the  healthiest  city  in  the  world. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  believe,  * 
relied  for  that  statement  upon  the  death- 
rate  in  the  Metropolis.  But  I  should 
like  to  point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  general  death-rate  of  the 
Metropolis  is  a  most  fallible  criterion  of 
the  health  of  the  Metropolis,  owing  to  the 
particular  circumstances  of  the  Metro 
polis.  On  the  other  hand,  the  infantile 
mortality  is  the  true  test  of  the  health  of 
any  society;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  compare  the  infantile  mortality 
in  London  with  that  in  other  towns,  he 
will  find  that  the  results  are  results 
which  I  think  may  very  well  appal  those 
who  are  interested  in  this  great  city. 
I  was  much  interested  recently  in 
reading  a  paper  based  on  the  observa- 
tions of  a  distinguished  medical 
man  who  lays  down  a  proposition  which 

may  seem  to  be  extravagant,  but  for 
which  he  gives  a  considerable  basis  of 
fact,  namely,  that  the  English  race 
can  no  more  perpetuate  itself  in  London 
than  in  Calcutta,  and  that  if  it  were  not 
for  the  constant  introduction  into  the 
Metropolis  of  new  blood  from  Westmore- 
land dales  and  Yorkshire  wolds  the 
population  of  London  would  die  out 
altogether.  The  last  speaker  referred  to 
the  public  spirit  and  the  hearty  coopera- 
tion shown  by  all  classes  in  working  the 
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machinery  of  the  County  Councils  in  the 
country.  That  is  not  altogether  so  in 
London.  There  is  a  considerable  degree 
of  loyalty  and  co-operation  in  working  the 
great  Metropolitan  County  Council,  but 
to  this  general  co-operation  and  loyalty 
there  is  a  most  remarkable  exception. 
The  Conservative  Membsrs  for  London 
never  miss  an  opportunity  of  reviling 
the  County  Council.  •Possibly  they  may 
have  entertained  the  idea  that  they  would 
be  able  to  work  the  machine  they  had 
created — if  this  has  been  their  idea  it 
has  been,  I  confess,  most  lamentably  dis- 
appointed— or  it  may  have  been  that  the 
result  of  thos3  contests  we  had  in  the 
early  part  of  last  year  is  regarded  by 
them  as  a  kind  of  writing  on  the  wall 
which  presages  their  own  doom  at  the 
next  election.  As  recently  as  Friday 
last  so  distinguished  a  Member  of  this 
House  as  the  Solicitor  General  said 
that  the  London  County  Council  appeared 
to  have  been  brought  into  existence  for  the 
purpose  of  showing  how  foolish  a  public 
body  might  be.  I  would  respectfully 
ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
whether  it  is  quite  consonant  with  either 
his  personal  or  his  official  position  to  join 
with  the  Conservative  small  fry  in  this 
spiteful  denunciation  of  a  great  popular 
representative  body.  There  is  one 
respect  in  which  local  control  in  London 
has  baen  left  deficient.  1  refer  to  the 
absence  of  control  of  the  police.  I  would 
press  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
urgency  of  this  question.  I  have  never 
joiaed  in  any  general  attack  on  the  rank 
and  file  of  the  Metropolitan  Police. 
Properly  directed,  I  believe  the 
Metropolitan  Police  are  as  fine,  and,  I 
will  add,  as  honest  a  body  of  men  as  any 
in  the  country.  But  it  is  undoubtedly 
true  that  the  administration  of  Sir 
Charles  Warren  demoralissd  the  Metro- 
politan Police  in  their  relations  with  the 
public  to  an  extent  which,  I  am  afraid, 
many  years  of  the  present  official  rSyime 
will  not  suffice  to  blot  out.  But 
my  immediate  point  is  this:  Every 
one  must  have  seen  with  pain  recently 
in  the  newspapers  on  many  occasions 
the  evidence  of  police  constables  treated 
as  untrustworthy,  and  on  many  occasions 
they  have  incurred  the  express  censure 
of  metropolitan  magistrates.  One  case 
I  may  refer  to  as  an  example,  a  cas3  in 
which  four  men  had  been,  as  it  turned 
out,  unjustly  convicted  at  the  Middlesex 
Mr.  FickersgiU 


Sessions,  and  when  a  person  who  h  A 
been  concerned  in  the  matter  was  tri 
for  purjury    at    the   Central    Crimin 
Court  a  fortnight  ago  both  the  learn 
counssl   who     represented    the    Pub 
Pros  3CU tor  and  the  B/Ccorder  of  London 
condemned  the  conduct  of  the  police  in 
the   strongest    possible    terms.      I    am 
aware  that  such  scandals  may  equally 
occnr   in   boroughs    having    their    own 
police  control ;  but  there  is  this  distinc- 
tion,   that    immediately    a    Committee 
would  go  to  the  root  of  the  matter,  and 
the  ratepayers  would  have  the  satisfac- 
tion of   knowing  that  the   inquiry  was 
being  conducted  by  their  own  Representa- 
tives elected  for  this  among  other  mani- 
cipal  duties.     I  think,  therefore,  that  the 
position  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  is  a 
matter   that   demands,  and  urgently  de- 
mands, the  transfer  of  the  control  to  a 
representative  body.     One  other  matter 
I   desire   to   refer   to.     We   have   been 
promised  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne 
a  Bill  relating  to  sanitary  matters  in  the 
Metropolis.     That  is  so  far  good,  but  the 
Government   seem   to   have   overlooked 
the    machinery    by    which    the  sanitary 
laws  are  to  be  put  into  operation.     There 
are    two    Sanitary  Authorities    in    the  • 
Metropolis — the  Metropolitan    Asylums 
Board  and  the  vestries.  But  three-fourths 
of   the    members    of    the    Metropolitan 
Asylums  Board  are  not  directly  elected, 
and  the  remaining  fourth  is  not  elected 
at   all ;    and    nearly  every    Member    of 
the  House  will  agree  that   the  London 
vestries  have  grossly  failed  in   the    ad- 
ministration of  the  sanitary  laws.     The 
Government    may  have    on    paper    the 
completest  system  in  the  world,  but   it 
will   be    practically  a  dead   letter  until 
the    machinery   of   local   government  is 
amended.      I  hope   the   representations 
made  to-night  will  induce  the   Govern- 
ment to  produce  their  Bill  for  extending 
local  government  in  the  Metropolis,  and 
give  the  House  an  opportunity  of  criti- 
cising it  during  the  present  Session. 

(11.35.)  Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Fins- 
bury,  E.)  :  I  think  the  importance  of 
the  London  interests  involved  in  this 
question  justifies  the  speeches  made 
from  this  side  of  the  House,  and  1  can 
only  express  regret  that  our  Colleagues 
on  the  other  side  do  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  back  us  up  in  the  endeavour  to  get 
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the  system  of  local  government  in  the 
Metropolis  completed.  Those  of  ns  who 
take  an  interest  in  the  local  govern- 
ment of  London  are  fully  aware  of  its 
present  chaotic  state.  London  ha^ 
suffered  as  no  other  part  of  the  kingdom 
has  suffered.  For  over  50  years  it  has 
been  debarred  from  that  amount  of 
municipal  life  which  is  given  to  a  great 
many  towns  under  the  Municipal  Cor- 
porations Act.  True,  the  Government 
have  given  us  an  instalment  of  municipal 
life  by  the  London  clauses  of  the  Local 
Government  Bill,  but  we  have  not  yet 
got  anything  like  the  same  power  in 
London  to  control  local  affairs  that  is 
enjoyed  by  any  of  the  large  municipali- 
ties throughout  the  country.  We  were 
thrown  over  by  the  Government  in  1835 
and  allowed  to  get  into  the  most  terrible 
state  of  misgovemment  a  large  town 
could  be  in.  It  was  necessary  for 
Government  to  do  something  in  1855, 
and  their  action  brought  into  existence 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  whose 
existence,  many  of  us  are  pleasad  to  say, 
has  ceased,  its  place  long  occupied  by  the 
London  County  Council.  We  also  had 
the  London  vestries  brought  into  exist- 
ence. At  the  present  time  there  are  38 
minor  authorities,  either  vestries  or 
District  Boards,  carrying  on  the  local 
government  of  London,  with  authority 
over  areas  of  very  disproportionate 
dimensions,  and  with  varying  qualifica- 
tions for  members  of  each  vestry.  In 
one  of  two  adjacent  parishes,  for  instance, 
the  qualification  is  £40,  while  in  the 
other  it  is  £25.  This  is  a  very  high 
qualification,  compared  with  the  qualifi- 
cations for  members  of  Boards  of 
Guardians;  while  the  latter  have 
for  larger  spending  powers,  yet  the 
qualification  is  only  £30.  If  there 
is  any  justification  for  the  pro- 
perty qualification,  assuredly  that  quali- 
fication should  be  higher  for  the 
Board  of  Guardians  than  the  vestry. 
But  we  know  when  the  Government  do 
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bring  in  their  Bill  dealing  with  District 

Councils,     they    will    follow    the    plan 

adopted    in   their   larger  measure,    and' 

property  qualification   will    "go  by   the 

board."      I   feel   so    confident  that   the 

right  hon.  Gentleman  will   do   this   that 

for  the   last    three   .years    I    hav3   not 

troubled  the  House  with  a  little  Bill   of 

my  own  to  abolish  vestry  qualificat'ors. 

These  vestries  are  not  the  bodies  to  carry 

on  the  local  government  of  London.     I 

might  go  to  some  extent  into  the  ques  :cn 

of  expenditure  ;   but  I  will  only  mjnt'on 

an     instance     where    a     large     V3stry, 

covering  a  large   area,   has  adjoining  it 

three   smaller   vestries,   and  these   last, 

though  combined  they  do  not  equal  the 

area    of   the    larger    vestry,    yet    have 

each  a    similar    staff    of    officials.     We 

want  a  consolidation  of  the  smaller  areas, 

and  I  would  recommend  the   right  hon. 

Gentleman  also  to  turn   his  attention  to 

the  extra-Parochial  Boaids  which  have  a 

jurisdiction    of    their    own.     All   these 

should  be  included  in  larger  areas  under 

the    control     of    District    Councils.      I 

rather  differ  from  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 

Stuart),  and  I  think   it  will   be   much 

better  for  us  to  make  the  County  Council 

strong  enough  to  act  as  the  Central 
Authority,  with  delegation  of  authority 
to  the  District  Councils.  That  view  I 
judge  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Kitchie)  to  hold  from  the  language  he 
used  in  the  discussion  on  the  Local 
Government  Bill.  There  should  be  the 
same  facilities  in  regard  to  membership 
of  the  new  bodies  as  now  exist  with 
respect  to  the  County  Councils,  and 
the  franchise  should  be  extei^ded  to 
lodgers.  These  last  are  an  important 
section  of  the  community,  and  often  pay 
high  rents,  and,  indirectly,  rates,  but  they 
are  excluded  from  the  rights  of  citizenship 
simply  because  they  happen  to  live  in  a 
part  of  a  house  where  the  landlord  also 
lives.  The  rooms  in  model  dwellings 
erected  for  artisans  have  separate 
assessments,  and  the  head  of  each  family 
is  considered  a  householder,  with  a  vote 
for  the  County  Council,  the  School  Board, 
and  the  Board  of  Guardians.  Then  there 
is   the   great   question   of  marlo^iB  and 
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market  rights.  Thk  should  be  settled 
once  for  all,  and  the  authority  vested  in 
the  County  Council.  Is  it  just  that  power 
in  a  matter  of  this  kind  should  remain 
with  a  small  body  whose  jurisdiction  ex- 
tends over  a  small  area  of  a  mile  on  the 
banks  of  the  Thames  with  a  non- 
residential population  ?  When  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
brought  in  his  Bill  in  1884  he  dealt 
gently  with  the  Ciiy  and  gave  the  City 
enormous  powers.  The  City  successfully 
opposed  that  Bill,  and  I  think  some  of 
the  friends  of  the  City  must  regret  that 
action  now,  for  certainly  the  present 
Government  does  not  show  a  disposition 
to  place  the  City  in  that  unique  position 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  would  have  accorded  it.  I,  as 
a  cockney,  am  proud  of  the  historic 
traditions  of  the  City,  and  I  do  not  forget 
how,  in  the  dark  periods  of  our  history,  it 
has  been  within  the  City  thab  our  liberties 
have  found  protection,  but  the  City  puts 
jtself  out  of  Court  when  it  claims  to  have 
its  little  area  severed  from  the  rest  of 
London.  I  join  heartily  in  the  protest 
against  the  position  we  were  placed  in  last 
year  when  Clause  8  was  withdrawn  from 
the  London  County  Council  Money  Bill.  I 
hope  that  this  year  the  Government  will 
include  this  clause,  giving  the  Council 
power  to  inquire  into  the  water  supply 
of  the  Metropolis.  What  an  undignified 
position  that  the  London  Council  should 
have  to  come  to  the  House  and  ask  to  be 
allowed  to  spend  as  the  representatives 
of  5,000,000  of  people  £5,000  in  the  year 
to  see  what  the  London  ratepayers  are 
paying  for  one  of  the  first  necessities 
of  life  !  In  this  matter  London  stands 
apart  from  other  municipalities  in  the 
country,  which  have  power  to  come  to  Par- 
liament to  promote  or  oppose  Bills.  One 
other  question  there  is  I  desire  to  men- 
tion ;  and  that  is,  the  control  of  hackney 
carriages  and  their  duty.  I  do  not  mean 
the  Excise  Duty,  but  the  duty  levied 
under  the  powers  of  the  Metropolitan 
Carriage  Act,  under  which  the  control  of 
hackney  carriages  is  fixed.  We  have  a 
poor  struggling  man  in  London  com- 
pelled to  pay  £2,  where  in  other  towns 
5s.  is  sufficient.  1  do  not  think  you 
ought  to  make  a  source  of  revenue  from 
these  men  to  meet  some  extrava- 
gances in  the  administration  at  Scotland 
Yard. 

Mr, «/.  Bowlands 


It  being  midnight,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  to-morrow. 


COMPANIES  (MEMORANDUM  OF  ASSO- 
CIATION)  BILL  (No.  114.) 

SECOND    BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  Second  Beading 
read. 

♦The  PRESIDENT  op  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  This  Bill,  which  contains 
only  one  clause,  has  been  prepared  in 
accordance  with  the  unanimous  recom- 
mendation of  a  Committee  which  sat  last 
year,  under  the  presidency  of  Lord 
Herschell,  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Stockton  being  also  a  Member 
of  the  Committee.  The  object  of  the 
measure  is  to  enable  companies,  with  the 
leave  of  the  High  Court,  to  alter  their 
Memoranda  of  Association.  I  hope  the 
House  will  allow  the  Second  Reading 
to  be  taken  now,  as  the  Bill  simply 
carries  out  the  recommendation  of  the 
Committee. 

Dr.  TANNER  :  I  object. 

Second     Reading    deferred     till    To- 
morrow. 

MO  T 10  N. 


THEATRES   (lONDON)    (NO.  2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Bill  to 
amend  and  extend  the  Law  relating  to  Theatres, 
Music  Halls,  and  Places  of  Public  Entertain- 
ment or  Resort  in  the  administratiTe  countv  of 
London ;  and  for  other  purposes,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Earl  Comp- 
ton,  Mr.  Boulnois,  Mr.  Lawson,  and  Captain 
Verne  V. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  159.]  . 

House  adjourned  at  fire  minatas 
after  Twelve  o'dook. 
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HOUSE      OF      LORDS, 
Friday y  21s<  February,  1890. 


ARCHDEACONRY  OF  CORNWALL  BILL. 

Read  2*  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House. 

INDIAN  COUNCILS  BILL. 

QUESTION. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  My  Lords, 
in  view  of  the  notice  of  Motion  of  the 
noble  Viscount  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  I  desire  to  ask  him  whether 
he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  this  House 
any  of  the  communications  which  have 
been  received  from  the  present  or  late 
Viceroy  in  relation  to  proposals  for 
altering  the  constitution  of  the  Councils 
in  India? 

♦The  secretary  op  STATE  fob 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cross)  :  My  Lords, 
in  reference  to  the  Bill  which  I  hope  to 
introduce  to  your  Lordships  to-night, 
which  is  practically  upon  a  very  unim- 
portant matter,  I  do  not  know  that 
there  is  any  communication  that  can  be 
laid  before  Parliament,  which  can  assist 
your  Lordships  in  any  way.  With 
regard  to  any  other  matters,  in  regard  to 
the  communications  which  have  passed, 
they  seem  to  me  to  be  of  a  confidential 
character  and  that  they  ought  not  to  be 
laid  at  the  present  time  before  Parlia- 
ment. 

IRISH  LAND  TITLES. 

QUESTION — OBSERVATIONS. 

♦The  Earl  of  BELMORE  :  In  rising 
to  call  attention  to  the  subject  of 
record  of  title  of  land  in  Ireland ; 
and  to  ask  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  whether — 
(1.)  It  is  intended  to  re-introduce  the 
Bills  for  the  local  registration  of  title  and 
the  registration  of  assurances  in  Ireland, 
which  were  laid  before  Parliament  by 
the  Gt>vernment  last  Session.  (2.) 
Whether,  if  the  Bills  are  re-introduced, 
the  Government  will  consent  so  fcir  to 
extend  the  former  measure  as  to  include 
within  its  provisions  titles  to  the  estates 
of  vendors  which  have  been  made  in  the 
Courts  of  the  Land  Commission  since 
1881.  (3.)  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government     will     give     facilities    for 

VOL.   CCCXLL    [third  series.]      • 


passing  a  measure  for  the  better  making 
of  title  to  land  in  Ireland.  (4.)  Whether 
the  Government  is  prepared  to  press  on 
the  completion  of  the  2 5 -inch  ordinance 
survey  of  Ireland,  said :  My  Lords, 
before  I  draw  your  attention  to  the 
subject  of  record  of  title  in  Ireland,  I 
wish,  in  the  first  place,  to  say  a  very  f  qw 
words  as  to  the  reason  why,  I,  a  person 
who  has  not  had  the  advaDtage  of  a  legal 
training,  have  undertaken  to  deal  with 
a  rather  complicated  and  difficult  legal 
subject:  Possibly  some  of  your  Lord- 
ships may  be  aware  that '  about  three 
years  ago  an  association  of  persons  con- 
nected with  the  ownership  of  land,  and 
which  is  called  the  Landlords' Convention, 
was  formed  in  Ireland  to  watch  and  to  deal 
with  the  numerous  questions  which  affect 
Irish  land.  That  Convention  consists  of 
representatives  from  all  the  different  coun- 
ties of  Ireland,  and  it  has  an  executive  com- 
mittee, which  is  partly  elective  and  partly 
co-optive.  Upon  ourExecutive  Committee 
we  have  not  the  good  fortune  to  have  any 
noble  Lord  who  is  learned  in  the  law,  or 
who,  as  far  as  I  know,  has  had  any  legal 
training  ;  and,  therefore,  the  committee 
have  been,  perforce,  obliged  to  entrust  to 
a  person  who  is  not  learned  in  the  law 
the  task  of  bringing  before  youi*  Lordships 
this  important  subject  at  this  early  period 
of  the  Session.  My  Lords,  there  are  two 
systems  established  by  law  in  Ireland 
dealing  with  record  of  title  or  registration 
of  title.  The  first  is  the  old  system, 
which  is  known  b&  the  system  of  registry 
of  deeds.  That  system  was  instituted  as 
far  back  as  the  reign  of  Queen  Anne,  in 
the  year  1 708,  and  by  it  every  deed  con- 
nected with  land  (with  the  exception 
of  some  deeds  of  a  minor  character,  such 
as  leases  for  terms  of  years  and  other 
things  which  I  do  not  think  arise  now) 
take  priority  not  according  to  the  date  of 
execution,  but  according  to  the  date  of 
registration,  and  consequently  a  system  of 
registration*^is,  in  point  of  fact,  although 
not  in  point  of  law,  compulsory  as  regards 
all  deeds  of  that  sort;  and  even  a 
will  dealing  with  land  may,  if  the  owner 
of  the  land  likes,  be  registered.  This 
system  necessitates,  when  you  want  to 
make  title  to  land,  a  series  of  very  trouble- 
some and  expensive  searches  in  the 
Registry  Office.  For  instance,  by  way  of 
illustration  :  Supposing  an  estate  passes 
to  me  under  a  marriage  settlement,  and 
I  want  to  sell  that  estate,    first   of  all  a 
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search      most     be       made       by      the 
purchassr  in   reference   to  the  original 
deed   of   settlement  at  all   events,   and 
possibly  he  may  have  to  go  further  back. 
Then  he  must   S3arch  for  all   dealings 
with   the    land    by  way   of   mortgages, 
charges  or  anything  of  that  sort  down  to 
the  present  time.     So  that  to  make   a 
title  upon  sale  even  of  an  acre  of  land 
in  Ireland  you  may  at  the  present  time 
have  to   search   for  perhaps    15   or   20 
deeds,  or   even  more.     I   need   not   go 
more  particularly  into  the  registration  of 
deeds  at  the  present  moment,  but  I  will 
pass  to  what  I  may  call  the  more  modern 
system   which   was  established   in   con- 
nection     with     the      Landed      Estates 
Court   about   25   years  ago.      In    1865 
an  Act   was   passed  called  the   Record 
of   Title   Act,   and   under   that    Act    it 
was  open  to  any  persoti  who   obtained 
a  conveyance  from  the  Landed  Estates 
Court,  and  which,  of  course,  gave  him  an 
indefeasible  title  to  the  land,  to  record 
that  title  in  an  office  which  was  opened  in 
connection  with  the  Court.     This  record 
was  entered  in  a  book  they  called  a  "  Folio,*' 
and  a  space  was  left  for  entering  below  or 
alongside  of  it  all  subsequent  dealings 
with  the  recorded  land.     A  "  Declaration 
of  title  "  might  be  obtained  by  any  person 
who  chose  to  bring  in  his  title  and  get 
it  approved  by  the  Court,  and  then  that 
Declaration  of  title  might  be  entered  in 
thd  Record  of  Title  Office,  and  would  of 
course  be  treated  in  the  same  way  as. 
Landed  Estate  Court  titles.     This  pro- 
ceeding was  quite  optional  on  the  part 
of  owners  of  land,  whether  they  were 
purchasers  or   otherwise.     A   provision 
was  made  for  recording  titles  in  that 
way  according  to  law.  But,  unfortunately, 
this  system  of  r#gistration  of  title  has 
been  very  little  made  use  of,  and  1  will 
tell  your  Lordships  the  reason  why.  The 
first  thing  we  are   always  told  is   that 
solicitors  did  not  like  it,  and  I  suppose 
they  did  not ;  but  the  solicitors  no  doubt 
had  their  reasons,  and  one  of  the  reasons, 
I  am  told,  was  the  absence  of  an  Insurance 
fund  against  fraud,  such  as  is  provided  for 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  the  Land  Transfer 
Bill,  and  they  thought  their  clients  would 
notbe  safe  in  using  this  record  in  the  Landed 
Estates  Court.     Another  reason  was  that 
persons  who  were  not  purchasers  would 
be  very  slow  in  going  to  the  trouble  and 
heavy  expense  involved  in  getting  a  title 
put  upon  this  record  ;  and  a  third  reason 
7%«  Earl  of  Belmore 


may  have  been  the  very  heavy  scale  of  fees 
charged  for  recording  titles  under  the  Act. 
Under  that  scale  of  fees,  which  were  ad 
valorem,  in  the  case  of  a  person  whose 
estate   would   be   worth,   say  £200,000, 
which  would  represent  an  income  of,  per- 
haps, £9,000  or  £10,000  a  year,  a  Stamp 
Duly  of  £300,  if  not  more,  would  have 
to  be  paid.     Whatever  the  reason  is,  this 
Court  has  been  made  very  little  use  of. 
At  the  end  of  last  Session  the  Gk)vern- 
ment  laid   before   the    other  House   of 
Parliament  two  Bills.     One   of  them  I 
need  not  touch  upon  at  all,  as  I  have 
nothing  to  do  with  it  at  this  moment ; 
but  the  other  I  will  refer  to  in  connection 
with  tliis  matter.     It  was  entitled  the 
Local  Registration  of  Title  (Ireland)  Bill. 
This   Bill  was,  I   suppose,   merely   laid 
upon  the  Tabic  in  the  other  House  for 
the  purpose  of  showing  what  they  pro- 
pose to  do  this  year,  and,  as  your  Lord- 
ships are  aware,  one  of  the  questions  which 
Idesire  toask  of  my  noble  Friend  is  whether 
the  Government  intend  to   re-introduoe 
that  Bill  this  Session.     Reverting  for  a 
moment    to    the   Record  of    Title   Act, 
1865,  besides   those    provisions  which  I 
have  already  mentioned,  there  was  to  be 
an  index ;  there  were  to  be  provisions  for 
giving  land  certificates  and  certificates  of 
charge,  also   provisions  for   the  transfer 
and  transmissionof  recorded  estates  under 
settlement,  for  recording  judgments  on 
estates    and   otlier   necessary   provisions 
for  dealing  with  recorded  land.     Lastly, 
there    was  a   schedule    iii    which   were 
given  forms  of  transfer,  forms  of  charge, 
forms  of  transfer  of  charge,  and  forms  of 
powers  of  attorney  in  reference  to  trans- 
fers of  charge.       That    Act   which   has 
unfortunately  not  been  very  much  made 
use  of  for  the  reasons  I  have  gfiven,  was  a 
very  good  Act  indeed,  and  if  it  could  be 
amended,  or  if  this  Bill,  which  is  probably 
to  be  undertaken,  can  improve  the  state 
of  things   which  that  Bill  established,  I 
think  it  would  be  of  very  great   benefit 
to  the  owners  of  land  in  Ireland.     Now, 
my  Lords,  the  Bill  that  I  am  asking  about 
was  intended,  according  to  the  Memoran- 
dum affixed  to  it,  to  simplify  the  means 
of  registration.     I   have  not  gf)t  the  Bill 
here,    so  that  I  cannot  refer  to  it  more 
particularly  ;    but    it     was     called    the 
Local  Registration  of   Tithes  Bill,  and  it 
was  intended  to   provide   a  simple,   in- 
expensive, and  easily  accessible  means  of 
registration  for  all  occupiers  of  land  who. 
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under  the  Ashbourne  Acts,  were  to  be 
brought  under  its  provisions  with  regard 
to  the  registration  of  deeds.  One  of  the 
main  objects  was  to  deal  with  those 
tenant-purchasers  who  are  now  purchasing 
their  farms  or  who  have  agreed  to  do  so, 
I  believe,  in  about  12,000  instances.  The 
Memorondum  pointed  out  that  unless 
something  of  this  sort  were  done,  great 
confusion  must  inevitably  arise.  The 
old  expensive  sort  of  conveyance 
which  they  now  get  would  oblige 
ihem  to  register,  and  the  old  system 
of  registration  of  deeds  which  I  have 
described  would  be  quite  unsuitable 
and  a  great  deal  too  expensive  for  the 
purpose.  It  was,  therefore,  necessary 
that  a  simpler  and  better  form  should  be 
adopted.  Then,  my  Lords,  the  second 
object  of  this  Bill  is  stated  to  be  to 
substitute  for  the  Record  of  Title  Act, 
1865,  an  improved  system  of  registration 
for  thos3  who  may  prefer  registration  of 
title  to  the  registration  of  assurances, 
which  means,  in  point  of  fact,  the  old 
form  of  registration  of  deeds.  As  far  as 
I  can  understand  this  Bill,  it  is  intended 
to  merge  the  Record  of  Title  Office  in  the 
Registry  of  Deeds.  I  am  now  upon 
rather  difficult  ground,  because  I  con- 
fess, when  1  come  to  look  at  the  Bill,  I  find 
a  good  deal  of  difficulty  in  understanding 
it.  I  think  it  is  rather  an  obscure  Bill, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  is  very  well 
arranged.  At  the  same  time,  it  may 
have  been  intended  to  merely  transfer 
the  record  of  title  with  all  its  advantages 
into  the  new  system  of  registration  of 
deeds,  to  allow  of  declarations  of  title 
being  given  by  the  Landed  Estates  Court, 
or  by  some  other  Court  which  possibly 
might  be  substituted  for  it,  and  to  per- 
mit of  the  Record  of  Title  being  carried 
out  under  a  new  name.  However,  my 
Lords,  I  think  that  is  not  very  clear  from 
the  Bill  itself.  As  ons  reads  the  clauses 
of  the  Bill  they  seem  to  me  to  deal  almost 
exclusively  with  the  tenant-purchasers 
under  the  Ashbourne  Act.  However,  I 
may  ba  wrong  in  what  I  have  said  with 
regard  to  it.  It  is  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  information  with  regard  to  it 
that  I  have  put  my  question,  and  I  hope 
I  shall  get  a  satisfactory  answer 
from  my  noble  Friend.  This  Bill 
for  registration  of  title  is  intended 
to  apply*  not  only  in  Dublin, 
but  it  is  also  intended  to  have  a  local 
application.     It  is  already  provided   by 


the  Land  Purchase  Act  that  when  a 
tenant  purchases  his  farm,  the  Land 
Purchase  Commissioners  are  to  draw  up  a 
certificate  of  title  and  to  transmit  it  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  for  the  county  in 
which  the  farm  is  situated.  But  there  is 
no  machinery  for  carrying  the  matter 
further.  This  Bill  provides  for  a  head 
office  in  Dublin,  and  that  a  branch  office 
shall  be  opened  in  every  county  town, 
and  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  is  to  act  in 
the  capacity  of  Sub-Registrar  in  connec- 
tion with  the  head  office  in  Dublin.  What 
I  am  anxious  for  is  that,  as  far  as  may  be 
possible,  those  persons  who  have  sold  land 
to  the  tenants  through  the  Land  Com- 
mission Court,  should  be  in  a  position  to 
also  go  on  with  their  estates  with  a  clear 
root  of  title  and  be  brought  under  the  same 
provisions.  I  would  even  go  so  far  as  to 
say  it  would  be  no  hardship  upon  them, 
because  they  would  have  already  gone  to 
the  expense  of  making  a  title  ;  and  if  the 
Government  would  only  consent  to 
moderate  the  scale  of  fees,  which  I  think 
from  what  I  see  of  the  Bill  they  really 
intend  to  do,  I  do  not  think  that  any 
hardship  could  ensu3  to  any  one,  and  I 
think  great  advantage  would  accrue  to 
owners  of  landed  property  in  Ireland. 
With  regard  to  the  Guarantee  Fund,  a 
new  Court  is  proposed  to  be  established, 
as  proposed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  in 
his  Land  Transfer  Bill,  which  is  a  very 
great  improvement.  It  is  also  provided 
that  the  ad  valorem  fees  shall  not  be 
higher  than  is  necessary  for  the  purpose 
of  providing  for  the  expenses  of  the 
Court.  That,  I  think,  is  fair  enough, 
but  I  wish  the  Government  could  see 
their  way  to  abolishing  the  ad  valorem  fees 
and  fixing  the  scale  at  a  more  reasonable 
rate.  I  quite  agree  that  an  estate  of  £1,000 
a  year  should  pay  less  than  one  of  £2,000, 
but  I  think  that  in  the  case  of  really  large 
estates  the  ad  valorem,  fees  are  quite 
out  of  proportion  to  the  necessities  of 
the  case,  and  that  a  sum,  of  say  £50,  or 
£100,  might  be  fixed  as  a  maximum. 
That,  I  believe,  would  encourage  and 
assist  the  new  work  very  much.  My 
Lords,  I  have  now  dealt  with  the  first 
two  questions  which  I  have  to  put  to  my 
noble  Friend.  The  first  is  whether  the 
Bills  are  to  be  re-introduced,  and  the 
second  is  whether,  if  the  Bills  are  to  be 
re-introduced,  Government  will  consent 
to  so  extend  the  provisions  of  the  measure 
as  to  include  the  estates  of  vendors  who 
2  K  2 
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have  been  through  the  Courts  of  the  Land 
Commission  since  1881.  And  now  I  come 
to  the  third  question,  which  is  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  give  faci- 
lities for  passing  a  measure  for  the  better 
making  of  title  to  land  in  Ireland.  The 
last  Return  I  can  find  which  shows  the 
number  of  estates  in  Ireland  under  the 
old  System,  and  the  number  of  occu- 
piers, is  20  or  21  years  old ;  but  I 
think  it  may  be  taken  that,  except  for  the 
sales  under  the  Land  Act  of  1881,  and 
under  the  Ashbourne  Act,  that  number 
has  not  been  much  altered.  The  number 
of  landlords  was  returned  at  that  time  as 
under  20,000,  the  number  of  occupiers 
was  returned  at  660,000  in  round 
numbers.  We  know  now  that  the 
number  of  owners  under  the  recent 
legislation  has  increased  by  about  12,000, 
and  it  is  increasing  every  day.  It  seems 
to  me  there  is  no  good  reason  why,  if  you 
are  to  have  12,000  persons  put  upon 
the  record,  the  old  owners  should  not 
come  under  the  same  system,  too.  I  need 
hardly  say  that  the  making  of  title  is  a 
very  troublesome,  slow,  and  expensive 
business.  It  has  been  estimated  that 
since  the  establishment  of  the  Landed 
Estates  Court  in  1849,  and  the 
Courts  of  the  Land  Commission,  those 
Courts  have  never  been  able  to  deal 
with  more  than  £2,500,000  worth  of 
property  in  one  year,  owing  mainly  to 
the  great  delay  in  making  searches  in 
the  office.  Those  estates  are  not  recorded 
as  estates,  but  the  various  deeds  affect- 
ing them  are  entered  chronologically 
through  a  vast  number  of  books ; 
and  if  two  or  three  persons  are 
having  searches  made  against  their 
estates  which  happen  to  be  entered  in 
the  same  book,  of  course  only  one  person 
can  see  the  book  at  a  time,  and  the  others 
must  wait.  Supposing  we  had  in  Ireland 
a  form  of  compulsory  purchase  of  land 
such  as  has  been  advocated  in  some  quar- 
ters, whereby,  under  a  single  clause  in  the 
Act  of  Parliament,  by  a  stroke  of  the  pen 
simply,  the  legal  estate  in  the  land  would 
be  transferred  from  the  present  owners, 
and  the  purchase  money  paid  into  Court 
until  the  persons  concerned  could  make 
title  to  it,  let  me  show  your  Lordships 
what  in  that  case  would  occur.  It 
is  supposed  that  the  present  rental 
of  Ireland  is  about  £9,000,000  a 
year.  Even  at  20  years*  purchase  that 
would  exceed  £150,000,000  capital  value. 
The  Earl  of  Belmore 


At  the  rate  of  £2,500,000  worth  of 
property  passing  through  the  Courts  in 
mating  title,  it  would  take  at  least  60 
years  before  £150,000,000  could  be  dealt 
with.  The  only  way  of  dealing  with 
this  matter  would  be  to  establish  some 
system  which,  of  course,  must  be  paid  for 
in  some  manner,  whereby  a  staff  of 
examiners  could  be  appointed,  and  some 
arbitrary  limit  should  be  placed  to  the 
extent  to  which  searches  should  go 
back.  I  do  not  expect  that  the  Govern- 
ment, either  in  the  present  Session  or  in 
the  Bill  to  which  I  have  referred,  will  go 
to  such  a  large  expense  as  that.  We  do 
not  expect  that  so  large  a  subject  will  be 
dealt  with  all  at  once,  I  can  only  say  lihat 
we  shall  be  thankful  for  small  mercies, 
and  be  satisfied  to  go  by  steps.  But 
while  asking  the  Government  to 
modify  the  BiH  of  last  year  so 
to      deal      effectually     with     this 
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great  question,   I   would  also  ask  them 
to  say  whether,  if  we  should  be  able  our- 
selves to  introduce  a  Bill  later  on  in  the 
Session,,    they     will   give    it     favour- 
able consideration,   of  course  judging  it 
by  its  merits.     My  Lords,  there  is  only- 
one  other  question  on  my  Paper  about 
which  I  need  say   a   word,   and  that  is, 
whether  the  Gov^emment  will  take  steps 
to  press  on  the  completion  of  the  25-inch 
Ordnance  Survey  of  Ireland.  That  survey 
has  made  very  little  way  yet.     When  we 
make  inquiries  at  the  Ordnance  Office  we 
are  told,  with  a  smile,  that  in  the  course  of 
25  years  or  so  it  may  be  completed.     If  we 
were  told  that  in  five  or  six  years  it  might 
be  done,  that  might  be  not  unreasonable  ; 
but  to  put  it  off  for  another  generation  is,  I 
think,  very  unreasonable  indeed.    I  should 
be   glad,  therefore,   if  the   Government 
would  take  that  matter  into  consideration, 
and  if  they  would  start  an  independent 
survey  in  each  of  the  four  provinces  of 
Ireland   with    the    view   of    pushing   it 
through  in  a  few  years.     I  think  we  are 
entitled   to   ask  for  the  consideration  of 
Parliament,  both  as  regards  survey    and 
registration   of  title,   because   they    are 
really  at  the  very  root  of  everything  that 
may  be  done  with  regard  to  improving 
matters  as  connected  with  land  in  Ireland, 
I  am  not  now  talking  of  political  matters, 
but  of  some  system  which   will   enable 
incumbrances   to    be    more    easily    dis- 
charged, and  matters  of  that  sort.      Last 
year  I  brought  in  a  Bill,  which  I  do 
intend  to  ro-introduce.  with  rr;;a''^  tott^ 
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redemption  of  charges,  but  the  matter 
may,  probably,  in  some  other  form,  come 
before  Parliament.  We  gronnd  our  claim 
upon  a  very  simple  thing.  We  say  that  by 
the  legislation  of  the  last  nine  years,  begin- 
ning in  1881,  you  have  entirely  revolu- 
tionised the  conditions  of  property  in  Ire- 
land. Of  course  the  object  of  the  legislation 
has  been  to  benefit  tenants ;  but  I  think 
I  may  admit  that  Government,  and  par- 
ticularly the  Government  of  that  day, 
wished  to  do  so  withoutdoing  injury  to  the 
landowners.  I  remember  a  speech  made 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who  was 
then  on  the  Woolsack)  the  Earl  of 
S3lborne),  which  clearly  showed  that  the 
wish  of  the  Government  was  to  benefit 
the  tenant  without  injuring  the  land- 
owners. I  have  since  looked  at  the 
ramarkable  words  he  used,  and  if  your 
Lordships  will  allow  me  I  will  read 
them — 

**  The  more  prosperous  a  tenant  is  the  better 
will  be  his  relations  with  his  landlord,  and  the 
better  is  the  landlord's  interest  secured  ;  and  un- 
less you  show  that  you  directly  take  from  the 
landlord  something  which  is  his,  and  give  it  to 
the  tenant,  then  I  say  the  more  advantages  you 
can  confer  upon  the  tenant  the  more  benefits 
you  also  confer  upon  the  landlord." 

Has  this  idea  been  realised  ?  We  know 
quits  well  that  it  has  been  entirely  the 
reverse;  we  know  that  it  is  almost  impos- 
sible to  sell  land  except  to  tenants,  or  except 
in  rar3  instances  to  borrow  money  upon 
it,  and  we  say  this  state  of  things  has  been 
brought  about  by  legislation  the  result 
of  which  was  not  foreseen,  and  on  this 
ground  we  have  a  claim  in  justice  to  ask 
that  Parliament  shall  take  sach  steps  as 
they  can — I  will  not  say  to  put  things 
entirely  right;  I  admit  that  cannot  be 
done  ;  but  to  make  things  easier,  and  to 
try  and  r«? store  the  market  value  of  land. 
I  will  not  occupy  your  Lerdships'  time 
any  further,  and  1  must  ask  you  to  for- 
give me  for  the  imperfect  manner  in 
which  I  have  endeavoured  to  bring 
before  you  this  difficult  and  complicated 
subject. 
♦Lord  MONTEAGLE  :  My  Lords, 
before  the  noble  Earl  replies,  I  may 
perhaps  be  allowed  to  make  a  few  re- 
marks in  support  of  the  appeal  which 
has  been  made  to  the  House  by  the  noble 
Lord  who  has  just  sat  down.  I  suppose 
we  may  fairly  expact  that  the  answer 
of  this  Government^will  not  be  unfavour- 
able to  the  questions  which  have 
been  put.      I  need  not    occupy    your 


Lordships*  time  in  presenting  any 
lengthy  arguments  to  the  House,  but  I 
may  perhaps  be  permitted,  as  there 
are  not  many  present  representing  the 
opinions  I  hold  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  to  offer  one  or  two  remarks.  My 
Lords,  this  happily  is  not  a  Party 
question,  and  I  am  sure  that  if  the 
noble  occupant  of  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  addresses  himself  to  it  he  will  not 
treat  it  in  that  light.  It  is  certainly  not 
exclusively  a  landlords'  question,  either, 
though,  of  course,  the  landlords  are 
largely  interested  in  it,  and  I  am  glad 
that  the  noble  Earl  has  treated  it  e,s  a 
higher  question  than  as  one  affecting 
merely  class  interests.  But  I  would 
venture  to  remark  that  even  from  the 
narrow  point  of  view  of  the  landlords' 
interests  I  believe  that  the  promotion  of 
this  good  object,  the  registration  of  title 
in  Ireland  would  be  one  of  the  most 
effective  means,  in  the  long  run,  of  pro- 
moting the  transfer  of  land  from  landlord 
to  tenant,  and  certainly  one  of  the  least 
objectionable.  The  leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition on  the  opening  night  of  this  Session 
remarked  in  regard  to  the  passing  of  the 
Bill  dealing  with  the  subject  of  purchase 
of  land  in  Ireland,  that  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  give  it  due  considera- 
tion, and  that  it  would  be  carried  out, 
though  with  due  caution.  I  think  the 
noble  Earl  will  agree  thkt  any  means  by 
which  you  can  improve  the  status  of  the 
tenant  must  fulfil  the  latter  condition, 
and  that  it  will  be  in  the  interests  of  all 
classes  in  Ireland,  and  will  promote  the 
public  good.  My  Lords,  I  believe  the 
experience  of  what  has  occurred  in 
reference  to  this  subject  in  Australia,  ae 
the  noble  Lord  who  has  put  this  question 
is  no  doubt  well  aware,  has  shown  that 
by  compelling  p3rson8  who  are  coming 
forward  as  purchasers,  or  who  are  seek- 
ing to  occupy  the  position  of  landowners, 
to  register  at  the  very  threshoid,  you 
will  establish  the  advantage  of  that 
system  so  clearly  that  voluntary  registra- 
tion will  be  thereby  very  much  promoted, 
and  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
assent  to  the  second  question  of  the 
noble  Earl — whether  they  will  consent  to 
compel  the  registration  of  their  titles  by 
vendors  who  have  sold  portions  of  their 
estates,  or  not,  I  believe  those  vendors 
will  soon  see  the  advantages  of  registra- 
tion, and  that  whether  they  are  com- 
pelled   to    register  or    not,  they  will 
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follow  suit.     I  do  not  dwell  upon  the 
advantage    to    the    State     as     creditor 
under  the  Ashbourne  Act.     It  is  obvious 
to  everybody  that  the  ready  realisation 
of   land   must   be   of  advantage   to  the 
creditor,   and   it   will  also   be   found,   I 
think,  to  be  an  advantage  to  the  present 
owner  himself,  as  well  as  an  advantage 
to  society  generally.    In  conclusion,  there 
are  only  one  or  two  points  which  I  would 
venture   to   press   upon   Her    Majesty's 
Government  in  dealing  with  this  matter. 
I  am  glad  to  see  that  they  desire  to  deal 
with  it  in  its  local  aspect.     Though  it  is, 
of  course,  a  matter  of  great  concern  to 
the  landlords,  it  is  chiefly  as  a  matter 
afEacting  the   paasant    ownerships    that 
have  been  created  so  rapidly  under  Lord 
Ashbourne's  Act  in  Ireland  that  it  is  of 
import'ince,  and  for  that  purpose,  how- 
ever well   registration  on  a  large  scale 
in  a  central  position  might  answer  for  the 
larger  estates,  for  the  purpose  of  promot- 
ing  registration  in  the  case  of  smaller 
estatas  it  is  obviously  important  that  the 
registration  should  be  local.     I  venture 
also  to  express  a  hope  that  the  compulsion 
which  is  put  upon  the  purchasing  tenants 
will   bj   made   as   effective   as  possible. 
This  is  a  vitil  matter  to  the  whole  Bill ; 
the  entire  success  of  your  system  will 
d3p3nd   upon    whether  you    succeed   in 
CDrap filing  t'le  tenant  in  the  first  instance 
to  reTflster,  and  if  any  option  is  left  to 
the  tinant  as  to  whether  he  may  consider 
it  advisable  in  his  own  interest  to  do  this, 
I  should    fear    the    whole   thing  might 
break     down.      It     should     be      made 
absolutely  compulsory  upon  the   tenant 
in    the    first   instance,  and  having  once 
done  that,  I  believe  that  voluntary  regis- 
tration would  follow  in  other  cases.    Then 
I  hope  the  Government  will  secure  that 
the  conveyance  of  land  will  under  the  new 
system  take  place  by  registration  and  not 
by  deed.     If  you  once  allow  deeds  to  be 
employed  there  will  be  great  danger  of  the 
system   breaking    down ;     because    you 
must  remember  that  in  future  you  will 
not  be  dealing  with   solicitors    in  large 
practice  in  Dublin,  but  that  you  will  be 
dealing  with  a  large  class  of  local  solici- 
tors all  over  the  coi^ntry,  who  would  not 
perhaps  possess  the  same  high  education 
or    high    standard    in  all  matters,  who 
might  not  have  the  same  regard  for  the 
public  interest,  and  who  might   seek    to 
defeat  the  object  of  your  Bill  by  keeping 
deeds  in  existence.     There    is  only   one 
Lord  yfonteagJe 


other  matter  to  which  I  wish  to  allude, 
and  that  is  with  regard  to  the  fourth 
question  of  the  noble  Earl  as  to  the  com- 
pletion of  the  Ordnance  Survey.  I  hope 
that  in  every  possible  way  the  Govern- 
ment will  make  use  of  maps  for  the  pur- 
pose of  registration  instead  of  recitals 
defining  boundaries  in  words.  It  is  in 
itself  obviously  a  great  simplification  to 
have  a  map  which  any  one  can  see  at  a 
glance  instead  of  having  to  read  through 
a  long  description,  and  then  to  refer  to 
some  map,  or  even  to  go  upon  the 
ground.  I  believe  that  the  comple- 
tion of  the  25-inch  Ordnance  Survey, 
which  is  essential  for  utilization  of 
maps,  is,  from  this  point  of  view,  ex- 
tremely important.  My  Lords,  I  hope  1 
have  not  delayed  the  House  too  long 
upon  this  matter.  I  beg  earnestly  to 
support  the  appeal  of  the  noble  Earl. 

Earl  CADOGAN  :  My  Lords,  I  have 
listened  with  attention  and  interest  to 
the  remarks  which  have  been  made  by 
my  noble  Friends,  who  are  so  well  quali- 
fied by  their  knowlaige  of  all  matters 
referring  to  Ireland  to  speak  on  this 
question,  but  I  hope  I  may  be  forgiven 
if  I  venture  to  enter  a  respectful  yet  very 
earnest  protest  against  the  course  which 
the  noble  Earl  has  taken  on  this  occasion. 
He  asks  me  whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  re-introduce 
certain  Bills  upon  a  certain  subject 
during  the  present  Session,  and  then  he 
proceeds  to  ask  whether,  if  those  Bills 
were  introduced,  we  should  make  in 
them  special  provisions  of  the  character 
which  he  intimated  in  his  speech.  I 
must  venture  to  submit  that  if,  parti- 
cularly upon  a  question  of  this  sort,  we 
are  to  discuss  Bills  which  have  not  yet 
been  brought  into  Parliament,  we  shall 
be,  if  not  wasting  time,  at  all  events  not 
promoting  the  best  interests  of  legislation. 
In  answer  to  my  noble  Friend's  question, 
I  may  say  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  re-introduce 
the  two  measures,  one  for  the  local  regis- 
tration of  title  and  the  other  for  the 
registration  of  assurances  in  Ireland. 
They  will  be  drawn  mainly  upon  the 
lines  of  the  Bills  to  which  my  noble 
Friend  has  alluded,  but  I  am  not  com- 
petent at  the  present  moment  to  give 
the  exact  details  of  those  Bills.  With 
regard  also  to  the  special  points  of 
which  my  noble  Friend  has  spoken,  I 
do  not  myself   feel  able  to  pledge  the 
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Government  at  this  period  of  th«  Session. 
Upon  the  third  question,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  give  facilitieB 
for  passing  a  measure  for  the  better 
making  of  title  to  land  in  Ireland,  I  may 
say  it  was  the  desire  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment thAt  the  two  measures  to  which 
allusion  has  been  made  should  have  the 
effect  to  a  great  extent  of  facilitating 
the  making  of  title  to  which  my  noble 
Friend  refers ;  but  as  regards  giving 
facilities  for  any  such  Bill,  it  is  impos- 
sible that  I  can  say  what  the  Governmeni 
may  do  until  they  have  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  seeing  the  Bills  to  which  my 
noble  Friend  alludes.  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  meant  to  indicate  an  inten- 
tion of  bringing  in  a  Bill  himself,  but  I 
am  quite  sura  if  he  does  so,  when  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  it  they  will,  unless 
there  are  strong  reasons  against  it,  give 
him  every  fecility  for  its  introduction 
and  discussion.  Then,  with  regard  to  the 
last  question,  whether  the  Government 
are  prepared  to  press  on  the  completion  of 
the  25-inch  Ordnance  Survey  of  Ireland,  I 
may  say  that  the  Government  have  already 
caused  special  provisions  to  be  made  in 
the  Estimates  of  1890  and  1891  to  expe 
dite  its  completion.  I  can  only  hope 
that  that  being  the  case  the  delay  will 
not  be  so  long  as  that  anticipated  by  my 
noble  Friend  m  his  speech.  I  am  sorry 
that  I  cannot  give  more  detailed  answers 
to  my  noble  Friend's  questions,  but  I 
hope  he  will  accept  the  assurance  of  the 
Grovemment  that  they  fully  realise  the 
inportance  of  the  questions  to  which  he 
has  alluded,  and  that  they  do  intend  to 
legislate  upon  them  during  this  Session. 
♦The  Earl  of  BELMORE  :  My  Lords, 
on  the  whole  I  am  very  well  satisfied 
with  the  answer  which  has  been  accorded 
to  me  by  my  noble  Friend,  and  parti- 
cularly as  regards  the  last  question.  Of 
course  I  do  not  expect  him  to  tell  me 
that  Government  assents  to  a  Bill  which 
they  have  not  seen,  and  I  am  not  able  to 
say  whether  I  shall  be  able  to  bring  in 
such  a  Bill  this  year  or  not.  I  can  only 
say  that  at  any  rate  it  does  not  exist  at 
present.  With  regard  to  the  second 
question,  I  thought  I  had  guarded  my- 
self against  discussing  the  provisions  of 
any  particular  Bill.  We  want  to  know 
whether  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  of  last 
year  are  to  be  extended,  but  it  appears 
that  the  Gbvemment  has  not  yet  made 


up  its  mind  about  the  matter.  At  any  rate 
I  am  much  obliged  to  my  noble  Friend 
for  the  answer  he  has  given  me. 

HARES  PBESERVATION  BlLL.-(No.  6.). 
Amendment    reported   (according    to 
order) ;    and    Bill    to    be    read    3»    on 
Monday  next. 

INDIAN  COUNCILS  BILL.— (No.  28.) 
FIRST   BEADING. 

*ViscouNT  CROSS :  I  rise  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  regu- 
lating the  numbers  and  functions  of 
the  several  Councils  in  India,  and  to 
present  a  Bill.  My  Lords,  it  is  not  my 
intention  to  detain  your  Lordships  at  any 
length  with  any  statement  as  to  the  Bill 
which  I  must  ask  leave  to  introduce 
to-night,  but  I  think  it  is  only  due  to 
your  Lordships  to  state  very  briefly  the 
objects  of,  and  the  reasons  for,  the  measure 
which  I  shall  askyour  Lordships  to  give  to 
a  first  reading.  Yonr  Lordships  are 
aware  that  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Indian  Council  Act  of  1861, 
when  the  Council  of  India  and  the 
Governor  General  meet  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  laws  and  regulations, 
in  addition  to  the  ordinary  number  of 
members  of  the  Council  who  are 
assembled  or  constituted  as  the  Executive 
Council,  other  members  are  nominated 
by  the  Governor  General  in  order 
to  assist  him  and  his  Council  when 
they  meet  for  the  purpose  of  making* 
laws  and  regulations  ;  but  their  powers 
are  very  limited,  and  no  business,  as  the 
statute  says,  can  be  transacted  at  any 
such  meeting  other  than  the  consideration 
and  enactment  of  measures  introduced 
into  the  Council  for  the  purpose  of 
enactment.  It  follows  from  this  that 
when  the  Budget  of  the  year  is  brought 
forward,  and  requires  fresh  legislation, 
it  is  then  competent  to  the  members  of 
the  Legislative  Council  to  discuss  the 
whole  financial  position  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  their  entire  proposals.  But 
on  the  other  hand  if  no  financial  legisla- 
tion is  required,  no  discussion  can  take 
place,  and  no  member  of  the  Legislative 
Council  can  say  a  word  upon  the  subject. 
It  follows  also,  secondly,  that  no  member 
of  the  Legislative  Council  can  ask 
questions  of  the  government  of  India — 
there  is  no  right  of  interpellating  the 
Government  of  India  as  to  any  of  their 
acts  or  as  to  anything  that  might  be  of 
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importance  in  the  government  of  that 
country.  I  had  considerable  discussion 
with  the  present  Viceroy  before  he  left  for 
India,  upon  this  subject,  and  I  have  had 
an  opportunity  of  ascertaining  his  views 
from  statements  he  h^s  made.  On  the 
29fch  March,  1889,  he  made  a  speech  to 
his  Legislative  Council  in  the  following 
words — I  am  not  going  to  read  to  your 
Lordships  the  whole  of  the  speech,  but 
he  explains  there  so  very  clearly  the 
mischief  which  I  want  to  remedy  that  I 
trast  your  Lordships  will  allow  me  to 
read  a  few  short  extracts  from  that 
speech.     What  he  said  was  this  : — 

*'  It  has  I  believe  been  usually  held  that  the 
terms  of  the  Act  by  which  our  proceedings  are 
governed,  preclude  an  examination  of  the 
Budget,  except  when  the  financial  arranerements 
for  the  year  involves  legislation  in  Council; 
the  resalt Jias  been  that  the  Legislative  Council 
has  or  has  not  been  able  to  discuss  the  Budget 
according  as  it  was  or  was  not  connected  with 
some  change  in  the  laws  of  the  country,  and  it 
has  thus  come  to  pass,  that  during  the  last  25 
years  the  Budget  has  been  discussed  in  Council 
for  12  years,  while  for  the  remaining  years  no 
such  discussion  has  been  allowed  to  take  place. 
This  seems  to  me,  I  must  say,  an  altogether 
incongruous  and  inconvenient  arrangement, 
and  I  am  glad  to  express  publicly  my  opinion, 
that  the  opportunities  accorded  the  Legislative 
Council  for  passing  under  review  the  financial 
situation  of  the  country,  should  occur  with  re- 
gularity, and  should  not  depend,  as  at  present, 
upon  what  is  after  all  a  mere  accident  —I  mean 
the  necessity  of  financial  legislation  in  any 
particular  year.*' 

J  think,  my  Lords,  that  explains  as 
clearly  {is  anything  possibly  can  be 
I'xplained,  what  I  mentioned  in  my  few 
openinor  s3ntoncos,  and  if  I  may  venture 
to  say  so,  with  those  obsarvations  made 
by  the  Viceroy  in  March  of  last  year, 
I  most  thoroughly  and  entirely  agree. 
He  tlien  goes  on  to  say  : — 

*'Imay,  perhaps,  take  this  opportunity  of 
of  mentioning  that  this  subject  appears  to  be 
closaly  connected  with  another — I  mean  the 
propriety  of  giving  to  the  members  of  the 
Lejrislative  Council  of  the  Government  of  India, 
under  proper  safeguards,  the  right  of  addressing 
questions  to  Government  upon  matters  of 
public  interest.  I  make  this  announcement, 
however,  subject  to  two  important  qualifica- 
tions. It  will,  in  the  first  place,  be  necessary 
to  ascertain  clearly  whether  the  law  as  it  now 
stands  permits  the  course  which  we  should  like 
to  adopt,  and  if  it  does  not,  how  it  should  be 
amended.  In  the  next  place  it  will  be  necessary 
effecturilly  to  limit  the  right  of  interpellatiou 
in  such  a  manner  as  to  preclude  absolutely  all 
questions  which  could  not  bo  put  without  injury 
to  the  public  interest.  This  is  a  point  of  the 
utmost  importance,  and  will  require  the  most 
careful  examination." 
Viscount  Cross 


My  Lords,  in  all  those  observations  of  the 
Viceroy  •!  most  heartily  and  entirely 
concur.  As  the  Viceroy  states  there,  I 
had  first  to  enquire  whether  it  was 
possible,  under  the  existing  law,  to  carry 
out  such  arrangements  as  would  be 
necessary  in  order  to  give  effect  to  what 
the  Viceroy  evidently  wished  to  be 
carried  out ;  but  after  very  serious  con- 
sideration and  careful  examination,  I 
entirely  satisfied  myself  that  fresh  legisla- 
tion was  required,  and  that  it  would  be 
impossible,  under  the  existing  law  to 
make  the  alterations  which  the 
Viceroy  wanted  in  accordanca  with 
those  proposals.  No  doubt  some 
legislation  might  have  taken  place 
as  far  as  one  of  them  was  concerned,  and 
it  had  even  been  proposed  in  India  that 
although  no  alteration  was  necessary  for 
the  Budget  of  the  year,  yet  that  the 
Minister  should  carry  in  a  measure 
which  was  practically  a  sham  in  order  to 
give  an  opportunity  for  discussion,  but 
it  was  found  that  that  would  have  been 
against  the  provisions  of  the  Act. 
Accordingly  a  Bill  was  prepared  under 
my 'instructions,  and  it  was  quite  ready 
to  be  introduced  and  carried  last  year, 
and  it  was  only  owing  to  the  extreme 
pressure  of  business  in  the  House  of 
Commons  that  the  Bill  was  not  intro- 
duced and  passed  into  law.  I  have  there- 
fore taken  the  earliest  opportunity 
during  the  present  Session  of  asking 
your  Lordships  to  give  the  Bill  a  First 
Reading,  as  1  do  to-night.  But,  my 
Lords,  as  the  functions  of  the  Legislative 
Council  were  to  be  somewhat  enlarged, 
it  has  been  thought  necessary  and  wise 
(and  the  Viceroy  was  of  the  same 
opinion)  to  give  powers  to  the  Governor 
General  to  nominate  larger  numbers  of 
additional  Councillors  to  the  Legislative 
Council  than  by  the  present  law  he 
is  able  to  do,  and  to  widen  the 
circle  of  persons  who  would  be  ready  to 
assist  him  when  the  Council  met  to 
debate  upon  the  important  matters 
which  should  be  brought  before  them. 
My  Lords,  I  have  hitherto  confined  my 
olier  vat  ions    to    the     Council     of     the 

• 

Governor  General,  purely  for  the 
sake  of  simplicity,  but  the  same 
objects  to  be  gained,  and  the  same 
reasons  for  attaining  them,  apply 
exactly  in  the  same  way  in  principle  if 
not  in  degree  to  the  Provincial  Coun- 
cils.     Therefore    in  the   Bill  last  year 
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there  were  provisions  inserfced  for  adding 
to  the  number  of  Councillors  and  to  give 
them  the  power  of  interpellation  which  I 
have  already  alluded  to.  The  Bill  was  not 
confined  to  the  Supreme  Council  of  India 
bat  extended  also  to  the  Councils  which 
exisb  in  other  parts  of  the  country.  My 
Lords,  there  are  other  provisions  in  the 
Bill  which  I  am  now  about  to  present  to 
you,ft)ut  I:do  not  think  I  need  trouble  your 
Lordships  with  any  explanation  as  regards 
them.  They  are  simply  intended  for  the 
purpose  of  clearing  up  doubts  about 
cdrtain  sections  of  the  existing  Act,  and 
I  think  they  will  be  quite  clear  to  your 
Lordships  as  to  their  scope  and  intsntion 
when  you  see  them  in  print.  I  do  not 
think  I  should  be  justified  in  taking  up 
more  of  your  Lordships*  time  in  asking 
for  leave  to  introduce  this  Bill.  1  thought 
it  would  be  unwise  to  introduce  it  with- 
out some  explanation,  as  otherwise  it 
might  have  gone  out  to  India  and  have 
been  misunderstood. 

•The  Marquess  op  RIPON"  :  My  Lords, 
I  do  not  think  the  noble  Viscount  has 
been  quite  just  to  his  measure  when  in 
reply  to  my  noble  Friend,  Lord  Herschell, 
he  described  it  as  a  very  unimportant 
matter. 

♦ViscotNT  CROSS  :  I  am  not  aware  of 
having  said  so. 

♦The  Marquess  of  RIPON  :  I  heard 
the  noble  Viscount  make  that  statement 
I  am  sure,  and  I  shall  be  within  the 
recollection  of  the  House.  I  do  not 
tHink  the  Bill  is  unimportant.  On  the 
contrary,  I  think  it  is  of  great  import- 
ance and  of  wide  scope.  Any  measure 
which  touches  the  functions  of  the 
Governor  General  and  his  Council  and 
the  other  Councils  of  India  must,  of 
necessity,  be  of  importance,  especially  at 
a  time  when  public  attention,  both  in 
India  and  in  this  country,  is  particularly 
directed  to  this  subject ;  and  the 
noble  Viscount  will  find,  I  think,  that 
before  this  measure  can  be  passed 
through  Parliament  it  is  calculated  to 
raise  a  variety  of  other  questions  con- 
nected with  the  constitution  of  these 
Councils.  My  Lords,  I  do  not  propose 
now  to  enter  upon  a  discussion  of  the 
details  of  a  Bill  which  I  have  not 
seen;  but  I  beg  to  express  my  entire 
concuprence  with  the  proposal  of  the 
noble  Viscount  for  permitting  the 
Budget  to  be  discussed,  whether  financial 
legidation  is  proposed  or  not.    That  is  an 


arrangement  which  there  has  been  a  very 
great  desire  in  India  to  see  carried  out, 
a  desire  expressed  by  all  classes  ;  and  I 
am  extremely  glad  to  find  that  the  time 
has  come  when  that  desire  is  likely  to  be 
gratified.  I  will  at  present  reserve  my 
opinion  with  regard  to  the  right  of  inter- 
pellation. A  great  deal,  of  course,  will 
depend  upon  the  mode  in  which  it  is  regu- 
lated by  the  Bill.  It  is  a  very  important 
question,  and  involves  a  change  of 
considerable  magnitude,  and  therefore  it 
will  require  serious  consideration  on 
the  part  of  Parliament.  If  I  might 
venture  to  express  my  opinion  at  pre- 
sent, my  own  view  is  favourable  to  the 
change ;  but  I  should  not  like  to  give 
a  definite  opinion  upon  the  matter  until 
I  see  the  mode  in  which  the  noble  Lord 
proposes  to  carry  it  out.  With  regai*d'to 
the  increase  of  the  number  of  nominated 
Members,  I  confess,  subject  of  course  to 
my  not  having  seen  the  Bill,  that  I  enter- 
tain very  considerable  doubts.  How- 
ever, I  will  not  discuss  that  matter  now, 
but  will  reserve,  if  your  Lordships  will 
allow  me,  any  opinion  I  may  have  upon 
it  until  the  Bill  is  in  print,  and  we  have 
had  time  to  examine  and  study  it. 
But,  my  Lords,  I  do  think  it  is  very  im- 
portant, indeed,  that  when  changes  of 
this  kind  are  about  to  be  made — for 
they  are  important  changes — in  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Indian  Councils,  we 
should  have  the  advantage  of  knowing 
the  views  of  the  Government  of  India 
upon  them.  The  noble  Viscount  has 
given  us  extracts  from  a  speisch  made  by 
the  Viceroy  of  India  in  his  Council,  and 
I  hope  the  noble  Viscount  will  be  kind 
enough  to  lay  a  copy  of  that  speech  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House.  There  can  be 
no  objection  to  that ;  it  is  public  pro- 
perty, and  it  will  save  your  Lordships 
the  trouble  of  searching  it  out  in  a  book 
which  is  not,  perhaps,  easily  accessible 
to  most  of  your  Lordsliips.  But,  my 
Lords,  I  do  venture  to  repeat  the  appeal 
which  was  made  by  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (Lord  Hersohell),  and  to 
ask  that  if  there  have  been  any  official 
or  public  cofnmunicatiou  (of  course  I 
am  not  in  the  least  referring  to  private 
communications,  and  I  do  not  ask  for 
them)  between  the  Government  of  India 
and  the  Government  at  home  in  regard 
to  the  constitution  of  the  Indian  Councils, 
Parliament  should  have  the  advantage 
of  having  those   Papers  laid  before  it, 
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when  this  Bill  comes  to  be  discnBsed.  My 
Lords,  with  regard  to  the  incrense  of  the 
number  ni  tnemhei'B  of  tho  CcmncU,  I 
understood  the  nohlo  Viscount  to  saj 
that  the  present  Viceroy  of  India  was  in 
favour  of  that  ehang:e,  but  it  was 
inei-ely  a  generitl  statement  of  Locd 
l.insdowne's  opinion.  If  Lord  Lana- 
dowiie  has  given  that  opinion  in  nuy 
ofEeiiil  form,  either  in  a  speech,  in 
the  way  in  whioh  he  has  given  his 
opinion  on  tlie  other  points,  or  in  any 
otlier  manner,  then  I  say  it  is  only  jnat 
to  the  Viceroy  and  to  the  Government  of 
India — and  I  speak  feelingly  on  tho 
subject,  having  Iwoii  myself  connected 
with  thiit  Government — and  to  Pariia- 
ment,  that  the  views  entertaiuod  by 
either  Lord  Lanadowne  or  by  Lord 
DufEerin  should  be  placed  before  na,  and 
that  we  ahonld  have  the  opportunity  of 
knowing  how  far  those  views  agree  with 
the  proposals  of  the  noble  Viscount, 
and  how  far  they  fall  short  of  or  go 
beyond  them,  before  we  are  asked  to 
legislato  npon  so  important  a  question  as 
tbia, 
The  Eaei,  of  NORTHBEOOK  ;  My 
Lords.  I  wish  to  expreaa  my  entire  con- 
currenoe  with  what  has  been  said  by  my 
noble  Friend  who  has  jnst  aat  down,  both 
in  the  opinions  he  has  espressed  with 
regard  to  the  two  tinestions  which  my 
noble  Friend  opposite  baa  informed 
your  Lordships  are  to  be  dealt  with  in 
this  Bill,  and  also  with  regard  to  tEie 
desirability  of  your  Lordships'  House 
being  placed  in  possession  of  the  opinions 
both  of  the  Governor  General  in 
Council,  and  of  my  noble  Friend  Lord 
DuftL-rin,  who  formerly  held  that  office, 
and  his  Council,  if  any,  npon  the 
subject.  My  Lords,  I  think  it  is 
moat  desirable  that  the  Parliament  of 
this  country  should  be  in  poFsession  of 
the  full  and  complete  views  of  the 
Government  of  India  before  legislating 
npon  a  question  of  auch  great  importaU'Ce 
as  this  qnestion  is,  namely,  the  cotisti- 
tntion  of  the  Legislative  Bodiea  in  India. 
Now,  with  regard  to  precedent  on  this 
matter,  X  think  that  is  very  clear.  I 
recollect  in  the  year  1S61.  when  the  lata 
Lord  Halifax  introduced  the  last  measure 
rospetfting  the  constitution  of  the 
L^'gislative  Councils  in  India,  there  were 
very  complete  communications  between 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  in 
Bngland  and  the  Governor  General  and 
The  Mitrqnsas  of  Bipon 


Council  in  India,  and  that  the  P^peni 
containing  the  opinion  of  Lord  Canning 
were  laid  before  Parliament  before  that 
Bill  was  passed,  aud  indeed  the  iQcaeura 
was  proposed  to  Parliament  mainlj 
on  the  ground  of  the  opinion  of  LoM 
Canning  in  the  matter.  I  am  not  Ik  any 
way  assuming,  or  intending  h)  assume, 
that  my  noble  Friend  oppoBite  is  not  on 
this  occasion  (urrying  out  the  vii-wa  of 
Lord  lAoadowne,  because  1  think  be 
has  satisfied  your  Lordships,  with 
regard  to  those  two  provisions,  that  the 
views  of  Lord  Lansdowne  have  been 
practically  carried  ont ;  but  1  think  it 
would  have  been  better  it  Parli»iii«nt 
had  been  ^n  poascsaton  of  full  information 
and  of  the  authoritative  opinion  of  the 
Government  of  India  on  the  subjf^ 
I  entirely  agree  with  the  noble 
Lord  in  r^^rd  to  the  alteration  of  the 
law  reapecting  diacuasion  npon  the 
Budgeto  in  India.  I  heUeve  the  fact 
that  when  no  legislation  has  to  be  intro- 
duced it  is  unpoesibte,  consistently  with 
the  Act  of  1861,  to  have  a  discussion  on 
the  Budget  in  the  Legislative  Council  of 
the  Viceroy,  is  a  mere  aiTcideiit,  and 
con  Id  hardly  have  been  intended  by 
thosit  who  framed  the  Act  of  1861. 
The  main  point  of  that  Act,  find  th» 
intention  of  the  Legislature,  as  wm 
apjiarcnt  from  a  despatch  sent  to  Indi»  at 
tliat  tune,  was  that  the  Legislative  Council 
in  ludia  should  not  1)e  lu  the  nature  of 
an  Assembly  to  discufs  any  question 
which  might  Ije  brought  up  by  any 
Member  of  the  Assembly;  that  it  should 
not  exercise  the  same  funotiona  as  Parlia- 
ment exercises  in  this  country;  but  that 
tlie  Legislative  Body  should  be  con&ned 
to  considering  the  measures  of  legisls- 
tion  brought  before  it,  and  should  not 
devote  itself  to  other  matters.  That,  my 
Lords,  was  the  policy  which  commended 
itself  to  Parliament  ia  consequence  of 
a  distinct  evil  which  had  existed  at 
the  time  of  the  Mutiny  by  the  Legis- 
lative Council  under  the  then  law  having 
taken  upon  itself,  somewhat,  the  tune- 
tion  of  a  Representative  Assembly. 
and  discussed  matters  apart  from  qneft- 
tiona  of  legislation.  That  was  a  distinct 
evil  which  had  taken  place,  and  it  waa 
remedied  by  the  Act  of  1861.  I  should 
like  to  add  to  what  has  fallen  from  my 
two  noble  Friends  the  expression  of  my 
opinion,  as  far  as  I  am  competent 
to   give  one,  that    the  operation  of  Mm 
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Act  of  1861  has  been  rerj  saccessfal. 
My  Lords,  I  believe  that  the  legislation 
of  our  great  dependency  of  India  would 
bear  favourable  comparison  with  the 
•legislation  of  any  other  country  in  the 
worl<l,  both  as  regards  the  nature  of  the 
enactments  and  as  regards  the  care  with 
which  those  enactnfents  were  considered 
before  they  were  introduced  into  the 
Legislative  Council,  and  also  as  regards 
the  great  care  which  the  successive 
Governments  in  India  have  paid  to  taking 
every  means  of  obtaining  the  opinion  of 
the  natives  of  India  with  respect  to 
legislation  before  legislative  measures 
have  been  passed.  Therefore,  my  Lords, 
as  regards  the  actual  result  of  the  Act  of 
1861,  which  is  now  to  be  amended,  I  say 
it  has  been  most  successful.  I  do  not 
for  a  moment  say  that  it  may  not  be 
necessary  after  the  lapse  of  so  many 
years  to  adapt  that  legislation  more  to 
existing  circumstances,  but  so  far, 
I  say,  it  has  been  most  successful. 
In  conclusion,  I  will  only  say,  my 
Lords,  that  the  measure  which  has  been 
introduced  by  my  noble  Friend  will 
receive  from  me,  I  can  assure  him, 
the  most  favourable  consideration,  and  I 
believe,  as  he  has  stated  to  your  Lord- 
ships, that  it  will  make  a  most  useful 
alteration  in  the  law. 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Indian  Councils 
Act,  1861  —  Was  presented  by  the 
Viscount  Cross  ;  read  1» ;  to  be  printed  ; 
and  to  be  read  2^  on  Thursday  next. 

CROWN  OFFICE  BILL.— (No.  20.) 
SECOND    READING. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  My 
Lords,  I  beg  to  move  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill,  in  pursuance  of  the  pledge 
which  I  gave  the  other  night.  It  would 
not  be  necessary  in  truth  to  introduce 
this  Bill  merely  for  the  purpose  of 
abolishing  the  office  of  Secretary  of 
Presentations,  or  for  the  transfer  of  the 
office  of  Secretary  of  Presentations  to 
some  one  else.  That,  of  course,  could  be 
done  by  a  direction  to  one  of  my  Secre- 
taries ;  but  the  new  arrangement  which 
has  been  made  renders  this  necessary  in 
regard  to  providing  for  the  duties  of  that 
office.  Tliere  were  a  number  of  formal 
acts  which  were  required  to  be  done 
specially  by  the  Secretary  of  Presenta- 
tions— such  as  the  making  out  of  Patents, 
recording  documents,  and  the  like ;  and 


it  has  been  thought  better  to  transfer 
them  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown.  He 
will  therefore  now  have  those  duties  to 
discharge  which  have  hitherto  been 
performed  by  the  Secretary  of  Presenta- 
tions, whose  office  is  to  be  abolished. 

Read  2a  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Monday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Five  o'clock, 

to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 
before  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  21st  February,  1890. 


QUESTIONS. 

CHRISTMAS  PRESENTS  TO  LETTER 
CARRIERS. 
Mb.  CCTNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether  the  postal 
authorities,  while  openly  permitting  let- 
ter carriers  to  solicit  and  receive  Christ- 
mas presents,  forbid  and  punish  parcel 
postmen  for  the  same  practice ;  and 
whether  many  cases  of  punishment  or 
dismissal  of  parcel  postmen  have  occurred 
recently  ? 

•The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Raikes,  University  of  Cambridge)  : 
The  custom  of  letter  carriers  receiving 
Christmas  boxes  is  a  very  old  one,  and 
so  far  as  they  are  concerned  the  Depart- 
ment has  recognised  the  difficulties  that 
would  attend  any  interference  with*  it. 
But  it  has  appeared  both  practicable  and 
advisable  to  prevent  the  extension  of  the 
custom  to  new  classes,  and  with  this  view 
the  solicitation  of  Christmas  boxes  by 
Post  Office  servants  other  than  letter 
carriers  is  prohibited  on  pain  of  dismissal. 
Four  parcel  postmen  out  of  a  total  num- 
ber of  532  have  been  recently  punished 
or  dismissed  for  violation  of  the  rule. 

IRELAND-CRIMES  ACT  STATISTICS. 

Mr.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what 
was  the  number  of  persons  proceeded 
against  xuider  "  The  Criminal  Law  and 
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Procedure  (Ireland) Act,  1887,"  from  30th 
November,  1888,  to  Slst  January,  1890  ; 
how  many  of  these  were  convicted,  the 
number  of  appeals  lodged,  and  the  num- 
ber of  sentences  confirmed,  reduced,  and 
quashed  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARr  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  The  proceedings  under  the  Criminal 
Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887, 
from  November  30,  1888,  to  January 
31,  1890,  were  as  follows  : — Tot^il  num- 
ber of  j)ersons  proceeded  against,  979  ; 
number  convicted,  699;  number  dis- 
charged, 280.  Appeals.— Total  number 
lodged,  226  ;  sentences  affirmed,  114  ;  sen- 
tences reduced,  53 ;  S2ntences  reversed, 
16  ;  cases  ponding,  43. 

IBISH  NATIONAL  TEACHERS. 

Mr.  DONAL  SULLIVAN  (Westmeath, 
S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Sacretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  how 
many  of  the  National  teachers  of  Ireland, 
who  wera  summoned  to  the  July  exami- 
nations of  1889  as  candidates  for  pro- 
motion, attended  and  passed  that 
examination,  but  were  not  promoted, 
and  what  published  Rule  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Irish  National  Education 
enables  them  to  withhold  from  a  teacher 
the  promotion  to  which  his  answering  at 
the  July  examination  entitles  him  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Commis- 
sioners of  National  Education  report  that 
at  the  examinations  in  July,  1889,  505 
toachers  attended  and  passed  the  exami- 
nation for  promotion.  Allof  these  obtained 
promotion  except  two,  from  one  of  whom 
promotion  has  been  withheld  because  the 
recent  Reports  of  the  Inspector  upon  his 
school  were  unfavourable.  In  the  case  of 
the  other  the  question  of  his  promotion 
has  been  deferred  pending  the  receipt  of 
the  next  Results  Report  upon  his  school. 
Thorough  eflficienoy  as  a  school-keeper 
has  always  been  reufarded  by  the  Com- 
missioners AS  an  essential  requirement 
in  the  promotion  of  a  national  teacher. 

THE  OCCUPATION  OF  GILGIT. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  whether  the  Government  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  the  Indian  Foreign 
Office  Memorandum,  dated  6th  May, 
1888,  referring  to  the  occupation  of 
Gilgit,  and  which  Memorandum  was 
referred  to  by  the  Viceroy  of  India  in 
Mr.  John  Ellis 


his  observations  at  the  Council  for  making 
laws  and  regulations,  held  at  Simla,  in 
September  last  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  op  STATE 
FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst,  Chatham) :  lA 
the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  he  asks 
for  the  production  of  a  confidential 
Memorandum  to  the  Government  of  India, 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  mentioned  by 
the  Viceroy  of  India  in  the  Council  held 
at  Simla  in  September  last.  The  speech 
of  the  Viceroy  referred  to  in  the  question 
was  made  in  support  of  a  Bill  to  prevent 
the  disclosure  of  official  documents.  The 
Memorandum  asked  for  was  referred  to 
by  the  Viceroy  as  "  a  recent  case  in  whioh 
a  particularly  scandalous  disclosure  of 
official  information  has  taken  place.'' 
Such  a  reference  does  not  entitle  the  hon. 
Member,  as  he  seems  to  think,  to  the 
production  of  the  document,  to  which,  on 
public  grounds,  the  Secretary  of  State 
cannot  consent. 

*Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  I  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  document  has  not 
been  published  and  circulated  through- 
out the  whole  of  India  ? 

♦Sir  J.  GORST  :  That  is  exactly  what  I 
said.  A  document  purporting  to  he  the 
Memorandam  in  question  has  been  pub- 
lished, in  consequence  of  some  gross 
breach  of  official  secresy,  in  the  news- 
papers in  India.  But  that  is  quite 
another  thing  from  the  Government  of 
India  publishing  the  authentic  text  of 
the    Memorandum   as    an    official  docu- 


ment. 


ORIENTAL  PLATE. 


Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  with  re- 
spect to  Clause  4  of  "The  Revenue 
Act,  1884,"  which  enacts  that  certain 
Oriental  plate  shall  be  exempted  from 
assay  in  the  United  Kingdom,  whether 
the  construction  put  upon  the  clause  by 
the  officers  of  Her  Majesty's  Customs  is 
that,  if  intended  for  exposure  for  sale, 
such  wares  must  be  hall-marked,  and 
therefore ,  assayed  ;  whether  it  is  the 
practice  on  the  part  of  the  officers  of 
Her  Majesty's  Customs  to  require  an 
affidavit  on  the  part  of  importers  that 
such  wares  are  for  private  use,  and  not 
for  purpose  of  sale  ;  whether,  if  for  pur- 
pose of  sale,  such  wares  are  detained  hy 
the  officers  of  Customs  and  sent  to  the 
Goldsmiths'  Hall,  or  other  assay  office. 
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where,  if  found  to  be  below  standard, 
they  are  required  to  be  re-exported  or  to 
be  smashed  ;  and  whether  he  will  direct 
that,  subject  to  the  payment  of  the 
proper  duties  of  Customs,  articles  of 
Foreign  plate  which,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Commissioners  of  Customs,  may  be 
properly  described  as  hand-chased,  inlaid, 
bronzed,  or  filigree  work  of  Oriental 
pattern,  shall  be  admitted  for  purposes 
of  sale  free  from  the  obligation  of  assay 
and  hall-marking  ? 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover    Square)  :    I   think    the   hon. 

Member  is  under  some  misapprehension 
as  to  the  facts  of  the  case,  because  I 
must  answer  the  first,  second,  and  third 
paragraphs  of  his  question  in  the  nega- 
tive. It  is  not  necessary  to  issue 
additional  instructions  to  the  Commis- 
sioners of*  Customs,  because  they  have 
already  the  power  to  do  what  is  requisite, 
and  I  am  informed  that  they  exercise 
that  power.  In  order,  however,  to 
remove  any  cause  .of  grievance  on  the 
part  of  our  Indian  fellow-subjects,  I  may 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that  if  any  case 
is  brought  before  me  it  shall  receive  my 
full  consideration. 

*Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  will  inquire 
whether  a  number  of  casquets  were  not 
detained  recently  until  I  myself,  who 
was  the  importer,  was  able  to  make  a 
declaration  ? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  casquets  were  detained  as  the 
hon.  Member  says.  I  will,  however, 
make  a  specific  inquiry  as  to  the  matter 
which  he  has  brought  under  my  notice. 

IRELAND— EVICTION    SUMMONSES 
UNDER  THE  LAND  ACT. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant of  Ireland  whether  ho  is  aware  that; 
30  more  eviction  summonses  under  the 
7th  section  of  the  Land  Act,  1887, 
have  been  served  upon  the  tenants  of 
Lord  Clanricarde,  in  the  district  of  Wood- 
ford, as  also  a  considerable  number  on 
the  tenantry  at  Portumna ;  and  whether 
the  forces  of  the  Crown  will  be  given  for 
.  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  these  evic- 
tions in  this  district,  where  so  many  evic- 
tions have  alreadv  taken  place  1 


Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  There  are,  I 
understand,  30  such  summonses  down  for 
hearing  at  Woodford  Petty  Sessions,  and 
32  adjourned  summonses  down  for  hear- 
ing at  Portumna  Petty  Sessions.  The 
forces  of  the  Crown  will  not  be  given  Icr 
the  purpose  of  carrying  out  these  evic- 
tions. Should,  however,  the  Sheriff  re- 
quire and  ask  for  protection  in  carrying 
out  the  law,  of  course  that  protectOi % 
subject  to  the  exigencies  of  the  Pubhc 
Service,  will  not  be  withheld. 

THE     IRISH     POLICE     AND      ROMAN 
CATHOLIC    PRIESTS. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  has  seen  a  letter  in  the 
Cork  papers  of  the  17th  instant  from  the 
Rev.  Father  O'Keefe,  P.P.,  of  Meelin, 
County  Cork,  complaining  of  the  conduct 
of  the  local  police  in  constantly  following 
his  curate,  Father  Kennedy ;  if  he  has 
seen  a  statement  in  the  papers,  that  on 
the  particular  occasion  complained  of  in 
the  letter  the  constables  followed  Father 
Kennedy  to  the  house  of  a  sick  woman 
named  Mrs.  McCarthy,  lying  at  the  point 
of  death,  and  to  whom  the  priest  went  in 
the  discharge  of  his  religious  ministra- 
tions, and,  whilst  so  engaged,  one  of  the 
constables,  with  rifle  in  hand,  appeared 
at  the  window  of  the  sick  woman's  room, 
and  pressed  his  face  against  the  glass,  to 
the  great  distress  of  the  woman,  and  that 
all  the  while  the  priest  was  engaged  on 
the  duties  of  his  ministration  the  dying 
woman  was  alarmed  by  the  constables 
pacing  around  the  house  ;  and  whether 
ho  will  inquire  into  the  truth  of  their 
complaints  against  the  police  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Con- 
stabulary Authorities  report  that  Father 
Kennedy  has  been  actively  engaged  in 
endeavouring  to  revive  the  local  branch 
of  the  National  League,  which  has  been 
suppressed  in  that  district  as  an  unlaw- 
ful Association.  He,  on  the  day  in 
question,  had  been  accompanied  to  his 
own  house  by  a  number  of  the  members 
of  the  suppressed  branch.  The  police 
then  warned  him  against  holding  an 
unlawful  meeting,  and  continued  present 
to  prevent  it.  Later  in  the  day  he 
proceeded  to  Mr.  McCarthy's  house, 
accompanied  by  the  secretary  of  the 
suppressed  branch.  The  police  followed 
him.  As  soon  as  the  sergeant  perceived 
that  no  unlawful  assembly  was  \w\feTviji^> 
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he  remained  some  distanci;  away  from 
the  hons;.  Tlie  police  wire  not  awars 
that  anyuae  was  sick. 

SHANNON  DRAINAOE. 

Mtt- O'KEEFFE  (Limei-ick) :  I  b?g  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secri^tar^  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if,  bearing  in 
mind  replies  given  iu  this  Hous,>  during 
last  Sessiou,  that  no  icjury  had  been 
doae,  OP  waa  likely  to  b.'  done,  ti)  tbe 
Shauntiu  Fisheries  by  the  drainajfe  works 
esBCuted  by  tho  Biard  of  Works  at 
Killttloe  and  elsewhere,  he  will  dir.'ut 
that  the  Minutes  of  the  Evidence  taken 
by  the  Fishery  CommiMaionera  last  sum- 
mer, relative  to  the  eonteniplated 
ShauuoTi  Drainnge  question,  together 
with  the  Inspector's  Report  thereon,  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  this  House,  in 
order  that  Members  may  understand  the 
apprehension,  before  contemplated  legis- 
lation, as  to  imminent  danger  to  the 
Shannon  PiKheries  alleged  that  will 
occur,  by  the  Limerick  Board  of  Fishery 
Conservators,  if  the  Board  of  Works 
deaigna  are  persisted  in;  and  if  in 
future,  having  regard  to  the  right  in- 
volved, he  will  direct,  in  lien  of  an 
official  r.;|ily  to  their  communications, 
that  fuli  information  be  supplied  on  said 
subjei-ti  1 1  the  Limerick  Fishery  Briard, 
theii'  inti'ivsts  being  materially  aSected  ) 

Mil.  A.  .1.  BALFOUR:  Aa  stated  by 
me  yesti'i-diy,  in  reply  to  a  question  put 
by  the  hon.  Merabir  for  Limerick,  West, 
copies  of  the  evidence  and  of  the 
Reports  of  the  Ins])Ectors  of  Fisheries 
and  of  the  Board  of  Works  in  the  matter 
referred  tr>  will,  when  the  printing 
completed,  be  furnished  to  the  Limerick 
Board  of  (jonservators ^probably  withi 
the  nest,  few  days.  ThiM,  I  hope,  wil 
answ(?r  all  practical  purpoaea. 

TrPUOtD    FEVER    IN    THE    ROYAL 
BAHUACKS,  DUBLIN. 
Mb.    MAC  NEILL    (Donegal.    S.) :  I 
beg  t«  aak   the  Secretary   of    State  for 
War  whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  amongst 
the     soldiers      and      non-commissioned 
officers  of  the  Hussars  now  stationed  i 
the  Royal  Barracks,  Dubhn,  there  hav 
been   four  cases   of  typhoid    fever  last 
week,  and  that  an  officer  of  the  aam 
regiment  has  been  ill  sinoe  last  Satu: 
day  from  the  same  disease  ;  can  ho  ei 
plain    how   it  happens  that  our  Troops 
are  located  in  barracks  notoriously 
Mr.  A.  J.  Bal/mir 


healthy,  and  why  in  the  Dublin  hospitals 
there  is  no  sick  ward  for  Military  officers ; 
and  wil!  he  take  into  consideration  the 
propriety  of  defraying  the  expenses 
incidental  to  the  illness  of  officers  who, 
being  atmck  down  in  the  discharge  of 
their  duties  and  b^-ing  nnable  to  travel 
to  their  homes,  are  obliged  to  go  to 
hospital,  there  being  no  proper  accommo- 
dation for  illness  in  barr^'l^  ? 

•Tub  SECRETARY  of  STATE  vob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Sfanhopk,  Lincoln- 
shire. Horneastle)  ;  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  during  the  present  month  there 
have  been  three  cases  of  typhoid  fever 
among  the  men  of  the  Kudsara  quart- 
eredin  the  Royal  Barracks, Dublin,  but  no 
officer  of  the  regiment  haa been  reported  as 
ill  from  the  same  disease.  There  is  uo 
ward  for  officers  in  the  Dublin  Military 
Hospitals,  for  the  reasons  stated  by  mo 
in  this  House  on  the  25th  of  June  last 
— namely,  that  officer^  are  only  entitled 
to  treatment  in  mihtary  hospitals  when 
Buffering  from  wounds  or  from  illness 
contracted  in  the  field.  Under  t^ese 
circumstances.  I  am  not  prepared  to  make 
any  general  rule  for  the  payment  of  an 
officer's  expenses  while  in  civil  hospitftl, 
although  I  should  always  be  ready  to 
consider  any  spi'cial  case  of  hardship. 

Mit.  W.  A.  MACDONALD  (Queens 
County,  Ossory):  May  I  ask  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  consider 
the  expediency  of  abandoning  thesL- 
pestilential  barracks  altogether ;  and 
whether  the  number  of  troops  quartered 
in  Ireland  is  not  larger  than  there  is 
any  necessity  for  ? 

•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  :  I  quite  agree 
that  the  number  of  troops  stationed  in 
Ireland  is  larger  than  the  necessities  of 
the  caH3  require.  I  should  prefer  ti 
make  any  further  statement  about  the 
Royal  :^r racks,  DubUn,  when  I  am 
called  upon  to  speak  about  barracks  i 
generally. 

THE   MUN8TER  COAL  FIELD. 
Mk.  MARUM  (Kilkenny,  N.)  :    I  beg 

to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  immediately  after  the  pasaing 
of  "  The  Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Act, 
"         "  lemorial    of 


1889," 

lessees,  mining  population,  and  inbabit- 

'     "      "Munster   Coal 

of   20 

ext«nt  of 


anta  generally  of  the 
Field,"  estending  over 
square  miles,  and  second 


881         The  Post  Office  at  {Febbuaby  21,  1890}     Mingahall  New  Village.  882 


and  what  has  become  of  that  money; 
and  whether  certain  notes,  which  had 
been  in  the  possession  of  Richard  Pigott 
after  he  had  given  evidence  before  the 
late  Special  Commission,  were  traced  by 
the  police  to  Mr.  Soames,  or  to  some 
other  person  connected  with  the  Times 
in  the  proceedings  before  the  Special 
Commission  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  informed 
that  the  only  money  found  on  Pigott  after 
his  death  and  brought  to  this  country 
consisted  of  a  very  small  sum  in  silver 
and  copper.  I  presume  that  the  second 
inquiry  refers  to  a  remittance  received 
by  Pigott's  housekeeper  on  the  23rd  of 
February,  1889,  and  presumably  posted 
by  him  on  the  22nd.  It  contained  a  £10 
not«,  which  it  was  ascertained  had  been 
paid  to  Pigott  by  Mr.  Houston  in  Sep- 
tember, 1888,  and  a  £10  note  and  a  £5 
note  which  Mr.  Soames  had  drawn  from 
the  bank,  one  in  August  and  the  other 
in  September,  1888. 

MAJOR  LE  CARON. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  the  Reports  of  Le 
Caron  to  Mr.  Anderson,  which  were  paid 
for  with  public  moneys,  and  which  were 
lent  to  Le  Caron,  are  now  in  safe  official 
keeping;  and  whether  Le  Caron  has 
received  any  further  money  from  the 
Government  since  he  gave  his  evidence 
before  the  late  Special  Commission? 

*Mr.  C.  GRAHAM :  Before  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  answers  the  question,  I 
should  like  to  ask  whether  Le  Caron  was 
employed  for  the  first  time  by  the 
present  Government ;  or  whether  he  was 
passed  over  to  them  as  a  legacy  by  their 
predecessors  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  All  the  material 
facts  connected  with  Le  Caron  were 
stated  in  his  evidence  before  the  Special 
Commission,  to  which  I  will  refer  the 
hon.  Member.  In  reply  to  the  ques- 
tion on  the  Paper,  I  have  to  say  that 
I  am  informed  that  the  documents  which 
were  placed  at  the  disposal  of  Le  Caron 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  him  to  give 
his  evidence  have  all  been  returned  to 
Mr.  Anderson.  The  answer  to  the 
second  question  is  in  the  negative. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:  May  I  aak 
whether,  considering  that  Mr.  Anderson 
surrendered  the  letters  to  Le  Caron 
without    permission    from    the    Home 
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Office,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks 
that  the  documents  are  in  safe  official 
keeping  with  him? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  think  I  am  in  a 
position  to  show  conclusively  that  there 
was  no  breach  of  confidence. 

Mb.  COBB:  Did  I  understand  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  last  Session 
that  Mr.  Anderson  had  kept  no  list  of  the 
documents ;  and,  if  so,  how  could  he 
know  that  Le  Caron  had  given  them  all 
back? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  no  recol- 
lection of  Mr.  Anderson  making  any  such 
statement. 

THE  SALFORD  GAS  FRAUDS. 

Mr.  HOWORTH  (Salford,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether,  in  view  of  the 
opportunities  for  further  corruption 
afforded  thereby,  he  proposes  to  cancel  or 
alter  a  prison  rule  under  which  a  person 
who  is  charged  with  bribing  a  corpora- 
tion official,  who  has  been  convicted  of 
embezzling  public  monies,  is  allowed  to 
have  access  to  the  person  so  charging 
him  without  the  intervention  of  a  third 
person ;  and,  whether,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  Prison  Board  have  forbidden 
Mr.  Ellis  Lever  to  have  further  access  to 
the  prisoner  except  in  the  presence  of  a 
third  person  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  When  Mr.  Rhodes 
and  his  client,  Mr.  Lever,  saw  the  prisoner 
it  was  in  the  presence  and  hearing  of  a 
warder,  permission  having  been  obtained 
on  the  grounds  I  stated  yesterday.  The 
Prison  Commissioners  have  since  refused 
to  allow  a  second  interview  of  any  kind, 
unless  a  statement  made  to  them  by  the 
Town  Clerk  of  Salford  can  be  refuted — 
namely,  that  the  prisoner  could  not 
possibly  in  any  sense  be  a  witness  for  the 
defendant,  and  that  a  further  interview 
would  be  greatly  opposed  to  the 
interests  of  justice.  I  am  now 
considering  with  the  Prison  Com- 
missioners what  general  practice  shall  be 
adopted  in  future  with  regard  to  visits  by 
solicitors  and  others. 

THE  POST  OFFICE  AT  MINGSHALL 
NEW  VILLAGE. 
Sib  WILLIAM  PliOWDEN  (Wol- 
verhampton, W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  when  he  will  replace 
the  post  office  at  Mingshall  New  Village, 
Wolverhampton,  which  has  now  for  two 
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at  Kilkenny  of  the  larceny  of  a  certain 
X5  (Bank  of  Ireland)  note,  which  he  had 
passed  to  a  respectable  merchant,  one 
Mr.  Hackett,  of  that  city  in  the  conrse 
of  bnsiness,  who,  through  his  assistance, 
procured  change  therefor  in  single  £\ 
notes;  likewise  in  the  course  of  busi- 
ness, from  another  respectable  merchant, 
Mr.  Kerwick.  The  constabulary  called 
upon  the  latter,  who  submitted  his  cash- 
box  to  them,  out  of  which  the  prosecu- 
trix selected  and  identified  the  stolen 
note ;  and  subsequently,  after  the  con- 
viction, the  going  Judge  of  Assize  made 
an  order  to  have  the  JB5  note  given  to 
the  prosecutrix ;  and  whether,  in  view 
of  the  facility  so  promptly  afforded  in 
the  administration  of  justice  in  this  case, 
and  the  injurious  effect  in  future  of 
losses  accroiing  in  similar  cases,  and 
especially  having  regard  to  the  decision 
in  R.  V.  Stanton,  7  C.  and  P.  431,  whereby 
it  would  appear  that  the  law  in  the  case 
is  doubtful,  the  Government  will  recoup 
Mr.  Kervick  for  his  loss  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  understand 
that  it  is  the  case  that  a  man  was  con- 
victed for  the  theft  of  two  £5  bank- 
notes, one  of  which  was  traced  by  the 
police  as  having  been  paid  by  the 
prisoner  to  Mr.  Hackett,  who  obtained 
change  for  it  from  Mr.  Kerwick.  The 
Judge  did  order  that  the  stolen  note  should 
be  returned  to  the  owner,  who  prose- 
cuted. Mr.  Kerwick's  ciuse  is  admittedly 
a  hard  one  ;  but  I  am  iwlvised  that  there 
are  no  funds  at  the  disposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment out  of  which  he  could  be 
recouped. 

POSTAL  DELIVERIES.: 
Mr.  murphy  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  if 
he  can  explain  why  letters  from  Ireland 
are  not  delivered  in  Southport,  Lan- 
cashire, Newciistle,  Stjiffordshire,  and 
other  English  towns  on  Sunday  mornings, 
while  letters  from  other  parts  of  the 
kingdom  are  duly  delivered  on  Sundays 
in  those  places ;  whether  complaints 
have  reached  his  Department  on  this 
subject ;  and  whether  arrangements  will 
be  made  to  secure  equal  facilities  for  the 
delivery  of  mails  from  all  parts  of  the 
kingdom  1 

*Mr.  RAIKES  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 

Member,  I  have  to  say  that  there  is  no 

train     at     present    running    by    which 

Saturday   night's   letters    from    Ireland 

Mr.  JfaritiT) 


could  be  brought  into  either  of  the  towng 
named  in  time  for  Sunday  moming^s 
delivery.  ^  far  as  I  am  aware,  no 
complaints  respecting  the  communicatiGa 
have  reached  the  Department ;  but  the 
matter  shall  be  kept  in  view,  in  order 
that  advantage  may  be  taken  of  any 
opportunity  that  may  offer  of  improving 
the  service. 

ARRESTS  AT  NEWBRIDGE. 

Mr.  CAREW(Kildare,  N.):  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lifn- 
tenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  the  following  state- 
ment in  the  Daily  News  of  20th  Febru- 
ary : — 

^'Twenty-ninemore  workmen  were  arresUd 
to-day  in  Clongorey  for  building  houses  for  the 
shelter  of  evicted  tenants.  I'he  arrests  were 
effected  by  a  force  of  100  policemen,  and  the 
prisoners  were  brought  handcuffed  to  New- 
bridge,  and  wore  detained  in  the  Bridewell 
until  6  o'clock,  when  they  were  discharged 
under  bail  to  appear  at  Newbridge  Petty 
Sessions  to-morrow  week.  The  district  has 
been  greatly  excited  by  these  arrests  ;" 

whether  it  is  a  fact  that  on  a  previous 
day  14  other  tradesmen  and  labourers 
engaged  in  similar  work  were,  with  Mr. 
Everett,  their  foreman,  arrested  and 
brought  to  Newbridge  police  barrack ; 
whether  these  men  at  the  time  of  their 
arrest  were  working  ou  land  from  which 
tenants  had  been  previously  evicted,  or 
on  land  still  in  occupation  of  tenants ; 
why  were  tliey  handcuffed,  or  did  they 
show  any  disposition  to  evade  arrest ; 
and  on  what  ground  or  by  whose  autho- 
rity were  the  forces  of  the  Crown  so 
employed  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  asked 
for  information,  but  I  have  not  yet  suc- 
ceeded in  obtaining  it. 

Mr.  CAREW  :  I  will  repeat  the  ques- 
tion on  Monday. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  :  What 
was  the  charge  against  these  men,  and 
what  authority  had  the  police  for  arrest- 
ing them  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  will  cause 
inquiry  to  1x3  made. 

THE  LATE  RICHARD  PIGOTT. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  what  amount  of 
money  belonging  to  the  late  Richard 
Pigott  was  sent  over,  or  brought  over,  to 
this  country  after  his  suicide  in  Spain  \ 
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and  what  has  become  of  that  money; 
and  whether  certain  notes,  which  had 
been  in  the  possession  of  Richard  Pigott 
after  he  had  given  evidence  before  the 
late  Special  Commission,  were  traced  by 
the  police  to  Mr.  Soames,  or  to  some 
other  person  connected  with  the  Times 
in  the  proceedings  before  the  Special 
Commission  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  informed 
that  the  only  money  found  on  Pigott  after 
his  death  and  brought  to  this  country 
consisted  of  a  very  small  sum  in  silver 
and  copper.  I  presume  that  the  second 
inquiry  refers  to  a  remittance  received 
by  Pigott 's  housekeeper  on  the  23rd  of 
February,  1889,  and  presumably  posted 
by  him  on  the  22nd.  It  contained  a  <£10 
note,  which  it  was  ascertained  had  been 
paid  to  Pigott  by  Mr.  Houston  in  Sep- 
tember, 1888,  and  a  £10  note  an^  a  £5 
note  which  Mr.  Soames  had  drawn  from 
the  bank,  one  in  August  and  the  other 
in  September,  1888. 

MAJOR  LE  CARON. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  the  Reports  of  Le 
Caron  to  Mr.  Anderson,  which  were  paid 
for  with  public  moneys,  and  wliich  were 
lent  to  Le  Caron,  are  now  in  safe  official 
keeping;  and  whether  Le  Caron  has 
received  any  further  money  from  the 
Government  since  he  gave  his  evidence 
before  the  late  Special  Commission? 

*Mb.  C.  GRAHAM :  Before  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  answers  the  question,  I 
should  like  to  ask  whether  Le  Caron  was 
employed  for  the  first  time  by  the 
present  Government ;  or  whether  he  was 
passed  over  to  them  as  a  legacy  by  their 
predecessors  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  All  the  material 
facts  connected  with  Le  Caron  were 
stated  in  his  evidence  before  the  Special 
Commission,  to  which  I  will  refer  the 
hon.  Member.  In  reply  to  the  ques- 
tion on  the  Paper,  I  have  to  say  that 
I  am  informed  that  the  documents  which 
were  placed  at  the  disposal  of  Le  Caron 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  him  to  give 
his  evidence  have  all  been  returned  to 
Mr.  Anderson.  The  answer  to  the 
second  question  is  in  the  negative. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:  May  I  ask 
whether,  considering  that  Mr.  Anderson 
surrendered  the  letters  to  Le  Caron 
without    permission    from    the  '  Home 
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Office,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks 
that  the  documents  are  in  safe  official 
keeping  with  him? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  think  I  am  in  a 
position  to  show  conclusively  that  there 
was  no  breach  of  confidence. 

Mb.  COBB:  Did  I  understand  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  last  Session 
that  Mr.  Anderson  had  kept  no  list  of  the 
documents ;  and,  if  so,  how  could  he 
know  that  Le  Caron  had  given  them  all 
back? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  no  recol- 
lection of  Mr.  Anderson  making  any  such 
statement. 

THE  SALFORD  GAS  FRAUDS. 

Mb.  HOWORTH  (Salford,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether,  in  view  of  the 
opportunities  for  further  corruption 
afforded  thereby,  he  proposes  to  cancel  or 
alter  a  prison  rule  under  which  a  person 
who  is  charged  with  bribing  a  corpora- 
tion official,  who  has  been  convicted  of 
embezzling  public  monies,  is  allowed  to 
have  access  to  the  person  so  charging 
him  without  the  intervention  of  a  third 
person;  and,  whether,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  Prison  Board  have  forbidden 
Mr.  Ellis  Lever  to  have  further  access  to 
the  prisoner  except  in  the  presence  of  a 
third  person  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  When  Mr.  Rhodes 
and  his  client,  Mr.  Lever,  saw  the  prisoner 
it  was  in  the  presence  and  hearing  of  a 
warder,  permission  having  been  obtained 
on  the  grounds  I  stated  yesterday.  The 
Prison  Commissioners  have  since  refused 
to  allow  a  second  interview  of  any  kind, 
unless  a  statement  made  to  them  by  the 
Town  Clerk  of  Salford  can  be  refuted — 
namely,  that  the  prisoner  could  not 
possibly  in  any  sense  be  a  witness  for  the 
defendant,  and  that  a  further  interview 
would  be  greatly  opposed  to  the 
interests  of  justice.  I  am  now 
considering  with  the  Prison  Com- 
missioners what  general  practice  shall  be 
adopted  in  future  with  regard  to  visits  by 
solicitors  and  others. 

THE  POST  OFFICE  AT  MINGSHALL 
NEW  VILLAGE. 
Sib  WILLIAM  PLOWDEN  (Wol- 
verhampton, W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  when  he  will  replace 
the  post  office  at  Mingshall  New  Village, 
Wolverhampton,  which  has  now  for  two 
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months  been  without  even  a  clearance 
box,  causing  great  inconvenience  to  a 
large  population  ? 

*Mr.  RAIKES  :  In  reply  to  the   hon- 

Member,  I  find  that  the  person  selected 

to  conduct  the  post  office  at  Mingshall 

has  just  declined  the  situation.  It  will 
be  necessary,  therefore,  to  select 
another  person,  and  I  have  given  in- 
structions for  this  to  be  done,  and  the 
office  to  be  re-opened  with  the  least 
possible  delay. 

ALLEGED   PERJURY  IJJ  THE  COUNTY 

COURTS. 

M».  BRYN  ROBERTS  (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  his  Honour,  Judge  Seymour, 
stated  publicly  in  the  County  Court  at 
Hexham,  on  the  7th  inst.  : — 

''That  he  had  heard  since  the  Ist  of  Octoher  last 
more  deliberate  perjury  in  the  County  Court 
than  during  a  lifelong  career  in  Civil  and 
Criminal  Courts  in  Assize  in  London  ;" 

whether  Judge  Chalmers,  of  Birming- 
ham Court,  also  recently  declared  pub- 
licly his  conviction  that  the  atmosphere 
of  the  court  was  steeped  in  perjury,  and 
that  he  went 

"  Home  occasionally  absolutely  in  despair  as 
to  whether  he  had  been  doing  justice  or  injus- 
tice, owing  to  *'  the  terrible  amount  of  hard 
absolute  lying  that  occurs  in  that  court :  " 

and  whether  he  will  introduce  some 
measure  to  check  the  perjury  that  is 
thus  oflBcially  stated  to  be  prevalent  in 
England  ? 

The    secretary    of    STATE    for 

THE      HOME      DEPARTMENT     (Mr. 

Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  have  no 
information  as  to  what  was  said  by 
Judge  Seymour ;  but  I  am  informed  by 
Judge  Chalmers  that  he  did  make  a 
statement  in  the  sense  of  the  words 
quoted,  and  that  he  was  alluding 
especially  to  petty  cases  in  his  urban 
County  Court.  In  the  more  important 
cases  above  £20  he  stated  that  there  is  a 
marked  decrease  of  perjury,  and  in  his 
country  districts  there  is  a  distinctly 
higher  respect  for  truth.  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  introduce  legislation  on  the 
subject.  The  law  provides  already  an 
adequate  punishment  for  perjury,  ranging 
from  imprisonment  up  to  seven  years' 
penal  servitude. 

»Sir  WUIiam  Plou^dev 


LORD  WOLSELEY  AND   THE  QUEENS 
REGULATIOKS. 

Mr.  liABOUCHERE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
the  publication  in  the  current  number  of 
ffarper^s  Magazine  of  the  article  on 
"  The  Standing  Army  of  Great  Britain," 
by  Lord  Wolseley,  constitutes  an  infrac- 
tion of  the  lastsentencp  of  paragraph  11, 
section  vi.,  of  the  Queen's  Regulations, 
which  runs  as  follows : — 

'*  OfiScers  and  soldiers  are  prohibited  from 
publishing  or  communicating  to  the  Press 
without  special  authority,  either  directly  or 
indirectly,  information  relative  to  the  numbers, 
movements,  or  operations  of  the*  Troops,  or 
details  regarding  fortifications,  armaments,  or 
experiments  made  in  connection  with  military 
matters.  They  are  not  to  attempt  to  prejudice 
questions  under  investigation  by  the  publica- 
tion, anonymously  or  otherwise,  of  their 
opinions.*' 

♦Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  I  am  inclined 
to  think  that  the  article  in  question  does 
constitute  an  infraction  of  the  Queen's 
Regulations  ;  but,  independently  of  that 
consideration.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  of  opinion  that  members  of  the 
Headquarters  Staff  are  bound  specially 
to  abstain  from  discussing  in  public  ques- 
tions connected  with  the  War  Depart- 
ment. I  have  been  in  communication 
with  Lord  Wolseley  on  the  subject,  and 
he  informs  me  that  the  article  in  ques- 
tion is  more  than  a  year  old.  I  am  quite 
sure  that  it  was  far  from  his  intention  to 
violate  any  rule  on  the  subject,  and  that 
such  a  case  is  not  likely  to  recur. 

STATE-AIDED      SCHOOLS      IN 
SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Rollox)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  he  is  aware  that  teachers  in 
every  State-aided  school  in  Scotland 
keep  a  roll  made  up  daily,  and  summed 
up  weekly,  showing  the  total  weekly 
average  attendance,  and  the  weekly 
average  attendance  of  infants,  and  of 
children  in  each  of  the  six  standards, 
and  in  Ex.  VI.  in  their  school ',  and  that 
the  number  of  fee-paying  schools  in 
Scotland,  in  which  fees  may  be  charged 
under  paragraph  7  of  the  Minute  of 
the  Scotch  Education  Department  of 
August  26th,  is  only  44,  and  belong  to  a 
much  lesser  number  of  School  Boards ; 
whether  there  is  any  good  reason  why 
the  teacher  in  each  of  these  44  fee-pay- 
ing Scliools  should  not  he  able  to  give  by 
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ratum  of  post  the  particulars  as  to 
attendances  in  their  schools,  set  forth  in 
the  Motion  for  a  Return  as  to  Fee-Pay- 
ing Schools  (Scotland),  which  appears  on 
the  Notice  Paper  of  to-day  ;  and  whether 
the  Government  will  consent  to  this 
Raturn  ? 

*The  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson,  Buteshire)  :  As  I  informed 
the  hon.  Member  yesterday,  certain  items 
of  information  requested  in  the  Return 
for  which  he  proposes  to  move  are  not 
in  possession  of  the  Department,  and  the 
rules  as  to  registration  do  not  require 
that  the  Registers  should  be  so  kept  as 
to  enable  *School  Managers  to  give  the 
attendances  ,according  to  standards,  the 
children  being  classified  in  the  Registers 
according  to  sex  and  age.  Such  informa- 
tion could  not  be  given  without  very 
considerable  trouble  to  the  stafE  of  the 
schools.  But  as  we  are  anxious  to  give 
to  the  hon.  Member  all  the  information 
in  our  power,  wo  shall  without  delay 
communicate  with  the  authorities  of  the 
schools,  with  the  view  of  ascertaining 
•  whether  this  information  can  be  given ; 
and,  if  so,  we  shall  be  prepared  to  give 
the  Return  in  the  form  he  desires. 

IRISH  BUTTER. 

Mr.  SHEEHAN  (Kerry,  E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  correspondence 
and  articles  which  appeared  recently  in 
the  Irish  Press,  alleging  that  the  values 
of  Irish  butter  are  materially  reduced 
owing  to  the  depreciation  of  the  standard 
of  the  brands  affixed  to  the  butters  in- 
s;D3ct8d  in  Cork  Butter  Market,  which  is 
regulatsd  by  the  provisions  of  a  recent 
Act  of  Parliament ;  and  wliether  any 
Government  Department  in  Ireland  has 
the  power  to  hold  an  inquiry  into  the 
matter  and  to  enforca  any  necessary 
reforms  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.-  BALFOUR :  I  will  make 
inquiry  if  the  ton.  Member  will  put 
down  the  question  again. 

IRISH  JUDICIAL  RENTS. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  in  Ireland  tenants  who  have 
had  judicial  rents  fixed,  and  who  hold 
under  statutory  terms,  have  no  votes  in 
the  formation  of  Drainage  Boards,  though 


tenants  holding  for  terms  of  40  years 
possess  the  right  to  vote ;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  the  general  indisposition  of 
landlords,  whose  tenants  have  had  fair 
rents  fixed,  to  assume  any  pecuniary 
burdens  in  respect  of  land  improvements, 
and  the  fact  that  a  judicial  tenant's  in- 
terest is  practically  perpetual,  the  Govern- 
ment will  assent  to  a  Bill  so  amending 
the  definition  of  "  proprietors "  under 
the  Drainage  Acts  as  to  give  to  statutory 
tenants  the  same  rights  under  these  Acts 
as  tenants  who  hold  under  leases  of  which 
40  years  are  unexpired  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  understand 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  in  error  in  sup- 
posing that  tenants  holding  for  terms  of 
40  years  possess  the  right  to  vote  on 
Drainage  Boards.  The  qualification  is  an 
unexpired  term  of  40  years.  At  present 
the  burden  consequent  upon  the  execu- 
tion of  drainage  works  falls  in  the  first 
instance  upon  the  landlords.  It  would 
not  be  fair  to  give  to  the  tenants  the 
right  of  imposing  this  burden.  If  this 
difficulty  were  got  over,  I  see  no  objection 
in  principle  to  giving  tenants  the  right 
to  vote  on  Drainage  Boards. 

Mr.  M.  HEALY  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  his  assent  to  a  Bill  for 
the  transference  of  the  burdens  from  the 
landlords  to  the  tenant^}  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  cannot  pro- 
mise until  I  have  seen  the  Bill. 

CATHOLIC  CONSTABLES  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  T.M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  :  Ibeg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  is  the 
fact  that,  on  the  29th  June  and  15th 
August  last,  two  holidays  in  the 
Catholic  Church,  the  Catholic  constables 
under  theordersof  Sergeant  Clare  (station 
sergeant  at  Kevin  Street  in  the  Dublin 
Metropolitan  Police)  were  prevented 
from  hearing  mass,  being  at  an  early 
hour  taken  to  the  Phoenix  Park  and 
drilled  there  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  answered 
this  question  yest-erday,  but  I  will  repeat 
what  I  said.  It  is  not  the  fact  that 
Catholic  constables  were  prevented  from 
hearing  mass  by  being  taken  at  an  early 
hour  to  the  Phoenix  Park. 

Mr.    M.   HEALY:    The    answer    of 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  that  it  waa 

not  so.       My  informant  says  that  it  was, 

and  in  face  of  this  conflict  of  testimony 
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■will  the  right  hon.  Gentlemart  afPord 
facilities  for  a  Departmental  inquiiy  T 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  informed 
thftt  mass  was  celebrated  as  early  as 
6.30  a.m.  at  a  Catholic  chapel  within  a 
few  minutes'  walk  of  the  barracks,  so 
that  there  was  ample  time  for  Catholic 
constables  to  have  attended  if  they  had 
been  so  disposed. 

Mk.  M.  HEALY:  Did  the  men 
receive  information  that  if  they  did  not 
attend  mass  at  6.30  a.m.  in  the  morning 
they  conld  not  attend  at  all  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
aware. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  ACTS. 

Me.  MAURICE  HEALr :  I  beg  to 
oak  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  is  the 
case  that  the  Government  have  recently 
been  collecting  statistics  as  to  the  num- 
ber of  tenants  in  Ireland  excluded  from 
the  operation  of  the  Land  Acts,  as  holding 
under  lettiuga  wholly  or  mainly  for  the 
purpose  of  pasture  ;  whether,  if  so,  the 
information  collected  willibe  published  ; 
and  whether  the  Government  are  now 
willing  to  relax  the  law  excluding  this 
large  and  important  body  of  Irish 
tenants  from  the  right  to  have  their 
rents  revised  by  the  Land  Courts  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR ;  I  have  hecn 
collecting  information  relating  to  asricul- 
tural  holdings,  bnt  not  for  the  purpose 


CORK    LONfl    LEASEHOLDEltS     ASSO- 

CIATION. 

Mr.   MAURICE    HEALY  :  I  beg  to 

ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  tji  a  recent  resolution 
of  the  Cork  Long  Leaseholders  Associa- 
tion, pointing  out  the  grievances  under 
which  tenants  excluded  by  the  length  of 
their  leases  from  the  benefits  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1887  labour;  whether  he 
can  give  any  information  to  the  House  as 
to  the  probable  number  of  such  lease- 
holders in  Ireland ;  and  whether,  in  view 
of  a  general  scheme  of  land  purchase,  the 
Government  will  now  consent  to  admit 
such  tenants  to  the  right  of  having  their 
rents  fixed  by  the  Land  Courts  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  have  received 

resolutions    from    this    Association   and 

others,  but  I  have  no  information  as  to 

the  numberofleaeeholdersin  the  country, 

Mr.  M.  Healy 


nor  do  I  think  it  possible  to  collect  it. 
There  is  no  relation  between  the  scheme 
of  land  purchase  and  the  fixing  of  judicial 
rents. 

MR.  J.M'ENERY. 

Mr.  O'KBEFFE:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  if  it  be  a 
fact  that  Mr.  John  M'E^ery,  editor  of  the 
Limerick  Leader,  wEts  arrested  in  the 
City  of  Limerick  yesterday,  on  a  charge 
of  simply  publishing  a  report  of  speeches 
delivered  at  a  meeting  of  the  local 
branch  of  the  National  League,  on 
3rd  February  last,  of  that  city,  without 
editorial  comment ;  and  if,  in  view  of 
recent  decisions  of  the  County  Court 
Judge  of  Waterford  on  such  publications, 
such  a  prosecution  is  legal,  and  ought  to 
be  persisted  in ! 

The  An-ORNBY  GENERAL  ifOR 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University  of 
Dublin) ;  This  question  relates  to  a 
prosecution  which  is  now  pending,  and  it 
woolii,  therefore,  be  obviously  improper 
for  me  to  say  more  on  the  subject  than 
that,  aaanming  the  fiiets  to  be  correctly 
stated  in  the  question,  this  case  will 
afford  an  additional  opportunity  of 
ascertaining  whether  the  view  of  the 
law  attributed  to  Judge  Waters  is  in 
accordance  with  the  law  as  authorita- 
tively laid  down  by  the  Exchequer 
Division  in  Ireland. 

STRIKES  IN  LONDON -CON  DUCT 
OF  POLICE. 

Mb.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  ISepartment  if  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  alleged  interference 
by  the  police  with  "  pickets "  during 
the  recent  dock  strike  and  the  gas 
stokers  strike  ;  and  whether,  in  so  doing, 
they  were  acting  under  orders,  or  on 
their  individual  responsibility  1 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  My  attention  has 
not  been  called  to  any  particular  alleged 
interference  by  the  police  with  pickets 
during  the  recent  dock  strike  or  gas 
strike.  If  the  hon.  Member  will  put  a 
question  on  the  Paper  specifying  date 
and  place  I  will  make  any  further 
inquiry  that  he  may  desire. 

THE  AUSTRALIAN  COLONIEa— 

CONFERENCE  AT  MELBOURNE. 

SiK     GEORGE      BADEN-POWELL 

(Liverpool,  Kirkdale)  :    I  beg  to  ask  the 
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Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
wlietlier  it  will  be  practicable  to  procure 
and  present  to  this  House  Papers  and 
Correspondence  affording  an  account  of 
the  Conference  held  in  Melbourne  for 
the  purpose  of  inaugurating  closer  union 
among  the  Australian  Colonies  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron 
H.  de  Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  : 
During  the  preliminary  negotiations 
which  have  taken  place  in  Melbourne 
no  points  have  arisen  requiring  a 
reference  to  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  there  is  as  yet  no  correspondence  to 
present ;  but  it  is  expected  that  a  Report 
of  the  proceedings  will  arrive  in  March, 
when  it  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

IMMIGRATION  OF  FOREIGN  PAUPERS. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  if,  with  a  view  to  reducing 
the  immigration  of  Foreign  paupers  and 
their  competition  with  the  wage-earners 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  take  measures 
to  provide  for  a  record  of  the  names, 
sexes,  ages,  occupations.  Nationalities, 
and  destination  of  all  alien  steerage  and 
deck  passengers  arriving  at  ports  of 
the  United  Kingdom  and  not  in  posses- 
sion of  through  tickets  to  other  countries, 
under  the  provisions  of  the  still  running 
Alien  Act,  as  recommended  by  the  Select 
Committtee  upon  the  Immigration  of 
Foreigners  in  1888  and  1889;  and  if, 
also,  British  Consuls  at  European  sea- 
ports will  be  instructed  to  direct  sp  cial 
attention  to  the  collection  of  information 
on  the  subject  of  the  emigration  of  desti- 
tute persons  to  the  United  Kingdom  ? 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  Is  it  not  the 
fact  that  the  evidenca  reported  on  by 
the  Select  Committee  referred  to  shows 
that  there  are  scarcely  any  foreign  immi- 
grants who  are  in  receipt  of  pauper  aid  ? 
Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT :  In  con- 
sequence of  the  intervrention  of  the  hon. 
Member  opposite,  I  must  ask  my  right 
hon.  Friend  if  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  paragraphs  3,  4,  6,  and  7  of  the 
general  conclusions  of  the  Committee, 
which  state  shortly — (1)  that  the  better 
class  of  foreign  immigrants  only  arrive 
in  transit  to  other  countries  (chiefly 
America),  but  the  poorest  and  worst 
class  remain  here  ;  (2)  that  the  distribu- 


tion of  these  poor  aliens,  both  as  regards 
localities  and  trades,  is  such  that  the 
pressure  occasioned  is  out  of  proportion 
to  their  numbers ;  (3)  that  they  work 
for  less  wages  and  longer  hours  than 
British  workmen,  and  are  very  dirty  and 
uncleanly  in  their  habits  ? 

*The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach,  Bris- 
tol, W.)  :  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  that  in  this 
connection  the  word  "pauper"  is  a 
misnomer,  because  a  pauper  is  a  person 
who  is  in  receipt  of  Poor  Law  relief, 
and  I  believe  that  many  of  these  persons 
cannot  be  so  described.  On  the  other 
hand,  as  they  are  of  a  very  poor  class  and 
work  for  very  low  wages,  their  competi- 
tion may  drive  our  own  people  to  obtain 
Poor  Law  relief.  Therefore,  I  think  that 
both  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
and  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me  are  in  the 
right.  With  regard  to  the  question  on 
the  Paper,  the  Government  feel  the 
great  importance  of  the  whole  subject, 
and  we  are  making  the  necessary  in- 
quiries and  arrangements  to  carry  out,  as 
far  as  possible,  the  recommendations  of 
the  Select  Committee  as  to  a  statistical 
record,  including  a  statistical  record  such 
as  is  described  in  the  hon.  Member's 
question.  There  are  some  difficulties  in 
the  matter  ;  but  the  best  use  will  be  made 
of  the  existing  materials  and  powers,  so 
that  the  Government  and  the  public  may 
be  informed  on  the  subject.  With 
regard  to  the  last  part  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's question,  the  British  Consuls  at 
the  principal  European  seaports  in  proxi- 
mity to  this  country  have  been  directed 
by  the  Foreign  Office  to  collect  informa- 
tion as  to  the  emigration  of  destitute 
aliens  to  the  United  Kingdom,  which 
information  will  b3  published  in  due 
course. 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  Have  the  Go- 
vernment the  smallest  intantion  of  en- 
forcing the  provisions  of  the  Alien  Act 
as  they  stand  ? 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  As  far  as  it 
is  necessary  to  obtain  the  information 
recommended  to  be  obtained  by  the 
Select  Committee. 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  provisions  of 
the  Alien  Act  require  every  person, 
without  reference  to  his  means,  to  lodge 
with  the  officer  his  name  and  a  certificate 
of  his  coming  into  the  country,  to  state 
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when  be  is  going  to  leave  it,  and  to  get 
tlie  certificate  before  leaving? 

♦Sib  M.  hicks  BEACH :  I  do  not 
mean  to  imply  that  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  will  be  universally  enforced ;  but,  of 
course,  it  is  obvious  that  this  kind  of 
immigration  tikes  place  practically  only 
at  certain  ports,  and  the  powers  of  the 
Alien  Act,  as  far  as  they  are  necessary 
and  as  far  as  they  can  be  put  in  force 
without  great  public  inconvenience,  will 
be  put  in  force. 

IRELAND— THE   SPECIAL  COM- 
•  MISSION. 

Mb.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.  E.,  Rugby)  : 
1  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  the  Governraent  pro- 
jjose  to  take  any  sfcap  as  to  the  Ref)ort  of  the 
Special  Commission,  after  the  decision  of 
the  House  has  been  taken  upon  the 
Resolution  of  which  he  has  given  notice  ? 
*The  first  lord  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  can  only  tell  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  question  has  neither 
been  raised  nor  considered  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  has  the  Trea- 
sury asked  for,  and  been  furnished  with, 
a  list  of  the  witnesses,  or  of  any  of 
the  witnesses,  before  the  late  Special 
Commission  ;  and,  if  so,  with  what  object ; 
and  whether,  befora  any  Vote  for  the 
expenses  of  these  witnesses  is  asked  for, 
he  will  give  an  assurance  that  Members 
will  be  furnished  with  a  list  of  the 
witnesses  in  regard  to  whom  moneys  are 
to  be  paid  ? 

♦The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  :  No 
application  has  been  made  to  the 
Treasury  for  the  payment  of  the  expenses 
of  the  witnesses.  The  Treasury  has  no 
information  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Perhaps  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  will  answer 
the  second  part  of  the  question  1 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  can  hardly 
undertake  to  give  an  assurance  that 
Members  will  be  furnished  with  a  list  of 
witnesses  in  regard  to  matters  on 
which  we  have  no  information  directly 
or  indirectly. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  What   I   want 
to  know  is  this.      Does    the   right   hon. 
Gentleman,  or  do  the  Government,  con- 
Mr,  Bradlaugh 


template  paying  for   any  witnesses   who 
came  before  the  Special  Commission  1 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  We  certainly 
do  not  contemplate  making  any  expendi- 
ture, or  asking  the  House  to  incur  any 
expenditure,  when  we  have  not  been 
asked  to  do  so. 

♦Mr.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.)  :  Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the 
oflScials  of  the  Library  have  no  information 
as  to  the  Report  of  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Special  Commission  to  which 
he  referred  yesterday,  and  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  described  as  being 
different  from  that  given  in  the  daily 
newspapers,  and  can  the  right  hon. 
(veniileman  state  in  what  manner  access 
to  that  Ri'port  can  be  obtained  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  was  led  yester- 
day into  a  mis-statement  in  saying  that  the 
evidence  taken  before  the  Royal  Com- 
mission was  in  the  Librar}\  I  was  under 
that  impression  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  requested  that  it 
should  be  furnished.  I  regret  that  I 
was  kd  into  a  mis-statement.  The 
evidence  I  referred  to  is  the  evidence 
which  has  been  printed  by  order  of  the 
Royal  Commission,  consisting  of  11 
volumes.  Tliere  is  no  other  e\-idence  or 
Report.  That  evidence  will  be  placed  in 
the  Library  with  as  little  delay  as 
possible,  and  I  regret  that  it  has 
not  already  been  placed  there.  I 
am  asked  a  question  as  to  furnishing  the 
evidence  to  Members  who  desire  to  have 
it ;  every  exertion  will  be  made  by  the 
Stationery  Office  to  place  it  within  the 
reach  of  hon.  ^lembers  as  soon  as  it  can 
be  furnished. 

♦Mr.  WALLACE :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intend  that  his  Motion  with 
regard  to  the  Special  Commission  shall 
be  postponed  until  the  evidence  has  been 
a  reasonable  time  in  the  Library,  or  has 
been  furnished  to  Members  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  anticipated  that 
some  questions  would  be  asked  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  on  this  subject,  and 
I  intended  to  say  that,  ss  I  find  it 
probable  that  the  discussion  on  the 
Address  will  not  be  entirely  concluded 
this  evening,  the  Government  will  not  ask 
the  House  to  consider  the  Resolution  of 
which  I  gave  notice  on  Monday.  And 
further,  communications  have  been  made 
to  me  that  it  would  be  inconvenient, 
under  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  that 


S93 


Western 


{February  21,  1890} 


Australia. 


894 


the  debate  should  be  entered  upon  at  an 
early  day  next  week.  The  circumstances 
of  the  case  are,  in  my  humble  judgment, 
urgent;  and  therefore  I  propose  to  come 
to  some  understanding  in  the  course  of 
the  evening  as  to  the  day  on  which  the 
debate  will  be  taken,  and  to  make  a 
statement  on  the  subject  before  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  to-night.  I 
should  hope  that  it  will  be  possible  to 
take  the  Supplementary  Estimates  in  the 
course  of  next  week,  and  in  that  event  I 
should  have  to  give  notice  of  a  request  to 
the  House  to  give  facilities  for  that 
purpose ;  and  if  the  day  were  a  con- 
venient one  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Motion  of  which  I  have  given  notice  I 
should  probably  fix  it  for  Monday,  the 
3rd  of  March.  But  I  desire  to  make  that 
arrangement  so  as  to  meet  as  far  as 
possible  the  convenience  of  Members  in 
all  parts  of  the  House. 

Mr.  M.  HEALY  :  Is  the  House  to 
conclude  that  the  Chief  Secretary  will 
introduce  his  Bill  before  the  debate  on  the 
Report  of  the  Commission  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  That  must  de- 
pend on  the  course  of  public  business.  I 
have  stated  that  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
that  we  should  have  a  certain  amount  of 
Supply  before  the  end  of  the  financial 
year ;  and  I  should  not  be  justified  in 
allowing  next  week  to  pass  without 
taking  some  Supply,  if  we  are  not  able 
to  take  the  whole. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  Will  the 
speech  of  the  Attorney  General  be  in- 
cluded in  the  volumes  'if 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  am  informed 
that  it  is  included  in  the  volumes. 

THE  BLIND,  DEAF,  AND  DUMB. 

Mr.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  (Queen's 
County,  Ossory)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  introduce 
legislation  having  for  its  object  the 
amelioration  of  the  condition  of  the  blind 
and  deaf  and  dumb ;  and  whether  such 
legislation  will  be  in  general  agreement 
with  the  recommendations  of  the  Royal 
Commission,  as  embodied  in  their  Report 
just  issued  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  Government 
do  hope  to  be  able  to  introduce  legisla- 
tion ba.ving  for  its  object  the  amelioration 
of  the  condition  of  the  blind,  the  deaf, 


and  the  dumb,  and,  speaking  generally, 
the  proposed  legislation  will  follow  the 
recommendations  of  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission. 

Mr.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  :  Am  I  to 
understand  from  the  reply  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  -the  Government 
are  not  in  a  position  to  undertake  legis- 
lation at  once  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  cannot  add  to 
the  answer  I  have  already  given.  I  hope 
it  may  be  possible  to  introduce  a  Bill 
during  the  present  Session. 

FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  the  measure  relating 
to  Friendly  Societies,  mentioned  in  the 
Queen's  Speech,  will  relate  solely  to 
societies  and  companies  to  which  Section 
30  of  "The  Friendly  Societies  Act,  1875," 
is  applicable  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  Bill  relating 
to  Friendly  Societies  has  only  recently 
been  drafted,  and  it  is  impossible  for 
me  to  give  any  pledge  as  to  what  form 
it  may  take  before  it  is  introduced.  It 
will  follow  generally  the  line  of  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  of  last  year. 

WESTERN   AUSTRALIA. 

Mr.  G.  0.  MORGAN  (Denbighshire, 
E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  an  opportunity  will  be 
afforded  for  discussing  the  Western 
Australia  Constitution  Bill  before  it  is 
read  a  second  time  or  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  will  endeavour 
to  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
opportunity  he  desires  ;  but  at  present  it 
is  impossible  to  say  when  the  Bill  will  be 
taken. 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  Is  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  aware  that 
there  is  now  in  London  a  deputation  of 
colonists  from  Western  Australia  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  evidence  on  the  Bill ; 
and  whether  arrangements  can  be  made 
so  as  not  to  detain  them  in  this  country 
longer  than  is  necessary  ? 

♦Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  I  am  aware  of 
the  fact,  and  it  is  a  reason  why  the  Bill 
should  pass  a  Second  Reading  as  soon  as 
possible. 
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CHARITABLE    TRUSTS   (RENT- 
CHAROES). 

Raturn  ordered  — 

"Of  Rent- Charges  subject  to  Charitable 
Trusts  ia  the  counties  of  Warwick  and  Wor- 
cester, returned  as  paid  in  the  Reports  of  the 
Commissioners  for  inquiring  concerning  Cha- 
rities, 1819-37,  and  nut  now  paid  (in  continua- 
tion of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  309,  of 
Session  1889."— (6'/r  ITaUer  Foster,) 

MOTION, 


-•o*- 


GLEBE    LANDS    BILL. 


On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mowbray,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  occupation  of  Glebe 
Lands  in  England,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Mowbray,  Mr.  Childers,  Mr.  Talbot,  Mr. 
Tomlinson,  and  Mr.  Channing. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  160.] 

ORDERS  OF    THE  DAY, 


ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER   TO   HER 

MAJESTY'S    MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

[adjourned  debate.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Ddbate  on  Amendment  [20th  February] 
[see  page  774],  proposed  to  Question  [see 
page  128]. 

Question  again  proposed  "That  those 
words  be -there  inserted." 

D3bate  resumed. 

(4.15.)  Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury, 
E.):  I  do  not  intend  to  detain  the  House 
by  repeating  the  remarks  which  1  was 
making  last  evening  when  the  debate  was 
adjourned.  I  have  only  one  or  two 
remarks  to  add  to  what  I  have  already 
said.  It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the 
House  that  last  evening  I  mentioned  the 
fact  that  the  Home  Secretary  finds  it 
necessary  to  devote  his  time  and  take 
under  his  control  the  management  of 
hackney  carriages  in  London.  Whenever 
a  grievance  is  felt,  instead  of  the  Local 
Authorities  being  able  to  look  into  it,  it 
is  necessary  for  a  correspondence  to  be 
entered  into  with  the  Home  Office ;  and 
if  any  alteration  of  the  law  is  desired  we 
have  to  request  the  Home  Secretary  to 
receive  a  deputation,  which  necessarily 
takes  up  much  valuable  time,  which 
would  be  much  more  profitably  devoted 
to  matters  of  Imperial  importance.  This 
illustrates  the  absurd  way  in  which  local 
matters  in  London  are  conducted.    If  the 


control  of  the  hackney  carriages  were  given 
to  the  Local  Authority  in  London,  one 
advantage  which  I  am  confident  would 
result  from  it  is,  that  the  cost  of  the 
licences  would  be  reduced,  and  be  bronght 
more  into  proportion  with  what  it  is  in 
some  of  the  large  provincial  towns,  where, 
under  local  control,  the  cost  was  mnch 
less.  In  London  the  cost  of  a  licence  is 
<£2,  whereas  in  the  large  provincial  towns 
it  ranges  from  5s.  downwards.  Conse- 
quently, the  man  in  London  with  only 
one  vehicle  and  a  couple  of  horses  is 
placed  at  a  great  disadvantage.  There  is 
also  the  great  question  of  the  control  of 
the  police,  in  which  the  Metropolis  takes 
great  interest.  At  present  there  is  an 
amount  of  tension  existing  between  the 
police  in  London  and  the  people  which  it 
is  most  desirable,  for  every  reason,  to  put 
an  end  to  as  speedily  as  possible,  and 
that  can  only  be  done  by  intrusting  the 
Local  Authority  with  the  control  of  the 
force.  As  an  illustration  of  how  we 
suffer  in  London  from  this  circumstance, 
let  me  refer  the  House  to  the  strike 
known  as  the  Silvertown  strike,  which 
occurred  just  at  the  end  of  the  year. 
There  was  a  collision  between  some  of 
the  strikers  and  the  police ;  the  isc^a 
were  communicated  to  the  Home  Secre- 
tary', and  he  was  asked  for  an  inquiry  so 
that  the  whole  question  might  be 
thoroughly  thrashed  out ;  but  an  inquiry 
was  refused,  and  the  men  still  think — I 
do  not  say  whether  they  are  right  or 
wrong — that  the  police  exceeded  their 
duty.  In  a  provincial  town  the  matter 
would  have  been  thoroughly  sifted  by 
the  Watch  Committee  in  the  course  of  a 
few  hours.  If  it  were  found  that  the 
police  had  not  exceeded  their  duty,  they 
would  have  received  the  renewed  confidence 
of  the  people  ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  if  it 
were  found  that  they  had  exceeded  their 
duty,  they  would  have  been  called  to 
account.  Tlien,  again,  there  is  the  great 
subject  of  tlie  housing  of  the  working 
classes,  in  reference  to  which  I  am  glad  to 
see  that  the  Government  have  introduced 
a  Bill.  It  is  a  large  and  complicated 
question,  and  one  that  requires  to  be 
speedily  dealt  with  before  the  problem 
becomes  so  great  as  to  make  it  almost 
impossible  for  any  authority  to  grapple 
with  it.  The  same  remarks  apply  to  fiie 
question  of  the  consolidation  of  the 
sanitary  laws,  and  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  when  he  introduces  the  Bill 
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on  tliat  subject  will,  at  the  same  time, 
give  us  some  consolidation  of  the 
authorities  who  have  the  management  of 
those  laws,  and  remedy  the  state  of  chaos 
which  exists  at  present.  In  conclusion, 
I  would  urge  the  Government  to  give  us 
the  necessary  adjunct  to  their  Bill  of 
1888  by  establishing  the  proposed 
system  of  District  Councils,  and  so  per- 
fect the  machine  of  local  government 
in  the  Metropolis  that  we  may  be  able  to 
deal  effectively  with  those  great  social 
questions  which  so  deeply  affect  the 
welfare  of  the  people. 

•Mr.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea)  :  I  think 
it    is    important   that   it  should  not   be 
supposed  that  the   desire   to  substitute 
District    Councils    for    vestries   in   the 
Metropolis  is  altogether  confined  to  one 
side  of  the  House.      We  Conservatives 
are  in  favour  of  this  change.   But  I  do  not 
think  that  the  most  eager  Representative 
of  London  would  contend  that  the  crea- 
tion   of    District    Councils    is  of    such 
urgent  importance  as   the  extension   of 
land  purchase  in  Ireland  or   the  ques- 
tion of  tithes  throughout  Great  Britain. 
Nor  can  I  believe  that  any  hou.  Member 
opposite  thinks  that  the  creation  of  such 
Councils,  taking  a  London  view  of  the 
matter,  is   of    such   importance    to   the 
people   of    London    as  the  consolidation 
of  the  sanitary  la^s,  or   as   a   measure 
dealing  with  the  housing  of  the  working 
classes    in   the    Metropolis.       I    would 
urge  upon  the  Government,  when  they 
deal   with  the  latter  question,  to   give 
the  most  careful  attention  to   the   pro- 
blem of  re-housing  the  very  poor,  who 
are  displaced  under  Acts  of  Parliament, 
or  through  the  development  of   estates 
in  Central  London.      Our  object  should 
be  to  prevent  a  geographical  separation 
between  the  rich  and  the  poor,  and  to  en- 
sure that  even  in  rich  districts  the  poor 
shall  be  able  to  find  convenient  and  suit- 
able homes.     I  deny  the  statement  that 
the  Conservative  Members  of   the  Me- 
tropolis are  in  the  habit  of  abusing  the 
Couniy  Council,  and   I   think  that   the 
worst  enemy  of  that  body  is   the   man 
who   seeks   to  give    to   it   a  particular 
political    colour    and  complexion.      The 
way    in    which    the   elections   for    the 
County     Council      were      fought      by 
hon.  Gentlemen   opposite  has   certainly 
tended    to   deprive    that    body    of  the 
confidence  it  ought  to  enjoy  throughout 
London.     In  too  many  cases  the  majority 


of  the  Council  has  sought  to  use  it 
for  the  purpose  of  promoting  the  prin- 
ciples of  that  narrow  and  acid  Radicalism 
of  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Shoreditch 
is  a  typical  representative  rather  than 
of  furthering  the  good  administrative 
work  it  ought  to  do,  independent  of 
parties,  for  the  benefit  of  the  people  of 
the  Metropolis.  A  complaint  has  been 
made  that  Conservative  Members  have 
not  spurred  the  Government  on  to 
legislation  in  these  questions.  If  they 
have  not  done  so,  it  is  because  they  do 
not  believe  the  Government  require  it. 
They  have  already  given  London  a 
great  central  administrative  body,  and 
are  quite  able  to  judge  of  the  necessity 
of  reforming  the  local  subordinate 
bodies.  We  are,  therefore,  quite 
content  to  trust  to  the  good  intentions  of 
the  Government  in  this  matter ;  but  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  may  rest  satisfied 
that  if  the  Government  show  any  indis- 
position to  do  what  is  necessary  for  the 
welfare  of  the  people  of  London, 
the  metropolitan  Members  on  the  Minis- 
terial side  of  the  House  will  be  as 
anxious  as  other  hon.  Members  to  urge 
them  forward. 

*(4.30.)  Mr.  CAUSTON  (Southwark) : 
I  congratulate  the  House  on  at  last 
having  heard  the  voice  of  a  London 
Conservative  Member.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  last  spoke  seems  to  think  that 
the  Government  require  no  stirring  up. 
J  was  going  to  condole  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  in  the  fact  that 
his  professed  desire  for  progress  in 
London  reforms  is  not  supported  by 
hon.  G^htlemen  behind  him,  for  out  of 
47  Tory  Members  for  London  the  hon. 
Member  for  Chelsea  is  the  only  one  who 
has  ventured  to  address  the  House,  not- 
withstanding that  four  out  of  the  small 
body  of  12  Liberal  Members  have  found 
it  necessary  to  urge  on  the  Government 
to  action.  London  wants — and  sooner  or 
later  will  have — extended  powers  for  its 
County  Council ;  it  also  requires  District 
Councils.  The  hon.  Member  said  just 
now  that  the  question  of  District  Councils 
was  not  an  urgent  one.  I  dissent  from 
that.  I  say,  on  the  contrary,  that  it  is 
most  urgent.  I  hope  that  we  shall  have 
District  Councils  for  each  Parliamentary 
Division.  It  may  be  difficult  and  heavy 
work  to  carry  out  such  a  reform,  but  it 
will  have   to  be   forced,   and  Ministers 
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must  realise  that  it  must  be  tiiorougli  and 
complete,     and    that    no    tinkering    or 
repairing  of  the  present  system  will  be 
satisfactory.     If  we  have  District  Conn- 
cils    for    each    Parliamentary    Division 
great  benefit  will  result.     It  will  simplify 
our  system  of   registration ;   the  list  of 
voters  can  be  arranged  to  do  for  County 
Council,  School  Board,  and  Parliamentary 
elections.    The  change,  too,  would  infuse 
more  life  and  energy  into  local  work  ;  an 
efficient  system  of  Home  Rule  in  the  dif- 
ferent localities  would  encourage  men  of 
business  capacity  and  position  to  come 
forward  to   assist   in   the  work   of    the 
District  Councils.     With  regard  to  such 
matters  as  the  housing  of  the  poor,  we 
know  how  inefficiently  that  work  is  now 
looked  after  by  the  vestries.     This  and 
other  matters  of  equal  importance  renders 
it  necessary  that  we  should  have  these 
District   Councils    as   soon   as    possible. 
Then,  again,  with  regard  to  the  extended 
powers  of  the  County  Council,  we  want 
to  have  at  least  all   the   powers   which 
any  of  the  large  municipalities  in   the 
Kingdom  have.     If  there  is  one  thing 
on   which    the    City   of   London  prides 
itself — and   justly   so — it    is   its    police 
force.      I  venture  to    say  there   is   no 
better  body  of  police   in  the  world.     If 
the  City  of  London  is  competent  to  con- 
trol its  police,  surely  the  elected  repre- 
sentatives  of    the    rest    of  London  are 
equally  capable.     We  also  desire  powers 
in  regard  to  the  supply  of  gas  and  water 
and  electric  lighting,  which  we  believe 
will  be  most  beneficial.     It  will  be  more 
economical,  and  will  get  over  many  diffi- 
culties which  now  exist,  especially  with 
regard  to  water  supply,  if  these  matters 
are  placed  in  the  hands  of  an  elected 
body.     If  the  Government  will  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  give  the  County  Council  con- 
trol over  open  spaces  it   might  be  passed 
almost  without  discussion  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  and  the  bad  blood  which  exists 
in  connection  with  public  meetings   in 
these   places    would    be    avoided.     We 
want  to   prevent   such   disturbances  as 
those  which  occurred  in  Trafalgar  Square. 
I  hope  that  the   Government  will  soon 
bring  in  their  Bill  with  regard  to   the 
housing  of  the   poor,  so   that   Londoners 
may  have  an  opportunity  of   considering 
it,  in  the  same  way  that  they  have  been 
able  to  do  the  Bill  introduced  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hoxton  and  other  London 
Liberal  Members.     With  regard  to  Dis- 
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trict  Councils,  they  have  been  promised 
and  are  expected,  and  this  state  of  uncer- 
tainty is  doing  a  great  deal  of  harm  in 
London,  making  the  present  Local  Bodies . 
rather  careless  in  the  way  in  which  they 
discharge  their  duties.  If,  therefore,  the 
Government  do  not  really  intend  passing 
a  measure  on  this  question  they  ought  to 
say  so,  in  order  that  other  steps  might 
be  taken  to  improve  the  present  unsatis- 
factory state  of  matters.  Again,  I  say 
that  London  is  very  anxious  to  have  Dis- 
trict Councils. 

*(4.38.)      Mr.  BARTLEY    (Islington, 
N.)  :  I  should  like  to  say  one  word  of 
protest  against  the  speech  just  delivered. 
It  is  rather  a  strong  order  to  say  that 
because  we  do   not  speak  on  them  we 
have   no  interest    in   matters    affecting 
London.     It  is  because  we  are  inundated 
with   everlasting  speeches   from  a  small 
handful  of    Radical   Members   that  we 
cannot  get  on  with  the  real  business  of 
the  Session,  and  pass  the  measures  which 
Parliament  has  assembled  to  deal  with. 
Two   measures   in  the  Queen's  Speech 
affecting   the  public  health  of   the  Me- 
tropolis and  the  dwellings  of  the  work- 
ing classes  are  more  important  than  any 
number   of  speeches   such   as   we   have 
heard   from  the  other   side,  and    I  rise 
to   protest  against  the  course  taken   by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opp(jsite.     I  should  also 
like   to   point    out    with    reference     to 
the    keen   desire     of    hon.    Gentlemen 
that      the      County      Council      should 
get     possession     of     gas      and      water 
and   other   undertakings   that  10  years 
ago  these  very  Gentlemen  prevented  the 
Water    Companies    from   being  bought 
up  at  a  sum  immensely   less  than  they 
are  now  prepared  to  pay  for  them.     In 
1880,  when  a  measure  for  this  purpose 
was  brought  in,  it  was  opposed  tooth  and 
nail  by  the  Radical  Party,  and  on  that 
Bill  the  Government  were  thrown  out,  and 
if  now  we  buy  up  the  Water  Companies 
we  shall  have  to  pay  millions  more  than 
we  need  then  have  paid.     I  venture  to 
hope     that    hon.    Members    will    cease 
speaking  and  let  us  get  to  the  business 
of  the   Session,   so  that  some  practical 
good  may  be  done  for  London. 

(4.40.)  Mr.  KNATCHBULL  -  HU- 
GESSEN  (Kent,  Faversham)  :  I  entirely 
agree  with  the  sensible  and  practical 
speech  we  heard  yesterday  from  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Horsham   Division   of    Sussex.     I  hold 
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with  him  that  these  discussions  are  not 
only  useless,  but  also  mischievous,  and  I 
think  the  debate  should  be  cut  short  and 
the  Government  allowed  to  proceed  with 
the  measures  they  have  announced  an  in- 
tention to  introduce.  But  I  wish  to  say  one 
word  of — if  I  may  use  the  expression — 
respectful  remonstrance  to  the  Govern- 
ment. I  hope  that  they  will  not  unduly 
strain  the  allegiance  of  their  Conservative 
supporters.  We  are  not  all  Tory  demo- 
crats, and  some  of  us  feel  apprehension, 
if  not  dismay,  at  the  announcements 
which  have  been  made  from  the  Govern- 
ment Bench.  For  instance,  I  was  not 
agreeably  surprised  when  I  heard  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  announce,  and 
other  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  corroborate  the  statement, 
that  it  is  intended  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion of  District  Councils.  I  am  aware  that 
legislation  respecting  it  is  inevitable ;  but, 
in  my  opinion,  at  present  it  is  decidedly 
premature.  Hon.  Members  opposite  have 
told  us  that  the  agricultural  labourers  are 
yearning  and  pining  to  take  a  share  in 
the  management  of  their  own  a£fe,irs. 
Now  I  have  lived  among  labourers  all  my 
life,  and  I  say  that  the  evidence  points 
in  an  exactly  contrary  direction.  They 
are  satisfied  witli  the  legislation  brought 
in  creating  the  County  Councils,  and 
wish  now  to  be  let  alone,  so  that  the 
Councils  may  have  a  fair  opportunity  of 
getting  into  good  working  order.  I  only 
wish  to  point  out  to  the  Government 
that  they  ought  not  to  bring  forward 
legislation  which  they  know  is  opposed 
to  the  often-repeated  conscientious  con- 
victions of  Members  of  their  own  party. 
*(4.43.)  The  PRESIDENT  op  the 
LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr. 
Ritchie,  Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's): 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Halifax  only  did  himself  and  his 
Amendment  justice  when  he  spoke  of  it 
as  of  a  comprehensive  character.  For 
my  own  part,  I  do  not  think  that  I  ever 
heard  an  Amendment  proposed  which 
better  deserved  that  description.  The 
measures  specified  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would,  if  dealt  with,  be 
found  quite  adequate  for  a  whole  Session, 
and,  indeed,  would  fonn  no  meagre 
programme  for  a  whole  Parliament. 
I  was  very  much  struck  with  what  has 
often  occurred  to  me  on  hearing  speeches 
from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  both  in 
the  House  and  the  country.     It  is  their 


extreme  interest  in  and  desire  to  press 
forward  when  they  are  in  Opposition 
measures  which  they  entirely  neglect 
when  they  are  in  power.  There  is 
nothing,  I  think,  more  remarkable  than 
the  sudden  importance  and  urgency 
assumed  by  questions  which,  when 
hon.  Members  opposite  have  the  power  to 
deal  with  them,  they  altogether  neglect; 
and,  really,  to  hear  right  hon.  and 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  speak  on  such 
subjects  as  local  government  and  allot- 
ments, it  would  almost  seem  as  if  they 
are  the  party  which  has  persistently 
dealt  with  those  questions,  and  the 
supporters  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  the  party  who  have  always  stood  in 
the  way.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  is 
notorious  in  the  House  and  the  country 
at  large  that  for  the  great  reform  of 
local  government  or  the  legislation  on 
allotments,  the  Conservative  Party,  and 
the  Conservative  Party  alone,  are  to  be 
thanked.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  had  the  opportunity  for  a 
very  long  series  of  years  of  dealing  with 
every  one  of  those  burning  questions 
which  are  now  advanced  by  right  hon. 
and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  but  some- 
how or  other  he  went  out  of  oflGice 
without  having  dealt  with  any  one  of 
them. 

An     hon.     Member  :     Because     you 
opposed  them. 

*Mr.  RITCHIE  :  Because  we  opposed 
them  !  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  show 
that  though  many  promises  were  made  in 
the  QuoQu's  Speech  during  the  term  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  was  in  office,  the  performance 
was  very  meagre,  many  of  the  Bills 
promised  not  even  being  introduced.  I 
have  no  fault  to  find  with  the  speech 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
accompanied  his  Amendment.  He  con- 
tented himself  with  drawing  attention  to 
the  absence  of  measures  without  going 
into  details ;  but  that  example  has  not 
been  followed  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  who  have  discussed  the  several 
questions  in  very  minute  detail.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Ilkeston  Division  is 
very  anxious  that  the  Government 
should  introduce  some  simple  Bill  on 
local  government.  The  Government  are 
very  anxious  to  introduce  a  simple  Bill 
on  various  matters  connected  with  local 
government.  But  what  is  the  invariable 
practice  when  such  Bills  are  introduced? 
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Hon.  Members  endeavour  to  attach  to 
Bills  of  that  kind  Amendments  of  every 
conceivable  character,  and  debate  them 
at  very  considerable  length.  The  intro- 
duction of  a  simple  Bill  by  no  means 
implies  that  it  would  be  simply  dealt 
with  by  the  Honse.  What  simplicity 
means  in  the  minds  of  hon.  Members 
may  be  gathered  from  some  of  the 
suggestions  made  in  the  course  of  this 
discussion.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Rugby  Division,  for  instance,  wanted 
the  Government  to  introduce  a  Parish 
Councils  Bill.  Let  us  see  what  is  his 
idea  of  a  simple  Bill. 

Mr.  COBB:  I  beg  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  pardon.  I  did  not  say  it 
would  be  a  simple  Bill. 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE  :  I  did  not  accuse  the 
hon.  Member  of  saying  anything  simple 
at  all.  It  was  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ilkeston  who  invited  us  to  introduce  a 
Bill  which  he  said  might  be  a  simple  one, 
but  I  desire  to  see  if  it  is  possible  to  deal 
with  the  suggestions  of  hon.  Members  in 
such  a  Bill.  The  measure  suggested  is  a 
Parish  Councils  Bill ;  but,  according  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Rugby,  the  Bill 
should  deal  with  Charitable  Trusts,  Poor 
Law,  School  Boards,  the  liquor  trade,  and 
churchyards.  No  doubt  if  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  were  allowed  to  have  their 
way,  they  would  deal  with  these  ques- 
tions very  simply,  but  in  all  probability 
tliey  would  not  find  the  supporters  of  the 
Government  assenting  parties  to  the 
proposals  of  hon.  Gentlemen.  With 
regard  to  London,  the  Government  are 
aware  their  legislation  is  not  complete  ; 
and  when  the  opportunity  arises,  the 
Government  are  as  anxious  as  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  proceed  with  that 
legislation ;  but  according  to  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  they  will  have  to  deal 
in  a  London  Bill  with  lodgers,  charities. 
Poor  Law,  Asylums  Boards,  gas,  water, 
Extra  Parochial  Authorities,  hackney 
carriages,  and  police.  No  doubt  the 
Government  have  had  offers  of  assist- 
ance from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  if 
they  will  attempt  to  deal  with  these 
matters,  and  one  hon.  Gentleman  has 
appealed  to  hon.  Members  on  the 
Government  side  to  give  the  Go- 
vernment the  necessary  amount  of 
"  steam.''  It  is  not  "  steam  *'  the 
Government  want,  but  time.  With 
regard  to  boundaries,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Halifax  asks  why  the  Reports  and 
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schemes  provided  for  in  the  Local 
Government  Act  have  not  been  obtainod 
from  the  County  Councils.  Those  provi- 
sions were  introduced  into  the  Act  of  1888 
with  a  view  to  the  formation  of  District 
Councils,  and  in  order  to  provide  for  the 
difficulties  which  would  then  arise  from 
overlapping  boundaries.  Until  District 
Councils  are  set  up,  no  difficulty  of  that 
kind  can  arise.  The  revision  of  boun- 
daries involves  large  questions  of  adjust- 
ment of  property  and  compensation.  It 
is  far  better  to  wait  rather  than  to  run 
the  risk  of  having  a  second  rectification, 
which  might  be  necessary  after  the  Dis- 
trict Councils  are  established.  It  is 
very  difficult  to  deal  with  these  matters 
unless  under  the  impetus  of  a  strong 
and  urgent  necessity,  and  at  present  no 
such  necessity  exists.  With  regard  to 
the  question  of  the  division  of  rates,  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Carnarvon- 
shire referred,  the  Government  do  not 
admit  at  all  that  that  is  a  subject  which 
finds  favour  only  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  The  Government  entirely  agree 
there  should  be  a  division  between  the 
owners  and  the  occupiers,  provided  there 
is  proper  and  adequate  represente- 
tion  of  the  owners.  They  are  anxious 
to  deal  with  the  subject  when 
time  and  opportunity  can  be  found  ; 
and  when  the  Committee  dealt  with  that 
subject  they  dealt  with  it  in  connection 
with  the  proposal  that  there  should  be. 
an  adequate  representation  of  the  owners. 
We  are  anxions  to  deal  with  that  when 
we  can,  and  to  deal  with  it  in  a  way 
which  will  promote  the  adequate  repre- 
sentation of  owners.  I  pass  on  to  say  a 
few  words  in  connection  with  the  criti- 
cisms on  the  general  question.  I  do  not 
propose  to  follow  them  into  details  in 
reference  to  the  various  matters  which 
have  been  discussed.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
right  to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House  on 
such  an  occasion  as  this  by  going  minutely 
into  details.  But,  Sir,  there  have  been 
some  severe  criticisms  on  the  conduct  of 
the  Rural  Sanitary  Authorities  which  have 
proceeded  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site. He  denounced  all  the  Sanitary 
Authorities  because  he  said  they  were 
inefficient.  We  admit  that  Boards  of 
Guardians  do  not  always  do  what  they 
ought  to  do  in  matters  relating  to  the 
public  health,  but  the  hon.  Gentleman 
knows  as  well  as  we  do  that  we  some- 
times have  as  much  trouble  with  the 
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Municipal  Authorities  in  boroughs  in  re- 
gard to  the  public  health  as  we  have  with 
the  Sanitary  Authorities  in  counties. 
With  reference  to  the  conduct  of  the 
Sanitary  Authorities  on  the  question  of 
allotments,  it  has  been  said  that  we  have 
acknowledged  that  the  Bill  has  been  a 
failure.  We  do  not  recognise  anything 
of  the  kind  whatever.  To  say  that  the 
Allotments  Act  has  been  a  &,i]ure,  or  that 
the  Sanitary  Authorities,  as  a  rule,  are  unfit 
to  carry  it  out  is,  I  think,  a  great  exag- 
geration. I  do  not  wish  to  go  into  the 
question  now  ;  it  can  be  more  properly 
discussed  on  another  occasion ;  but  I  say 
that  there  are  few  Acts  of  Parliament 
which  have  come  more  fully  into 
operation  than  the  Allotments  Act. 
Now,  Sir,  1  have  alluded  to  the  compre- 
hensiveness of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
proposals,  which  include  District  Councils 
in  England,  Parochial  Councils,  parochial 
schools,  secondary  IJistrict  Councils,  orga- 
nisation of  the  powers  of  local  govern- 
ment in  Ireland,  and  also  the  question 
of  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors. 

♦Mb.  STANSFELD  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  allow  me  to  interrupt 
him  for  a  moment.  I  thought  I  very 
clearly  stated  that  I  did  not  wish  it  to  be 
imagined  that  any  Government,  however 
strong  and  however  full  the  time  at  its 
disposal  might  be,  would  undertake  to  deal 
with  the  whole  programme.  What  I 
regretted  was,  that  not  one  of  the  subjects 
had  been  referred  to. 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE  :  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  thought  it  was  essential  that 
he  should  include  the  very  vast  and  im- 
portant measures  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred in  his  Amendment,  so  that  he 
might  obtain  the  support  of  all  those 
Members  who  desired  to  see  one  or  other 
of  the  measures  proceeded  with.  The 
first  part  of  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  expressed  regret  that  we 
have  *not  been  enabled  to  complete  the 
system  of  local  government  we  have  set 
up.  The  Government  are  entirely  in 
accord  with  him;  we  are  extremely 
anxious  to  proceed  on  similar  lines 
to  those  on  which  we  have  al- 
ready proceeded,  and  we  have  derived 
immense  satisfaction  and  encourage- 
ment from  the  manner  in  which  the 
measures  we  have  passed  are  being 
worked  at  the  present  time  throughout 
the  country.  It  is  a  matter  of  great 
gratification  that  on  all  hands  it  is  being 


acknowledged  that  the  country  gentle- 
men have  come  forward  to  perform 
duties  which  we  had  hoped  that  they 
wuld  come  forward  to  perform  in  a 
public-spirited  and  patriotic  manner.  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  again  repeating  the 
pledge  which  has  been  given  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of  the 
House,  that,  if  we  can  obtain  the  time 
which  is  necessary,  we  shall  only  b^  too 
pleased  to  produce,  even  in  this  Session, 
measures  dealing  with  the  question  of 
District  Councils.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man knows  perfectly  well  that  the  time 
at  our  disposal  is  extremely  limited,  and, 
although  I  am  quite  sure  that  the  riorht 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  has  no  intention 
whatever  of  limiting  our  time,  yet  he  will 
see  that  the  mere  fact  of  a  Resolution  of 
the  comprehensive  character  of  that 
which  he  has  brought  forward  has  un- 
questionably taken  away  from  us  some  of 
the  possibilities  of  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion which  he  is  so  desirous  should  be 
dealt  with.  Although,  as  I  have  said,  the 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
not  intended  for  anything  of  that  kind, 
and  does  not  have  a  very  serious  effect, 
yet  he  will  readily  understand  that  the 
multiplication  of  Amendments  on  the 
Address  does  very  gravely  hamper  the 
power  of  the  House  to  deal  with  subjects 
of  importance,  and  takes  away  from  the 
disposal  of  the  House  weeks  at  the 
beginning  of  the  Session  when  all  of  us 
are  most  anxious  to  get  forward  to  the 
work.  I  remember  perfectly  well  last 
Session  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  giving  to  us  some 
very  good  and  very  sound  advice  with 
reference  to  proposals  which  should  be 
advanced  in  the  Queen's  Speech.  He 
rather  found  fault  with  us  last  year  for 
putting  forward  such  a  large  programme, 
and  he  warned  us  that  the  result  would 
be  an  inevitable  and  large  sacrifice 
of  innocents  at  the  end  of  the  Session. 
Well,  Sir,  I  was  not  surprised  at  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  giving  us  that 
warning,  because  his  experience  must 
have  shown  him  how  very  dangerous  it 
is  to  overload  the  Queen's  Speech  with 
proposals  to  the  House  of  Commons. 
Now,  I  have  taken  the  trouble  to  go 
through  the  Queen's  Speeches  from  1881 
to  1885.  I  find  that  a  measure  for 
London  government  was  promised  in  the 
Queen's  Speeches  of  1882  and  1883,  and 
in   neither  of  these  years  was  it  intro- 
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duced.  It  was  introduced  in  1884,  and 
abandoned.  A  measure  of  local  govern- 
ment was  promised  in  the  Queen's 
Speeches  of  1882  and  1884,  but  never 
was  even  introduced.  So  it  was  with 
reference  to  Welsh  education ;  a  measure 
for  Welsh  education  was  promised  in 
1882,  1883,  and  1884,  but  never  pro- 
ceeded with,  and  so  it  is  with  the  vast 
number  of  other  measures  which  were 
proposed  in  various  Queen's  Speeches. 
Now,  we  prefer  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's precept  to  his  example,  and  when 
we  were  settling  the  questions  to  be  put 
forward  in  the  Queen's  Speech,  which  we 
felt  with  a  fair  amount  of  assistance 
from  the  House  of  Commons  we  should 
be  able  to  deal  with,  it  did  not  at 
all  imply  that  we  might  not  introduce 
other  measures  if  the  House  afforded 
time  and  assistance  without  which,  of 
course,  it  would  be  impossible  to  proceed. 
And  it  may  be  possible  even  now,  in  this 
Session  of  Parliament,  to  deal  with 
District  Councils  either  for  the  country 
or  for  London.  Measures  are  prepared 
on  both  subjects,  and  nothing  would 
give  us  greater  pleasure  than  to  receive 
the  assistance  of  the  House  in  passing 
them,  but  it  is  our  duty  to  deal  with 
the  questions  which  we  have  to  consider, 
in  the  order  of  their  relative  importance. 
We  have  given  local  government  in  one 
year  to  England,  and  in  another  year  to 
Scotland,  and  wo  consider  we  are  bound 
to  endeavour  to  carry  out  some  of  our 
pledges  thi^  Session  in  reference  to 
Ireland.  We  regard  these  as  important 
questions  with  which  we  are  bound  to 
deal,  and  we  have  placed  them  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  in  the  order  of  their 
importance.  Looking  to  the  immense 
interests  of  the  Metro[)olis,  and  to  the 
interests  of  the  working  classes,  we  shall 
introduce  measures  not  only  for  the  con- 
solidation and  amendment  of  the  law 
with  reference  to  the  sanitation  of  the 
Metropolis,  but  also  a  measure  with 
regard  to  the  housing  of  the  working 
classes.  With  the  other  measures  of 
a  social  character  which  are  now  in  the 
Queen's  Speech,  no  one,  I  think,  will 
find  fault.  I  venture  to  think  that 
hon.  Members,  as  a  whole,  will  agree 
that  there  is  hardly  anything  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  that  they  would  desire  to 
omit.  Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  Member  for  Aber- 
deen drew  our  attention  to  some  pledges 
that  were  made  last  year  in  connection 
Mr.  Ritchie 


with  the  Allotments  Question  in  Scotland. 
I  repeat  the  pledges  in  precisely  the  same 
words  as  we  then  gave  the  House.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  a  promise 
which  we  gave  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  allotments  in  Scotland  this  year.  I 
am  afraid  it  is  impossible  to  go  beyond  the 
promise  then  made,  though  I  can  assure 
the  hon.  Gentleman  we  are  very  desirous 
of  legislating  for  Scotland  according  to  the 
wishes  of  the  people  of  Scotland  so  far  as  we 
consider  them  just  and  right.  I  find  that 
the  promise  given  by  the  Lord  Advocate 
hardly  compares  with  the  account  of  it 
given  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  says  the  Lord  Advocate  has 
failed  in  his  promise  in  connection  with 
some  Harbour  Authorities  of  Scotland. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  will  see  from  the 
pages  of  Hansard  that  the  pledge  given 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  is  not  quite  in 
the  terms  he  thought  it  was.  I  conclude, 
as  I  began,  by  saying  we  do  not  at  all 
put  ourselves  in  opposition  to  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  in  reference  to  the 
desirability  of  completing  the  work  we 
have  begun.  We  are  anxious  to  go  on 
with  it ;  but  I  appeal  to  them,  looking  at 
all  the  circumstances,  whether  it  is 
possible  to  deal  with  so  many  large  and 
complicated  subjects  as  those  which  we 
are  invited  to  consider.  While  keeping 
our  promise  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
we  shall  enlarge  our  programme  as  we 
deal  with  the  questions  as  to  which  we 
have  measures  prepared,  and  as  to  which 
we  are  extremely  anxious  to  complete 
our  woVk.  Without  time  it  is  impossible 
for  us  to  do  what  hon.  Gentlemen  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  ask. 
*(5.15.)  Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNER. 
MAN  :  Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  only  one 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech 
on  which  I  wish  to  make  an  observation. 
But  before  doing  so,  I  must  say  that 
I  was  very  much  disappointed  at  the 
somewhat  Party  tone  which  he  contrived 
to  infuse  into  his  observations.  Especially 
he  accused  hon.  Members  behind  me  of 
having  attacked  the  Government  in 
regard  to  omissions  in  the  Queen's 
Speech,  and  of  endeavouring  to  make 
some  Party  capital  for  themselves  out  of 
those  omissions.  He  exempted  my  right 
hon.  Friend  near  me,  and  of  all  the  people 
in  the  world  exempted  the  London  Mem- 
bers, although  the  London  Members  were 
particularly  found  fault  with  by  his  own 
friends    behind    him.     The    right    hon. 
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Gentleman  proceeded  to  say,  you  must  giving  to  Scotland  something  like  the 
remember  that  it  is  the  Conservative  same  legislation  in  regard  to  allotments 
Party,  and  the  Conservative  Party  only,  which  had  been  given  to  England.  But 
who  have  given  the  country  this  great  the  Government  discovered  that  that 
benefit  of  local  government  legislation,  has  not  nearly  all  that  Scotland  wished  : 
I  was  greatly  disappointed  to  hear  that  and  that  if  they  were  to  proceed  with 
from  the  right  bon.  Gentleman,  because  I  these  clauses  there  would  be  a  great  loss 
do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  these  measures  of  time,  that  possibly  the  Bill  might  not 
of  local  government  on  which  he  prides  pass  in  its  full  shape,  or  might  be  lost 
himself  so  justly  would  not  have  altogether  from  want  of  time,  and  there- 
been  carried  except  by  the  active  and  fore  the  Government  voluntarily  proposed 
self-denying  and  loyal  support  of  Mem-  that  these  clauses  should  be  put  off  to 
bers  on  this  side  of  the  House.  this  Session  in  order  to  save  the 
♦Mr.  RITCHIE  :  No,  no.  time,  and  to  save  the  Bill.  The  right 
•Mr.  CAMPBELL  BANNERMAN  :  hon.  Gentleman  said— I  have  the  words 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  always  here,  and  nothing  could  be  stronger  or 
admitted  it.  more  explicit  than  the  promise  he  gave. 
*Mr.  RITCHIE:  I  have  not  said  one  He  said  the  Government  would  endeavour 
word  to  detract  in  any  way  from  what  I  to  frame  a  measure  which  would  be  satis- 
have  previously  uttered  as  to  the  assist-  factory  to  Scotch  opinions  generally,  and 
ance  we  received  from   him  and  right  said — 

hon.  Gentlemen  opposite    in  passing  the        «« We  shall,  of  course,  keep  our  promise,  and 

proposals     of     the      Government.       My  if  we  can  see  our  way  to  introducing  such  a 

remarks  were  addressed  to  the  question  measure  next  Session,  we  shall  be  extremely 

of  the  introduction  of  those  measures.  fit^J,?,«^^w    "HiL^T Zt  ".?  ^'  f^^'  *f 

^xr  i-«  A  ^rr»T>T-iT  T      r»  a  iknkTTiT»*r  a -vr  introduco    that    measure    and     carry    it  next 

•Mr.      CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  :  Session." 

Quite  so ;  my  answer  to  that  would  be  ^-^  . ,         •         i  t.  •  i   i      • 

/?    ,      1  '      •^  .  J.  Of  course,  there  is  a  phrase  which  becrms 

that  when  we  were  m  power  we  must       ., ,   u  -r  /»  i.  j.  i.  i  ^     °   i 

"L-J.X      uj.'xj'  1-  with  "  if,    but  it  merely  represents  such 

hesitate  about  introducing  such  measures         l-  •  £l  j  t.    xi. 

,  1  it.  ij  1,  J  contmeencies  as  are  often  covered  by  the 

because  we  knew  they  would  be  opposed  •   -i-  i  i  xi.       j        n,  i    •  x- 

1-      -i^i.!.       n     J.1  rra.xi.i-  initial  letters  d.v.    It  was  only  m  a  con  tin- 

by  riffht  hon.  Gentlemen.     That  has  been  ,  .  ,  .        x        i  i.    i^i_  < 

•^     ^       .  ,  ,      .  -     .  1  ffency  which  we  cannot  contemplate  that 

our  experience,  whereas  he  is  perfectly  vV  u       i.  xi_  •  ^  i 

JV   .    .1      r .1       ,  •     xt--  they  would  not  see  their   way  to  such 

aware  that  the  further  he  goes  m  this         ^  t  _x    xi  x  •     xt. 

..       .1  ,  -n  I,     xi_  a  measure.     1  am  perfectly  certain  the 

matter  the  more  strenuous  will  be  the      -i.i,       n     xi  •i.xi 

-X  xi.'       -J       £  xu     XT  T  right  hon.  Gentleman  wishes  to  keep  any 

support  on   this  side  of  the  House.  .I^  xi  j        \xr    \,  f"^ 

.\,^  J.         xu  X       J         X  •  X  eneraieements  he  made.     We  have  always 

will  pass  from  that  and  sro  to  my  point  •    ^j7r  xx  x  j  •  j   u  -xi.      "^ ^ 

u-iiT      -JT  X  IX         J  XI-  X  111  these  matters  acted  m  srood  faith,  and 

which  I  said  I  rose  to  speak  to,  and  that  •  j;    x         /;j  xu  T      x      i 

.    . ,  . .         £  o    X  1      n  X        X       T  111  perfect  conndence  that  not  only   any 

18  the  question  of  Scotch  allotments.     I         ^  ,  iJi,ri£nji,xxi.x 

xi.       lA  xu       •  1.x  1.        /-«     XI  J- J  eneasrements  would  be  fumlled,  but  that 

thought  the  nsfht  hon.  Gentleman  did  xiT^      ••  j-       xj         i-xoxi- 

xjrii'x-       xxu        xixx      £  there    is    a   desire    to  do    what   Scotch 

not  do  full  justice  to  the  actual  state  of  T^yr      i.  •  i       x  j  j 

.,  xu'         !.•    X    -x  X  Members     wish      to      see     done,      and 

the   case  on   this   sumect :  it  was  not  a  .i.      r  x  x     i    x  xi_ 

,  .  X  J  J  therefore     I    cannot     but     express    the 

mere  casual  term,  not  a  random  word  or  i  xi.  x   xi.        •  i-x    i. 

.        'xi-  rxi-ji-x        Tj  hope    even    now    that   the    rio'ht    hon. 

two  m  the  course  of  the  debate.     I  do  r«     xi  j  u-    n  n  n 

X       •  1.   •      XI-     1      XX       •     xi_      'i-x  Gentleman  and  his  Uolleao^ues   will  re- 
not   wish  m  the  least  to  pin  the  nght  •  j      xu         xx         t  i  • 

,         /^     ,  1  .  _,,  y        ,  .  , ^,  consider  the  matter,     i  can   assure  him 

hon.  Gentleman   to   anythine:  which  he  .r   x      ixi        i  x  j  x 

•J  •    xi_  X  1.  X  XT.     X  X      i!       XX  that,   although    we  are  not   prepared  to 

said  m  that  way,  but  the  state  of  matters  n         i,  i      i  x 

xi.  •         rmi  •  J      n  8  wallow  Wholesale  any  measure  on  account 

was    this:     There   was   a    considerable      t^x.  rx-^      x-n  t   ^      ^    xi 

-    ,.  XI-     o     X  i_   Tkr      T-         •  of  the  pressure  of  time,  still  I  am  perfectly 

feehng   among   the  Scotch  Members  in  ^^a^iJ^  xv^^x -^   there  was  a   measnrfi  of 

favour  of  a  provision  not  only  for  allot-  x-rx  i-j-xj        ^     xi. 

,      ixi!  j**^T-Mj-  a    satisfactory    kmd    introduced,    there 

mente    but    for  gromid    for    building,  ^^^^  ^  ^^    ^^^  ^j    ^j,^      ^^^  ^^ 

especiaUy  in  the  case  of  the  fishe^  popu-  ^^^ecessary  discussion  by  Scotch  Mem- 

lations.     My  hon.   Fnend   the  Member  \^ 

for  Leith  put  on  the  Paper  an  Instruction 

to    the     Committee    which    was    with-        The  Hous 3  divided : — ^AyeslSl;  Noes 

drawn  as  being  somewhat  out  of  order,  254. — (Div.  List,  No.  6.) 

and  then  he   put  clauses  on  the  Paper.        mr  -    r\      t^  •  j 

rm.  ii.«xjx        J  XI-  Mam  Question  aGram  proposed. 

These  were  also  objected  to,  and  thereupon  ^  -err 

the  Government  themselves  put  on  the      *(5.40.)      Mr.   A.    ACLAND     (York, 

Paper    certain    clauses   with  a  view  to  West   Riding,    Rotherham) :    T   beg    to 
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move  as  an  Amendment  to  the  Address, 
paragraph  1 6,  at  the  end  to  add — 

"  And  we  humbly  express  to  your  Majesty 
the  regret  of  this  House  that  as  tree  education 
in  elementary  schools  has  been  granted  in  Scot- 
land no  reference  is  made  in  Your  Majesty's 
Most  Gracious  Speech  to  legislative  proposals 
for  giving  similar  advantages  to  the  rest  of 
the  United  Kingdom.'' 

I  think  it  will  be  admitted  that  there 

was  a  good   deal   both   of  surprise   and 

regret  not  only  in  the  Honse,  but  also  in 

various   parts   of  the    country  that  this 

subject     has    not    been     mentioned    in 

the     Queen^s     Speech.       Circumstances 

certainly  led   people    to  expect    that  it 

would  be  mentioned,  and  that  Scotland 
having  already  obtained  free  education — 
and  we  are  always  behind  Scotland  in 
the  educational  race — the  subject  might 
be  dealt  with  in  this  country.     In  his 
speech  at  Nottingham  the  Prime  Minister 
said  he  had  felt  strongly  on  the  subject 
of  giving  to  England  what  had  been  given 
to  Scotland,  and  he  added  that,  if  the 
Chancellor   of   the    Exchequer   had   the 
money,  no  doubt  he  would  do  it.     Well, 
Sir,  we  certainly  heard  with  regret  what 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  said  on  the  subject  after  the 
Address  had  been  moved.     I  was  speak- 
ing to  a  very  strong  supporter  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  the  other  day,  and 
he  said  it  was  a  great  misfortune  that  the 
subject  was  not  to    be   dealt  with   this 
Session,  because  this  year  we   know  we 
have  a  surplus,  and  next  year  there  may 
be  none.     When  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  said 
the  subject  had  only  been  under  discus- 
sion for  a  few  months,  he  could  hardly 
have  thought  of  what  he  said. '   We  are 
bound  to  remember  the  history  of  this 
question.     Twenty  years  ago  it  was  taken 
up  in  Manchester  and  Birmingham  and 
in  many  other  places,  and  when  the  late 
Mr.  Forster  passed  his  Bill  in  1870  there 
were  many  who  wished  that  education 
should  then  be  made  free.     Three  years 
later  the  right  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle (Mr.  John   Morley)  wrote  one  of 
the  best  essays  yet  written  on  the  sub- 
ject, in  which  he  paid   a  well-deserved 
tribute   to  the   right   hon.   Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Bordesley  (Mr. 
Ceilings)  as  the  earnest  advocates  of  free 
education.      In    1885     the    right    hon. 
Mr.  A.  Aclnnd 


Gentleman    (Mr.    J.   Chamberlain)    did 
yeoman's  service  in  bringing  the  questimi 
before  the  working  classes  by  speechell 
delivered  all  over  Great  Britain.     Ha 
used,  no  doubt,  some  very  strong  expres- 
sions.    In  one  speech  he  said  he  woul4 
not  rest  until  the  abominable  and  cruftl 
tax  of  school  fees  was  abolished,  and  in 
another  he  said  he  would  cut  ofE  his  righl 
arm  rather  than  vote  for  a  candidate  who 
would  not  pledge  himself  on  this  ques- 
tion; and  the  Rev.  Mr.  Diggle,  the  present 
Chairman  of  the  London  School  Boavd, 
remarked  that  if  the  right  hon.  Member 
had  acted  on  his  own  advice  he  would 
have  been  without  his  right  arm  since 
May,   1886.     Although  the  phraseologir 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  have 
been  somewhat  mellowed,  at  any  rate  his 
earnestness  on  this  subject  has  not  in  the 
least  degree  abated,  for  only  a  year  ago 
he   declared  his  conviction  that    "free 
schools  were  bound  to  come,'*  and  said 
the  only  question  was  by  whom  should 
they  come,  and  who  should  have  the 
credit  of  instituting  them.      When  he 
said  this  there  was  a  cry  of  "  Chamber- 
lain," followed  by  cheers.     No  doubt,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  at  about  the 
same  time — "  If  we,  the  Unionist  Party, 
agree  upon  it,  there  is  nothing  to  pre- 
vent   this    great    reform   being  carried 
out."     He  spoke  those  words  before  that 
rather  interesting  night  last  Session  on 
which  the  subject  was  fully  decided  for 
Scotland.     The  analysis  of  the  Division  on 
that  occasion  made  the  "  if  "  rather  a  big 
"if  "—an  "if"  with  a  capital  "I"  to  it. 
There  were  245  in  the  majority,  and  52 
stalwart  Conservatives  in  the  minority. 
Of  the  245  Members  who  supported  the 
Government  there  were  only  between  80 
and  90  Conservatives.     Most  of  the  large 
majority  on  the  Division  was  made  up  of 
the  Liberals  who  constituted  the  majority 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House,  and 
who  numbered  130  out  of  the  245.      It 
is  quite  clear  that  there   were   150  Con- 
servatives who  did  not  vote  at  all,  and  of 
these  the   stalwarts  would  probably  be 
able   to   capture  a  dozen   or  so,   whioh 
would  be  quite  enough  to  prevent  the 
Government  carrying  any  Bill  whatever 
on  the   subject  witjiout  our  aid.     We 
must  not  forget  that  the   Conservative 
Government  in  1885  sent  Mr.  Matthew 
Arnold  abroad  to  make  inquiries  on  this 
subject.    In  the  course  of  his  Report  Mr, 
Arnold  said — 
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"  But  we  must  remember,  on  the  other  hand, 
tliBt  there  are  some  quGBtions  which  it  n  pecu- 
liarlv  undeaimhlp  to  maltB  matters  of  continued 
public'  discussion  ;  quBBtions  particularly  lend- 
ing themselves  tb  the  mischievous  declamation 
ftnd  arts  ot  demagogues,  and  that  the  queatioa 
of  gratuitouB  populnr  schooling  is  oneol  them. 
I  am  inclined  to  think,  tbar^ote,  that  sooner 
than  let  free  popular  schooliog  become  a  burn- 
iog  political  question  in  a  country  like  ours  a 
wise  statsBmaa  would  do  well   to   adopt   and 

I  suppose  we  shall  be  told  that  what 
was  given  to  Scotland  was  not  free 
education  at  all.  A  most  reinarkable 
speech  was  delivered  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land' (Mr.  A.  J.  BalfoBr)  on  the  11th  of 
July  last.  A  sort  of  panic  had  evidently 
set  in  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  put 
up  to  set  matters  right.  Several  strong 
educationalists  had  pledged  themselvei 
against  this  principle.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  Evesham  Division  of  Worcester- 
shire (Sir  R.  Temple)  a  prominent  mem^ 
ber  of  the  School  Beard,  said — 

"  When  this  wedge  which  boa  been  inserted 
OD  behalf  of  Scotland  comes  to  be  applied  to 
England  we  intend  to  resist  it.  Let  ua  registet 
our  protest  now." 

and  the  brother  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  the 
Mepiber  for  Leeds  (Mr.  G.  W  Balfour) 
stated  that — 

"The  Lord  Advocate  had   pointed  out  that 
it  "HI  not  free  education,  but  in  bis  opinion 
came  to  the  same  thing," 

And  the  common  sense  of  the  Committee 
BO  interpreted  it.  The  hon.  Member 
went  on  to  cite  the  well  known  story  of 
tho  learned  gentleman,  who>  isaid  tha; 
Homer's  works  were  not  written  by 
Homer,  but  by  another  gentleman  of  the 
same  name.  Now,  in  answer  to  these 
rising  difficulties,  the  Chief  Secretary  foi" 
Ireland  got  np  and  said — 

"It  is  true  we  are  gixjng  £220,000  towardif 
lessening  or  abolishing  school  fees.  I  maintain 
that  the  conceseioDisnot  givingfree  education 
We  acknowledge  no  right  on  the  part  of 
parents  to  get  tlieir  children  educated  for 
nothing.  I  absolutely  deny  that  in  any  i 
we  have  committed  ourselves  to  the  principle  of 
free  education.  The  whole  debate  has  turned  od 
a  total  misconception  of  the  policy  ot  the 
Government.  .  .  .  It  was  absolutely  n 
sary  that  some  members  of  the  Govern 
should  correct  that  false  impression." 

Well,  it  would  be  very  moch  as  if  tht- 

right  hon.  Gentleman  were  t«  give  a  suit 

of  clothes  to  some  needy  man  who  was 
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going  off  to  work  in  some  other  part  of 
the  country,  and  before  he  went  away 
i»lled  him  in  and  said — 

"  It  ia  true,  my  friend,  I  have  given  you  a 
coat  and  vest,  a  pair  of  trowsers,  boots  and 
Stockings,  a  bat.  and  eicellent  underclothing, 
but  I  have  not  given  you  aneckiieora  clean 
jbirt,  but  than  I  know  the  locality  to  which 
ire  going  will  supply  that  need.     "       '  " 


if  e 


mpted  to  say 


that  I  fitted  you  out  with  a 
ind  that  that   is  the 
lu  could  ever  have." 

am  •  rather  inclined  to  think  that 
although  the  man  would  accept  the  right 
hon.  Gtentleman's  metaphysical  discourse, 
he  would,  when  he  got  out  of  the  place, 
feel  himself  round  and  say,  "I  rather 
think  1  have  got  that  new  suit  on  after 
all."  The  nest  argument  may  be  that 
there  is  going  to  be  no  surplus  this  year. 
I  think,  however,  we  know  enongh  on 
that  subject  to  meet  the  argument  vrith- 
out  further  discassion.  Then  we  come 
to  the  more  practical  arguments.  The 
first  is,  that  this  thing  has  been  given  to 
Scotland,  and  that  it  must — and  the  sooner 
the  better — now  be  given  to  the  rest  of 
GreatBritain  andlreland.  Oneot  theat^- 
ments  Which  has  been  most  strongly  urged 
again  and  again  on  behalf  of  free  educa- 
tion, is,  that  it  would  improve  the 
attendance  of  children,  and  largely  assi&t 
the  work  of  tho  teachers.  As  to  the 
question  of  attendance,  I  admit  that  I 
think  sometimes  too  much  stress  has  been 
laid  on  it.  In  England  many  parents  are 
unwilling  to  send  their  children  to  school, 
and  whatever  ia  done  about  free  educa- 
tion, we  aha!]  have  to  carry  on  the  work 
of  compulsion  just  the  same.  As  the 
matter  stands  in  our  great  town  schools, 
it  is  the  regular  fee  payers  wlio 
are  the  regular  attenders,  and  it  is 
very  often  the  free  children  who 
are  most  irregular.  But  I  quite  admit 
that — as  is  happening  in  Scotland  at  the 
present  time— we  shall  have  a  great 
many  more  children  brought  into  those 
eicellent  infant  schools,  which  are  one  of 
the  few  points  in  connection  with  our 
educational  work  of  which  we  should  be 
heartily  proud.  As  to  helping  the 
teachers,  1  am  sure  that  we  should  all 
feel  that  the  national  teachers  of  England 
are  a  body  who  deserve  our  cordial 
sympathy  and  hearty  admiration,  and 
anything  and  everything  which  can  help 
tliem  in  their  kind  feeling  towards  the 
children,  and  in  their  pity  for  the  poorer 
2  M 
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ones,  many  of  whom   are  insufficiently 
fed   and    clothed  —  anything    that    can 
brighten  the  work  of  the  teachers  is  a 
thing  which  we  should  gladly  do.     Then 
we  come  to  the  argument  that  has  been 
urged  by  the   Prime  Minister   himself, 
namely,  that  if  we  appeal  to  the  great 
mass  of  the  people  to  perform  a  duty — 
which     some     of     them    now    perform 
against  their  will — for  the  common  good, 
we   shall   cure  a  great  deal  of  friction, 
and  certainly  lessen  a  great  deal  of  dis- 
content   by    enabling    this    compulsory 
duty  to  be  performed  without  cost.     We 
have    admitted    that    in    various    ways 
already,    but   although   I   think   that   a 
strong  argument,  I  think  a  stronger  one 
is  that   we    have   got  ourselves   into   a 
position  which  raises  invidious   distinc- 
tions between  those  who  get  remission  of 
fees  and  those  who  have  too  much  self- 
respect  to   go   to  ask   for    remission   of 
fees,    and    that    having    got    ourselves 
into  this  position — and  in  some  schools 
as  many  as  25  or  30  per  cent,   of  the 
children   are    getting   remission,    whilst 
the  children  of  many  respectable  people 
deserve   it,    but   are    not  getting    it  — 
it  behoves  us  to  use  our  best  efforts  to 
remove  these  invidious  distinctions  and 
throw  the  boon  open  to  all  without  the 
least  loss  of  self-respect,  and  in  a  way 
that  will  make  them  feel  that  the  State 
is  really  doing  something  good  for  them 
which  they  may  accept  with  pride  and 
pleasure.      I  do  not   want   to   drag   up 
cases,    ad  misericordiam,  but  we   know 
that  in  a  country  like  this,  where  there 
are  so  many  poor,  and  so  many  just  above 
the  brink  of  poverty,  there  are  thousands 
and  thousands  of  parents  who.  will  not 
demean  themselves  by  going  before  the 
School     Board    Attendance    Committee, 
still    less    by    even    finding   their   way 
before  the  Board  of  Guardians,  and  to 
whom  the  boon  of  remission  would  be 
of  enormous  value,  without  in  any  way 
lessening  their  self-respect  or  feeling  of 
independence.     I    do   not  know  if   any 
hon.  Members  have  read  the  interesting 
Return,      furnished     by     the     Labour 
Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  as 
to   the    expenditure    of  working  men — 
and  I  am  sure  we  must  all  be  glad  to  see 
that  Mr.    Giffen  and  Mr.    Burnett  are 
turning  out  such  valuable  wprk  from  the 
Department.      This   Return  deals  with 
the  expenditure  of  a  working  man  from 
his     earliest    years  •  of      wage-earning 
Mr.  A.  Acland 


through  his  married  life  to  the  period  of 
his  becoming  the  father  of  wage- 
earning  children.  Here  is  an  instance 
of  the  expenditure  of  .the  working 
"Schooling,    books    and    papers, 


man 


m 


£1    Is.   3d."  .  "  Interest  on    things 
pledge,  £1  6s.  <)d." — and  this  man  has  in 
addition     to     pay    £2     10s.     Od.    into 
a    Friendly    Society.     He    does  all  he 
can    to    keep   himself   respectable,    and 
not  waste  money,  and  yet  you  see  these 
items  side    by   side.      One  cannot  help 
feeling  that  if  he  had  not  been  obliged 
to  pay   this  item    in   respect   of  school- 
ing he  might  not  liave  been   compelled 
to  pay  the  item  for  interest  on  things  in 
pledge.     A  school  inspector  informed  me 
the  other  day  of  a  case  which  had  just 
come  under  his  notice.     A  widow  with 
five  children,  who  had  8s.  a  week  to  live 
upon,  sent  three  children  to  school,  the 
average  fee  being  2d.  a  week  each,  and 
often  went  without  a  meal  so  that  she 
might  be  able  to  pay  for  their  schooling, 
in  which  she  took  a  pride  and  a  pleasure. 
The   other   day   the   Chancellor   of   the 
Exchequer   warned  us  against   cases  of 
this  kind,  and  gave  us  what  he  called  a 
receipt  for  demagogues.      I   am   bound 
to  say  that  in  the  same  speech  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  put  forward  more  than 
once  the  case  of  a  poor  struggling  clerk 
with  £500  a  year.     It  would  be  an  ex- 
cellent  thing  for  the  poor  struggling  clerk 
to  get  more  still.  But   it   is  impossible 
to  raise  the  feeling  of  pity  for  a  man  who 
is  living  respectably  on  £500  a  year  as  it 
is  for   the  people  in   the   cases   I   have 
named,   to  whom  this  boon  would  be  a 
most  valuable  one.     Let  us  then  get  rid 
of  these  distinctions,  get  rid  of  the  almost 
inevitable   fraudulent  statements  which 
sometimes  have  to  be  made  before  Boards 
of  Guardians  or  before  School  Attendance 
Committees.     People  feel  they  have  to 
make  out  a  case  before  these  bodies,  and 
very     often      they      are     tempted      to 
misrepresent  the  facts.     Let   us  remove 
all  such  temptations   in    matters    of  this 
sort,  and  it  will   be    a   great   advantage 
from  a  moral  as  well  as  a  pecuniary  point 
of   view.      But   we  may  be  told  that  by 
granting  this  boon  we  shall  be  doing  that 
which   will  tend  to  pauperise  the  people. 
To   that    argument   I   attach  no    value 
whatever.     It  is  the  present  system  that 
has  a  tendency  to   pauperise  parents  by 
compelling  them  to  appear  before  Boards 
of  Guardians,  by  letting  them  come  near 
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the  workhouse  at  all.  Those  of  us  who 
have  sat  on  Boards  of  Guardians  and  seen 
the  people  come  to  the  workhouse  must 
liave  been  ashamed  that  we  have  a  law 
which  brings  people  there  on  behalf  of 
such  a  noble  thing  like  education,  and 
which  perhaps  accustoms  them  to  come 
there  again  for  another  purpose.  Is  free 
education  pauperising  in  other  countries? 
Is  it  pauperising  on  the  Continent, 
though  wages  are  lower  there  than  in 
England  ?  Is  it  pauperising  in  America, 
in  Canada,  or  in  many  parts  of  Australia? 
I  know  it  is  not  completely  carried 
through  in  all  parts  of  Australia,  but 
when  we  think  of  the  startling  sums  of 
money  which  the  Australians  sent  the 
other  day  to  help  the  dock  strikers  it  does 
not  look  as  if  these  men  were  much 
pj.uperised.  Many  of  us  have  been  to 
public  schools  or  the  University;  have 
luen  partakers  of  the  benefit  of  endow- 
msnts  of  public  money.  I  do  not  know, 
but  at  least  I  hope  we  have  not  been 
pauperised  by  it.  The  College  of  All 
Souls,  Oxford,  which  entertained  a  very 
distinguished  statesman  the  other  day, 
has  sent  a  good  many  men  to  this  House, 
who  have  had  assisted  education.  There 
was  once  a  school  in  Salford  which,  in  the 
days  when  fees  were  less  often  remitted 
than  now,  put  up  a  placard  on  its  doors 
on  which  appeared.  •  "Entrance  for 
assisted  children  at  the  back."  I  am 
sure  many  of  us  who  have  been  to  public 
schools  and  universities  would  not  care 
1 3  b3  labelled  "  Assisted  legislators,"  and 
told  we  must  come  in  by  a  back  door. 
Lit  us  get  rid  of  this  talk  of 
jissisted  education.  Now,  while  we 
.'i^rant  this  boon  we  must  at  the  same 
timj  use  it  as  a  means  and  a  lever  for 
improving  the  system  of  education  all 
round.  While  we  make  this  gift  to  the 
parjnts  we  must  ask  the  parents  to 
recognise  and  appreciate  its  advantages 
by  helping  to  lift  the  level  of  education 
throughout  the  country,  and  by  seeing 
that  their  children  are  benefited  by  it. 
Ther J  is,  for  instance,  the  question  of  the 
iige  at  which  children  leave  school. 
There  are  over  the  district  covered 
by  a  population  of  8,000,000  in  the 
country,  children  who  are  not  compelled 
to  stay  at  school  after  passing  the  Fourth 
Standard,  and  we  are  told  in  the  Blue 
Book  that  children  ought  to  pass  the 
Fourth  Standard*  at  10  years  of  age. 
Here,  then,  a  large  portion  of  the  work- 


ing classes  may  be  reasonably  asked,  in 
consideration  of  the  boon  of  free  educa- 
tion, to  let  their  children  remain  at 
school  a  year  or  a  year  and  a  half  longer, 
not  only  for  the  good  of  the  child,  but  for 
the  general  good,  for  I  have  no  con- 
fidence whatever  in  the  existing  and,  I 
fear,  growing  competition  of  child  labour. 
We  may  also  be  able  to  do  much  to 
improve  our  evening  schools,  and,  in- 
deed, to  embark  on  many  of  those  reforms 
which  some  of  us  have  been  waiting  for 
for  a  very  long  time.  Generally,  then, 
it  appears  to  me  that  by  a  free 
system  of  education  we  shall  get 
a  more  cheerful  attendance  at  the 
schools,  relieve  the  teachers,  and 
bo  able  to  put  on  compulsion  without 
irritation.  We  shall  grant  an  immense 
relief  to  the  large  numbers  of  the  working 
classes,  and  at  the  same  time  in  no  way 
diminish  their  self-respect,  and  we  shall, 
if  we  are  wise,  make  the  system  a  means  of 
lifting  the  general  level  of  the  whole  of 
our  national  education.  Now,  as  to 
the  plans  by  which  this  is  to  be  done.  It  is 
assumed  thatthe  grant  must  come  from  the 
National  Exchequer.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  a  large  portion  of  it  will  have  so 
to  come,  but  when  we  suggest  that  part 
of  it  may  come  from  the  rates,  the  difl&- 
culty  which  some  hon.  Members  opposite 
feel  comes  in  because  they  know,  or  at 
least  they  say  so,  that  if  rates  are  granted, 
even  in  a  moderate  degree,  to  help  our 
schools,  it  would  involve  some  measure  of 
popular  control.  As  to  the  way  in  which 
it  is  to  be  granted,  it  has  been  suggested 
more  than  once  that  the  schools  should 
receive  the  exact  amount  of  fees  they  now 
charge.  A.  short  examination  shows  how 
utterly  futile  and  impossible  that  is.  It 
is  uttsrly  impossible  to  so  endow  the 
large  schools  in  the  wealthy  districts, 
which  charge  high  fees,  which  are  almost 
^'Mcm-middle-class  schools,  and  I  am 
glad  of  it.  What  would  you  do  in 
the  poor  schools  where  the  managers 
only  get  a  penny  fee,  and  in  many  cases 
not  even  that  ?  Their  difficulties  are  the 
greatest,  and  yet  you  would  give  them 
the  least.  The  only  practical  and  satis- 
factory method  is  that  adopted  in  Scot- 
land. You  must  strike  an  average, 
and  give  to  each  school  an  average  fee. 
I  approach  now  the  question  of  the  con- 
ditions upon  which  such  a  boon  can  be 
granted.  It  has  been  forcing  itself  on 
the  minds  of  many  people  that  during 
2  M  2 
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the  20  years  that  have  elapsed  since  1870  eulties  which  surround  elementary  ednca- 

our    system   of  national   education  has  tion.     Let  me  quote  a  few  words  from 

been    gradually    undergoing     a     great  the  Report  of  the  Schools  Inquiry  Com 

variety  of  changes,  and  that  you  cannot  missioners   of    1 868,   which  was   signed 

pour  out  more  millions  for  national  edu-  by  the  Bishop  of  London,   the  present 

cation  without  considering  the  position,  Bishop  of  Eochester,  and  the  late  Dean 

and    perhaps,   if    necessary,  making    a  Hook,  among  others.    The  Commissioners 

certain  amount  of  re-arrangement.     On  report — 

this  subject  I  may  as  well  quote  some  .,  ,^  j^  ^^^  substantial  degree  it  (the  Local 

of   the    strong   opponents    of   free   edu-  Board)  represents  the  people,  it   carries  a  force 

cation.     Mr.  Diggle,   the    present  chair-  with  it  which  it  is  impossihle  to  secure  in  any 

man  of  the  London  School  Board,  speaking  other  way  ....  No  skill  in  organisation,  no 

in  Cardiff  said  • careful  adaptation  of  the  means  in  hand  to  the 

'  hest  ends  can  do  so  much  for  education  as  the 

"  It  is  obvious  that  if  the  contrihution  from  earnest  co-operation  ofthe  people.  The  Ameri- 

the  State  is  increased  from  46  per  cent,  to  76  can  schools  appear  to  have  no  great  excellence 

per  cent,  that  increase  of  contribution  must  be  o/  method,  nor  a  very  well  selected  system  of 

accompanied  by  such  an  increase  of  control  as  «}"d;^«'  nor  very  thorough  inspection,  nor  very 

to  render  them  practically  State  schools ;  if,  on  skilful  gradation  of  the  schools  in  relaUon  to 

the  other  hand,  the  ratepayer  is  substituted  for  each  other,     But  the  schools  are  m  the  hands  of 

the  parent  I  think  that  it  is  equally  obvious  ^^^  people    and  from  this  fact  they  dern-e  a 

that  the  ratepayer  would  obtain  a  more  direct  ^^''^^,  ^'^^^  "^^J"^  i°  ""J^®  ^P  /^'  *"  JI?^!^ 

representation   upon  the  management  of   the  deficiencies.      The    Scotch    schools   owe   their 

schools  than  the  parent  now  enjoys.     In  either  ^^""^^  i?  a  great  measure  to  the  wme  cause 

case  the  schools  would  cease  to  retein  the  in-  •  •  •  •  ^^"*  *^«  "^^  force  whereby  the  work  is 

dependent  character  which  now  marks  their  ^  *>«  ^°°e  ^^^^  ,^°^?  J'?°\  the  people,  and 

management,  and  which  has  hitherto  influenced  ej^ry  arrangement  which  fosters  the  interests 

their  progress,  and  little  except  the  existence  ^^  ♦'^f  Pf^^P;®  I?  the  schools,  which  teaches  the 

of  voluntary  contributions  would  exist  to  dis-  V^V]^  *<>  loo*^  on  the  schools  as  their  own. 

tinguish    them    from     schools    under    School  which  encourages  thena  to  take  a  share  m  the 

Boards.     That    little    would    soon    disappear  management  will  do  at  least  as  nauch  service  as 

under  the  circumstances    which  I   have   de-  *^«  .^^^e^t  advice  of  the  most  skillul  adminis- 

tailed,  and    practically  the  era    of    universal  tration. 

School  Boards  would  be  ushered  in."  rj.^^  Government  passed,  and  we  are  very 
I  think  Mr.  Diggle  is  quite  right  in  say-  glad  they  did,  an  Intermediate  Education 
ing  that  both  the  rates  and  taxes  bring  Act  for  Wales.  We  congratulate  the  Vice- 
in  the  same  question — popular  control.  President  upon  the  course  he  took  in  push- 
A  great  many  people  think  you  can  pour  ing  forward  the  measure,  but  when  we  come 
out  taxes,  and  popular  control  is  out  of  to  consider  the  religious  diiBculty  in  re- 
the  question ;  but  in  the  matter  of  local  lation  to  these  secondary  schools  in  Wales 
government  the  Government  have  — a  poor  country  where  nearly  all  the 
handed  over  large  sums  to  representative  children  we  shall  get  into  the  secondary 
bodies,  and  every  one  is  satisfied  because  schools  will  be  6th  and  7th  standard 
the  money  is  in  the  Jiands  of  men  children,  the  very  children  about  the 
locally  responsible  to  the  ratepayers,  great  bulk  of  whom  the  religious 
Before  going  into  the  diflBcuIties  difficulties  arises — when  this  subject  was 
of  the  religious  question  I  want  discussed  at  the  Church  Congress,  again 
to  point  out  that  as  we  go  on  in-  you  hear  the  voice  of  common  sense, 
creasing  representative  management,  The  Dean  of  St.  Asaph,  an  earnest  Welsh- 
with  County  Councils,  the  District  man,  and  a  very  strong  Churchman, 
Councils  of  the  future,  and  the  Parochial  said  : — 

Councils  of  the  future,  so  it  is  quite  in-  ,,^,  .  v  •  j.^e  n  .  v  ^ 
«  -i^i^i^  -i.  L  •  J.  xu  •  J  J?  **  The  *  religious  diflBculty  was  a  mere  ghcst 
evitable  it  must  come  mto  the  mmds  of  ^f  a  dead  past  He  saw  nothing  in  the  Act  to 
the  people  why  they  are  not  to  have  a  prevent  Church  boys  being  taught  Church  doc- 
reasonable  measure  of  control  over  this  trine  by  a  Church  teacher,  and  Nonconformist 
important  subject  of  popular  education,  boys  being  taught  religion  by  a  Nonconformist 

■D«i^«^  T  j^«^     J  J.        if  i^T           'J  teacher,  outside  school  hours. 
Ueiore  1  aescencL  to  what  1  consider  some 

of  the  more  lamentable  things  said  on  The  Dean  of  Llandaff  said  : — 

this  subject,  I  want  to  pause  a  moment  «'  l  cannot  agree  with  those  who  think  that  it 

in  the  atmosphere  of  intermediate  educa-  is  wicked  to  have  day  schools  in  which  religious 

tion,  and   show   wlmt   people  say   there  instructions    shall  form  no  part  of  the  pro- 

when   their  minds  arc  not  waied   by  V^rL.^^S^^'^^.l^^^^J^^Z'^. 

what  may  be  called  the  traditional  dim-  tion,  and  certainly  of  our  English  constitatioa  , 
Mr,  A.  A  eland 


Majesty's  Mont         {VEBKVkRX  21, 1890}  Graeiaua  Siteech. 


921 

to  hold  Ixngua^e  of  that  sort.  Where  is  the 
parfioL  uiid  where  id  the  Church  ?  I(  you  trefit 
ths  lUv-Bchool  Its  thu  be-all  and  the  end-aH  cf 
til"  insLnielion  of  the  child,  yoii  are  leavirn- 
nut  of  slight  those  two  moat  important  elemt-nls 
in  the  edumiiioD  ci(  the  individual.  The  parL-nt, 
the  humo,  iind  then  the  sobool  or  chapel,  or 
whatever  it  be.  surely  must  be  traated,  and  ciin 
be  tnitted.  with  at  leant  some  portion  of  llic 
relij^ona  education  oE  the  child." 

We  shall  be  told  no  doubt  that  tiie 
religion'i  difficulty  cornea  in  with  tke 
raligioua  inatraction  given  in  the  Bt.>;ird 
schools.  Well,  there  are  only  seven 
Scliool  Boards  in  Kngland  that  do  riofc 
S'ive  Scriptural  instruction,  and  kori. 
Members  know  perfectly  that  the  Sc['i[v 
tural  instrnctioii  given  in  many  of  the 
Board  Schools  is  admirable— is  qnitu  iis 
good  as  that  given  in  many  voluntary 
Hchoola  and  much  better  than  that  given 
in  Bome  of  them.  Lord  Selbome  eaid, 
with  very  good  sense,  when  he  was  in 
this  House,  that  you  cannot  expect  to 
make  children  of  12  or  13  into  contro- 
versial .  divines.  If  you  give  them 
thorough  teaching  in  Bible  history  you 
will  do  all  you  need  to  do  when  yon 
have  the  Church  and  the  home  behind. 
It  is  a  very  lamentable  thing  to  find 
men  like  the  Bishop  of  Salisbury,  whom 
all  of  ua  who  know  him  respect  for 
his  learning  and  earnestness,  finding,' 
himself  compelled  to  say,  as  he  did 
the  other  day,  that  as  long  aa  he  was 
Bishop  of  Salisbury  he  would  do  all 
he  cottid  to  prevent  Boai-d  schnotK 
being  introduced  into  that  city.  Then 
Canon  Gregory,  one  of  the  majority 
of  the  Royal  Commission,  speaking  at 
Cardiff  the  other  day,  said — ■ 

■' In  Board  school  districla,  in  which  either 
no  religious  leachin);  was  imparted  or  whtre 
only  naminal  atti:ntion  la  Ihe  subject  wa.9 
given,  (hey  must  expect  at  no  distant  day  aii 
amount  of  oppoaitioa  and  avoned  intldtlity 
greatly  in  eiceas  of  what  they  had  hithertu 
eiperieneed,  and  it  would  ha  strange  indeed  if 
ench  infidelity  were  not  the  precuratr  of  a 
fearful  amount  ot  vice  and  violation  of  law 
and  order." 

I  really  do  not  know  whether  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  oppoaite  side  believe  that 
School  Board  education  is  going  to  lead 
to  all  this  vice.  The  rev.  Canon  was 
speaking  in  Wales,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
he  had  in  his  eye  the  tithe  questioLi 
when  he  referred  to  the  violation  of  tuw 
and  order.  I  can  only  say,  for  my  own 
part,  I  think  it  is  lamentable  that  such 
language  should  be  used,  and  I  am  quite 
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sure  there  are  many  on  the  opposite  side 
who  think  it  lamentable  too,  and  who 
know  that  this  kind  of  talk  is  often 
irritating  and  most  injurious.  The 
reason  why  the  question  of  popular 
control  must  continually  be  brought 
up  is  that  the  voluntary  schools  havo 
largely  changed  their  position.  When 
Mr.  Forster  brought  in  his  Bill  volun- 
tary donors  were  contributing  nearly  a 
thud  ot  the  whole  expense,  but  while 
the  fees  paid  by  the  parents  have  been 
continually  going  up  the  voluntary  con- 
tributions have  been  of  late  steadily  going 
down,  and  all  the  time  the  Government 
grant  has  been  going  up  by  leaps  and 
bounds.  We  must  remember  what  the 
position  of  the  voluntary  manager  really 
is.  Of  the  schools  which  the  Royal 
Commisaion  dealt  with  no  less  than  10 
per  cent,  were  receiving  no  voluntaiy 
subscriptions  at  all.  Is  it  seriously 
maintained  that  a  school  in  this  position, 
and  which  may  have  been  built  40  or  50 
years  ago,  is  to  remain  under  the  con- 
trol of  perhaps  a  single  manager  for  the 
rest  of  time  1  Is  it  not  a  rational  thing 
that  we  should  say,  when  we  are 
spending  large  Bums  of  money  on  such  a 
school,  that  we  are  entitled  to  ask  for 
popular  control  ?  In  the  towns  some  of 
the  difficulties  surrounding  this  qnestion 
may  be  solved  by  making  special  pro- 
vision for  Roman  Catholics  and  others, 
bnt  is  it  not  reasonable  in  the  country 
districts  to  say,  as  the  Wesleyans  and 
other  Konconformists  have  said  long  ago, 
that  we  ought  to  have  within  reach  a 
school  which  ia  subject  to  popular  con- 
trol ?  We  put  forward  this  contention  on 
educationalgroniids,andon  socialgrounds 
as  well.  We  do  so  on  educational  grounds 
because  we  cannot  get  the  inspector  to 
condemn  these  schools  when  he  sees 
people  struggling  along,  as  they  are 
struggling  in  many  places  and  trying 
hard  to  keep  them  in  existence.  One  of 
them,  Mr.  Johnstone,  in  his  published 
report  speaks  of  "  the  struggling  village 
school "  and  says— 

The  Inspector  must  either  refuse  the  grant 
and  perhaps  crnah  the  school  or  he  must 
recommend  the  j^rant  for  work  which  he  knows 
falls  infinitely  nhort  ot  the  alandard  laid  down 
for  him  in  the  code.  He  chooses  probably 
tlm  more  merciful  part,  and  from  that  hour  bs 
perpetuates  bad  leaching  by  rewarding  im- 
perfect effort.'' 

We  ought,  by  having  representative 
district  school  authorities,  for  I  do  not 
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believe  in  small  parish  School  Boards, 
to  enable  the  Inspector  to  feel  that 
he  could  fall  back  upon  reasonable 
support  from  the  inhabitants  of  the 
district.  That  was  the  line  which  the 
Bishop  of  London,  to  his  credit,  took  on 
the  Royal  Commission.  He  moved  an 
Amendment  declaring  that  the  Govern- 
ment grant  ought  to  be  met  by  something 
like  an  equal  grant  from  the  voluntary 
managers.  Then  Mr.  Rathbone  proposed 
that  at  least  a  fixed  proportion  should  be 
contributed  by  voluntary  managers,  and 
this,  like  the  Bishop's  proposal,  was 
thrown  out.  Our  contention  is  also 
based  on  sx;ial  grounds.  Country 
villages  are  lamentably  devoid  of  any- 
thing in  the  form  of  self-government, 
and  we  say  that  this  question  of  the 
school  is  in  the  Udited  States,  in 
Australia,  and  in  Scotland  one  of  the 
most  stimulating  that  village  people 
CO  uld  be  entrusted  with.  The  people  of  the 
villages  are  pouring  into  the  towns,  and 
what  sort  of  training  are  they  getting] 
A  young  man  of  19  or  20  comes  into  the 
towns  with  no  idea  that  he  has  any  right 
as  a  citizen  to  take  part  in  public  a&irs. 
We  want  to  do  everything  we  can  to 
interest  the  people  not  only  in  the  schools, 
but  in  a  great  many  other  things.  But 
the  schools  exist,  and,  as  the  head-master  of 
Rugby  said  the  other  day,  if  the  clergy 
and  managers  would  only  show  that  they 
had  a  little  more  confidence  in  t!ie  people, 
all  those  who  deserved  it  might  retain 
their  seats  on  the  popular  Bodies,  and 
they  would  be  much  more  in  sympathy 
with  the  people.  I  know  all  this  will  be 
misinterpreted,  and  I  shall  be  told  I  am 
making  a  tilt  against  the  clergy  and 
against  all  the  earnest  men  'who  have 
done  so  much  for  education.  1  am  doing 
nothing  of  the  kind.  I  recognise  what 
they  have  done.  I  recognise  that  they 
came  forward  at  a  time  when  effort  was 
most  needed  and  did  what  they  could  for 
education  out  of  their  own  pockets.  But 
I  say  we  are  living  in  a  time  when  we 
must  give  people  more  control  over 
their  own  affairs,  including  education. 
If  this  is  done,  we  shall,  by  slow  degrees, 
be  able,  like  Scotland  and  Switzerland,  to 
follow  up  a  good  primary  education*  with 
a  system  of  secondary  education.  I  will 
end  by  quoting  a  lettar  from  a  young 
Swiss  friend  of  mine.     He  says — 

''As  to  how  far  free  education  goes,  lean 
give  yon  my  own  experience.    After  passing 
Jf7\  A.  A  eland 


like  everybody  else  through  the  six  classes  of 
the  primary  school,  I  frequented  for  six  and  a 
half  years  the  gymnasium  at  Wioterthen, 
without  paying  a  single  half-penny  for  in- 
struction beyond  what  my  father,  whose 
income  at  that  time  was  about  £100,  paid  in 
the  way  of  rates  and  taxes,  and  he  would  have 
had  to  pay  exactly  the  same  amount  had  I  not 
fiequented  it.  Of  course  there  was  the  outlay 
on  books,  writing  and  drawing  niaterials,  &c., 
but  this  would  certainly  be  less  than  £12  for  the 
whole  six  ;nid  a  half  years,  at  the  end  of  which 

I  paFsed  on  to  the  University  of  Zurich 

Foremost  in  all  Switzerland  wo  have  the  Can- 
ton of  Bale  (City).  In  pursuance  of  the 
Federal  Constitution  of  1874,  primary  edu- 
cation became  free  in  Bale  in  1875,  m  1879 
seccniary  education  ^at  made  free,  aid  in  1881 
the  system  was  extended  to  thu  grammar 
schools.  At  the  sane  time  materials  were  sup- 
plied free  to  the  pupils  of  the  lower  and 
upper  boys*  Hchools  and  of  the  upper  girls' 
schools.  Finally,  on  the  11th  of  June,  1880, 
a  Resolution  was  passed  by  the  Council,  accord- 
ing to  which  the  State  also  takes  upon  itself  the 
expense  of  supplying  all  the  priuted  books 
to  the  whole  of  its  schools,  lower  and 
upper,  boys  and  girls,  the  Univtriity  alone 
excepted;  so  that  in  th^.  Canton  of  Bole  the 
child  of  the  poorest  man  can  not  only  frequent 
the  common  public  school,  but  also  the  excellent 
middle  and  upper  schools  that  lead  up  to  the 
university  without  having  to  bring  to  school 
anything  hue  what  the  child  of  the  wealthiest 
has  to  bring  as  Well,  that  is.  the  willingncFs 
and  the  firm  intention  to  become  by  means  of 
these  beneficent  institutions  a  useful  member  of 
the  community  both  for  his  or  her  own  sake 
as  well  as  for  the  well-being  of  the  whole 
State." 

We   in  England,  with  all  our  wealth — 

and  we  are  the  wealthiest  country  in  the 

world — might  well  take  a  humble  scat  ot 
the  feet  of  little  Switzerland  on  this 
question  of  education.  We  have  looked 
again  und  again  to  this  Government 
for  methods  that  will  help  forward  the 
social  welfare  of  the  working  classes. 
They  have  done  nothing  for  temperance  ; 
we  fear  they  will  do  little  for  the 
villages ;  and  now  we  have  this  question 
of  education.  Here  is  an  opportunity 
which  I  hope  the  Government  will  take 
advantage  of.  You  may  solve  this 
question  in  a  narrow  spirit,  narrow 
educationally  and  narrow  socially,  or  in  a 
broad  and  liberal  spirit  which  will  give 
our  working  people  the  best  we  can  give. 
I  hope  you  will  take  the  wider  coui'se, 
and  will  choose  a  policy  which  will  gi\e 
relief  to  the  working  classes  without 
injuring  their  self  respect,  and  which  will 
lead  to  the  institution  of  a  national  and 
progressive  system  of  education,  based 
on  the  common  good  sense  and  common 
good  will  of  all  classes.     This  you  can 
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do  if  you  like  without  fear,  without  dis- 
trust, and  without  injustice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

After  paragraph  16,  to  insert  the  words, 
"  And  we  humbly  express  to  Your  M<ijesty  the 
regret  of  this  House  that,  fls  free  education  in 
elementary  schools  hasheen  granted  in  Scotland, 
no  reference  is  made  in  Your  Majesty's  Most 
Gracious  Speech  to  legislative  proposals  for 
giving  similar  advantages  to  the  rest  of  the 
United  Kingdom  ''—(Mr.  Arthur  Aeland.J 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
b3  there  inserted." 

*(6.38.)  Mr.  S.  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  I  think  the  Govern- 
ment can  hardly  complain  of  my  hon. 
Friend  for  bringing  forward  this  Amend- 
ment. They  must  admit  that  those  of  us 
who  are  in  favour  of  free  education  are 
smarting  under  a  legitimate  disappoint- 
ment. We  certainly  understood  from 
the  Prime  Minister  not  long  ago  that  the 
question  of  assisted  schools  or  free 
schools  was  simply  a  question  of  money, 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
has  since  told  us  that  it  is  not  a  question 
of  money,  but  a  question  of  time.  This 
year  there  is  money,  but  no  time,  and 
next  Session  we  shall  be  told  that  there 
is  time,  but  no  money.  We  know  quite 
well,  however,  that  it  is  not  really  a 
question  of  time  or  a  question  of  money 
which  has  delaved  the  sattlemant  of 
this  great  reform.  The  fact  is  that 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  forgot  to  consult  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Darwen 
(Viscount  Cranborne)  before  he  sent  up 
his  kite,  and  the  result  was  that  the  kite 
came  down  again  very  quickly.  Last  year 
the  Scottish  Free.  Schools  proposal  led  to 
an  incipient  rebellion  among  the  sup- 
portsrs  of  the  Government,  and  I  sup- 
pose Ministers  were  afi*aid  that  if  they 
tried  to  introduce  the  system  into  Eng- 
land, there  would  be  a  general  revolt. 
We  are  glad  to  know,  however,  that 
many  of  those  who  are  interested  in 
Church  of  England  and  other  voluntary 
schools — the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury 
at  the  head — are  far-sighted  enough 
to  be  ready  to  accept  some  system 
of  free  schools.  It  is  a  deplorable  fact, 
generally  speaking,  thut  hon.  Members 

-who  represent  the  voluntary  system 
in  this  House  are  Tories  of  the 
Tories,   and  are  most   retrogressive   on 

*  edopational .  questions.       In    my    belief 


they  are  playing  a  fatal  game.  Last 
year  they  were  able  to  destroy  the  Code 
introduced  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  this  year  they , have  bean  successful 
in  postponing  the  question  of  free 
schools.  But  passing  from  that,  it  is 
at  all  events  satisfactory  to  find  that 
neither  the  Prime  Minister  nor  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  in  any  way  meet 
the  question  as  a  question  of  principle. 
The  first  Lord  of  the  Treasury  said  it 
was  a  question  of  money,  and  the  Prime 
Minister  said  it  was  only  a  question  of 
time.  Progress  has  certainly  been  made 
when  we  find  the  leaders  of  the  Govern- 
ment prepared  to  discuss  the  question 
apart  from  its  principle,  and  only  as  to 
how  the  details  may  best  be  carried  out. 
We  also  find  that  there  has  been  a  consider- 
able step  forward  with  regard  to  the  free 
school  question  on  this  side.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Bii*mingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  en- 
deavoured to  raise  the  matter  in  the 
unauthorised  programme  in  1885,  but  at 
that  time  he  was  in  the  position  of  one 
crying  in  the  wilderness  ;  whereas  those 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
required  it  on  this  side  of  the  House  had 
since  found  salvation  on  this  as  on 
another  subject.  I  do  not  know,  that 
it  is  necessary  to  ent^^r  at  any  length 
on  the  arguments  which  may  be 
advanced  in  favour  of  the  principle  of 
free  schools,  because  the  principle  is  prac- 
tically admitted.  The  nation  had  come 
to  the  conclusion — Lord  Salisbury  prac- 
tically admitted  it  —  that  if  the 
Stat3  forced  parents  to  send  their 
children  to  school,  the  State  ought 
not  to  placa  any  obstacle  in  the 
way  of  the  attendance  of  thes3  children. 
I  think  my  hon.  Friend  made  rather 
too  little  of  th3  irregularity  of  attend- 
ance arising  from  the  existence  of  the 
fee.  Considerable  experience  on  the 
London  School  Board,  and  especially  on 
the  Bye  Laws  Committee,  has  proved  to 
me  that  there  is  no  greater  obstacle  to 
regularity  of  attendance,  or  to  attendance 
at  all — ^in  London  at  all  events — than 
the  existence  of  the  fee  which  is  charged. 
An  hon.  Member  interjected  the  remark 
that  the  children  whose  fees  are  now 
remitted  by  no  means  attended  regu- 
larly. I  think  he  forgot  that  the 
children  whose  fees  are  remitted  at 
pres  3nt  belong  to  the  class  from  which  the 
most  irregular  children  come,  and,  there- 
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fore,  whether  you  remit  their  fees  or  do 
not,  it  does  not  really  affect  the  question 
of  the  average  child  and  the  general 
attendance  at  school.^  We  are  often  told 
that  if  you  abolish  the  fee  you  take 
away  the  parent's  interest  in  the  attend- 
ance of  his  child.  But  it  is  forgotten 
that  the  parent  has,  and  always  will 
have,  a  very  strong  incentive  to  see 
that  his  child  attends  school  regu- 
larly whether  the  fee  exists  or  not, 
inasmuch  as  his  child  has  to  pass  a 
certain  standard  before  ho  is  free  to 
leave  school  and  earn  wages.  I  do  not 
think  hon.  Members  opposite  will  deny 
that  the  present  system  of  collecting  fees 
is  most  costly  and  vexatious — costly  and 
vexatious  to  the  managei*s,  to  the 
teachers,  and  to  the  parents  themselves. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  has  more  than 
once  pointed  out  that  it  is  the  most  un- 
economical way  of  raising  school  revenue 
that  could  possibly  be  conceived.  Again, 
the  fees  are  not*- uniform,  and  are  there- 
fore unfair.  Two  men  may  live  in  the 
same  town,  earn  the  same  wages,  have 
the  same  number  of  children,  and  secured 
for  them  identically  the  same  instruc- 
tion. The  one  whose  children  attend 
a  particular  school  may  have  to  pay, 
say,  4d.  per  week,  while  his  neighbour, 
whose  children  attend  another  school, 
will  have  to  jjay  1  s.  per  week,  the  educa- 
tion given  being  exactly  the  same.  The 
State,  therefore,  for  the  supply  of  the 
same  article,  charges  a  different  amount 
in  different  districts.  My  hon.  Friend 
said  something  in  reference  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  abolition  of  fees  impairing 
the  self-respect  and  independence  of  the 
parent.  I  deny  that  free  education  has 
the  effect  of  impairing  the  self-respect 
and  the  independence  of  the  parents,  but  I 
charge,  on  the  other  hand,  that  the  pre- 
S3nt  system  of  remission  of  fees,  an 
essential  matter  so  long  as  a  fee  is 
charged,  is  day  by  day  impairing  the 
independence  of,  and  driving  over  the 
tine  of  pauperism,  thousands  of  parents. 
The  present  system  of  the  remis- 
sion of  fees  is  the  most  unfair, 
the  most  iniquitous,  and  perhaps  the  most 
pauperising  agency  existing  in  the 
country.  I  have  no  doubt  some  hon. 
Members  opposita  will  argue  that  it  is 
grossly  unfair  that  the  parents  whose 
children  are  attending  our  elementary 
schools  should  be  relieved  of  all 
Jlr.  S.  BuxtQu 


the  charge.  [Sir  R.  Temple  :  Hear, 
hear.]  Well,  I  entirely  deny  that  he 
will  be  so  relieved.  And,  first,  we 
may  say  it  is  rather  hard  that  this  par- 
ticular burden  imposed  on  a  parent  by 
the  State  should  be  impost  at  the 
moment  of  all  others  when  he  is  least 
able  te  bear  it — when,  so  te  speak,  all  his 
children  are  in  the  cupboard.  But  I  deny 
that  a  parent  would  be  relieved  of  all 
cost  of  his  children's  education  if  fees 
were  abolished.  He  would  still  continue 
te  pay  in  two  ways.  He  would  pay  as  a 
member  of  the  community  through,  his 
rates  and  taxes  throughout  his  life ;  and 
he  would  pay  as  an  individual,  and 
pay  a  very  heavy  charge  by  way 
of  cost  for  his  children's  education, 
by  the  loss  of  earnings  that  the  compul- 
sory law  entails  upon  him  It  is  too  much 
forgotten  what  an  eAormous  tax  onr 
compulsory  system  has  placed  on  parents. 
Before  1870  no  parent  need  send  his 
child  to  sch(X)l  at  all,  and  as  a  matter  of 
fact  the  |3ercentage  of  parents  who  sent 
their  dhildren  to  school  was  very  small 
compared  with  the  number  who  are  now 
compelled  to  send  their  children  to  school. 
There  was,  moreover,  a  smaller  proportion 
of  children  of  the  age  of  12  to  14,  or 
even  of  10  to  11,  attending  school  then 
than  now ;  and  that  means  that  for  every 
child  attending  school  up  to  12  or  14  the 
j)arent  is  mulcted  to  the  extent  of  the 
earnings  the  child  might  otherwise  ha  ve 
earned.  In  1869  the  children  on  the 
register  at  our  public  elementary  schools 
numbered  1,570,000;  37  per  cent  of 
those  children  were  between  9  and  14, 
or,  in  other  words,  580,000.  In  1885  there 
were  4,412,000  children  on  the  register, 
of  whom  45  per  cent,  were  between  9 
and  14,  or  over  2,000,000.  Thus  nearly 
1  i  million  more  of  children  between  the 
ages  of  9  and  14  are  now  annually 
attending  school  than  in  1870;  repre- 
senting a  cost  to  the  parents  which 
can  only  be  reckoned  by  several 
millions  a  year.  To  take  the  case  of  a 
parent  who,  under  the  former  system, 
took  his  child  away  at  9  or  10  in  order 
to  work,  and  is  now  obliged  to  keep  it  at 
school  till  the  age  of  12  or  13,  the  loss 
to  the  parent  will  amount  to  something 
like  £25  or  X80.  A  sum  that  repre- 
sented to  a  man  earning,  say,  25s.  a 
week,  as  great  a  sacrifice  as  did  the 
sending  of  his  boy  to  Eton  represent  to 
a    man   of  £4,000  or  £5,000  a  year. 
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We  want  to  get  parents  so  much  in- 
terested in  education  that  they  will 
keep  their  children  as  long  as  possible 
at  school,  and  the  fee  stands  greatly  in 
the  way  of  that  consummation.  The 
arguments  in  favour  of  free  schools  are 
overwhelming,  and  the  only  question  for 
the  House  of  Commons  to  decide  is,  not 
should  free  education  be  carried  out,  but 
when  and  how  it  ought  to  be  carried  out. 
I  by  no  means,  however,  want  to  follow 
the  precedent  set  by  the  Act  of  last 
Session  as  regards  Scotland.  I  do  not 
desire  to  see  the  money  coming  from  the 
rates,  but  from  the  taxes.  The  educar 
tion  rate  is  already  very  heavy,  and 
there  might  be  a  fear  that  some  of  the 
ratepayers  would  grudge  the  additional 
expense  that  might  attend  the  freeing  of 
schools,  and  thus,  desire  to  starve  them. 
Moreover,  I  think  that  the  incidence 
of  our  present  system  of  taxation, 
coming  for  the  mo^t  part  directly  from 
property  and  intoxicants,  is  a  much  fairer 
burden  than  the  incidence  of  the  present 
system  of  rates.  Secondly,  I  think  that 
the  whole  of  the  fees  ought  to  be  abolished, 
if  any  are  abolished.  None  of  us  want 
to  copy  the  system  in  Scotland  of  free- 
ing the  lower  and  not  the  higher  standards, 
than  which  I  cannot  conceive  a  more 
suicidal  means  of  driving  the  children 
from  school  at  the  earliest  possible  age. 
The  Scotch  system,  too,  under  which  the 
School  Board  are  allowed,  while  opening 
most  of  their  schools  free,  to  keep  a  few  still 
charging  fees,  may  be  all  very  well  in 
regard  to  Scotland,  but  will  not  do  in 
England.  I  hope  that  when  we  institute 
a  system  of  free  schools  we  shall  insist 
that  all  shall  be  free  from  top  to  bottom. 
I  admit  that  the  position  of  the  voluntary 
schools  forms  the  great  diflBculty  in  the 
way  of  the  introduction  of  free  schools. 
The  present  system  of  paying  vast  sums 
to  irresponsible  managers  of  sectarian 
schools  has  many  evils  in  itself, 
and  cannot  be  carried  any  further 
than  it  has  been  in  the  past. 
The  principle  I  should  be  inclined  to  lay 
down  is  this — that  in  the  case  of  every 
School  Board  school,  or  a  school  under 
local  control,  that  school  ought  to  be 
free ;  and,  supplementary  to  this,  that 
there  ought  to  be  a  free  school 
within  the  reach  of  every  parent.  There 
would  not  be  much  difficulty  in  carry- 
ing that  out  in  the  case  of  large  towns, 
where  School  Board  schools  already  exists 


and  in  the  case  of  the  small  rural  districts 
it  is  high  time  it  was  enacted  that  where 
there  is  only  one  school  that  school  ought 
to  be  not  only  a  free  school,  but  an  un- 
denominational school,  as  far,  at  all  events, 
as  the  time  of  secular  instruction  is 
concerned.  Then,  I  do  not  see  why,  if  our 
Board  Schools  are  free  and  there  is  a  free 
school  within  reach  of  every  child,  there 
need  be  any  action  taken,  at  all  events 
at  present,  to  make  the  acceptance  of  the 
free  school  system  compulsory  inEngland, 
as  it  is  in  Scotland.  I  do  not  see  why  an 
option  should  not  be  given  to  the  managers 
of  voluntary  schools ;  subject,  of  course, 
to  the  provision  that  if  they  accepted 
the  grant,  they  must,  at  all  events  dur- 
ing the  hours  of  secular  instruction, 
come  under  some  system  of  localcontrol ; 
but  that  if  they  choose  to  go  on  under  the 
old  system  they  can  do  so.  It  is  often 
being  asked  why  should  we  alter  the 
principle .  on  which  the  voluntary  system 
has  been  carried  on  for  so  long  ?  I  think 
the  answer  is  simple,  namely,  that  in  1870 
there  were  great  difficulties  in  the  way 
of  carrying  out  a  system  of  universal 
school  boards.  A  compromise  was  there- 
fore come  to  under  which,  where  ihe 
voluntary  school  could  show  the  receipt 
of  substantial  amount  of  revenue  other 
than  the  grant,  the  principle  of  coupling 
public  control  with  public  expenditure 
should  not  apply.  But  everything  has 
altered  profoundly  since  then.  In  1879 
the  fees  and  subscriptions  togeth-^r  repre- 
sented five-eighths  of  the  whole  revenue 
of  the  Church  schools  for  instance  But 
in  1888  the  proceeds  from  grant  was 
equal  to  the  other  two  sources  of  revenue. 
And  if  the  fees  were  abolished,  and 
further  public  grants  substituted,  the 
subscriptions  would  then  represent  but 
one  quarter  of  the  whole  revenue,  the 
other  three  quarters  coming  from  public- 
resources.  I  think  that  that  would 
make  such  a  material  difference  in 
the  position  of  the  voluntary  schools 
that  it  is  quite  time  we  applied  the 
principle  of  local  control  to  those  volun- 
tary schools  which  accepted  the  grant. 
I  have  to  apologise  to  the  House  for 
having  detained  it  at  such  length.  I 
trust  that  we  may  be  able  to  arrive  at 
some  solution  which,  while  it  may  not 
please  all  parties,  may  be  carried  through 
without  raising  all  those  sectarian  diffi- 
culties which  did  so  much  harm  in  1870, 
and  that  we  may  be  able  to  give  the  great 
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boon  of  free  education  to  the  people  at 
the  earliest  possible  moment,  and  with 
the  least  possible  friction  on  the  one  side 
or  the  other. 

*(7.3.)  Sir  RICHARD  TEMPLE  (Wor- 
cester, Evesham) :  I  desire,  in  the  first 
place,  to  express  my  ragret  at  finding  myself 
opposed  to  the  hon.  Mover  and  Seconder 
— Gentlemen  with  whom  I  have  so  much 
sympathy  in  educational  matters  gener- 
ally. Though  I  shall  not  attempt  to 
follow  their  discursive  speeches,  yet  as 
I  have  been  pointedly  alluded  to  by 
them  I  must  at  once  reply.  As  regards 
Switzerland,  I  must  say  that,  having 
recently  returned  from  the  upland  parte 
of  that  country,  I  have  failed  to  per- 
ceive its  overwhelming  superiority  in 
the  matter  of  education.  Would  the 
Hous3  ba  surprissd  to  learn  that  the 
rural  schools  there  are  open  only  half  the 
year  ?  [Mr.  Mundella  :  In  what  part  ?] 
In  the  uplands,  the  higher  valleys,  and  the 
mountainous  regions.  Surely  it  is  much 
better  to  keep  the  schools  open  10  months 
in  the  year,  as  we  do  in  England.  The  hon. 
Mover  has  begged  that  the  advantage 
which  has  been  vouchsafed  to  Scotland 
should  be  extended  to  England.  But 
many  persons  in  England  do  not  admit  that 
it  is  an  advantage  at  all.  We  consider  chat 
neither  Scotland  nor  any  other  country 
can  show  anything  at  all  equal  to  the 
English  voluntary  system,  and  maintain 
that  our  voluntary  system  is  one  of  the 
grandest  features  ever  witnessad  in  the 
history  of  the  national  life  of  any  country, 
that  it  is  amon<y  the  chief  jrlories  of 
our  institutions,  and  the  crown  and 
diadem  of  our  social  system.  The  hon. 
Mover  has  alluded  to  the  surplus  of  the 
coming  Budget.  I  earnestly  hope  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will 
devote  that  surplus  to  the  reduction  of 
taxation,  and  not  trouble  the  Education 
Department  with  it,  that  is,  will  not  use 
it  for  making  modifications  in  the 
voluntary  system.  Allusion  has  also 
been  made  to  what  recently  fell  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  leader  of  the 
House,  to  the  effect  that  this  question  is, 
at  all  events,  to  be  relegated  to  the  next 
Session.  I  can  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  that  statement  afforded 
sincere  satisfaction  and  relief  to  many  of 
his  most  consistent  supporters.  Refer- 
ence has  also  been  made  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham. I  desire  to  speak  in  terms  t)f 
Mr.  JS.  Buxton 


the  utmost  regard  and  respect  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  was  one  of  the 
first,  if  not  the  very  first,  statesman  on 
the  Liberal  side  who,  while  advocating 
remission  of  fees,  also  recommended  that 
compensation  should  be  given  to  voluntary 
schools.  I  hope  I  have  not  misunder- 
stood him.  It  has  been  said  that  the  fees 
are  a  cruel  tax ;  but  in  what  does  the 
cruelty  consist  ?  The  parente  make  the 
payment  of  fees  in  fulfilment  of  the  first 
duty  which  devolves  upon  all  citizens 
— the  duty  to  educate  their  children 
at  their  own  cost  so  fai'  as  their  means 
may  permit,  and  not  at  the  cost  of  the 
community.  Let  me  ask .  the  House  to 
consider  how  much  is  already  contributed 
from  public  sources.  In  the  Metropolitan 
area  seven-eighths  of  the  whole  cost  are 
now  contributed  from  the  rates  to  the  pa-* 
rente  who  are  admittedly  abl  e  to  pay  for  the 
education  of  their  children,  and  to  those 
not  able  to  pay  the  education  is  already 
free.  Much  has  been  said  regarding 
compulsion,  and  it  has  been  argued  that 
as  the  State  compels  the  parent  to  edu- 
cate his  children,  the  Stete  ought  to  pay 
entirely.  I  do  not  desire  to  enter  into 
municipal  mattere,  with  which  I  am  not  so 
intimately  connected  as  I  am  with  educa- 
tional questions;  but  are  there  not  many  in- 
stances when  the  citizen,  being  compelled 
by  law  to  do  this,  that,  or  the  other  for 
his  own  and  his  neighbours'  benefit,  is 
also  compelled  to  pay  for  the  same  ?  Then, 
I  ask,  wherein  consists  the  injustice  in 
compelling  a  man  to  educate  his  children 
and  then  asking  him  to  pay  a  small  por- 
tion of  the  cost  ?  The  hon.  Mover  has 
analysed  the  Division  of  last  Session 
on  this  subject.  With  regard  to  the 
vote  which  I  and  others  on  this  side  of 
the  House  reluctantly  felt  obliged  to  g.ve 
against  the  Government  last  Session  ^on 
the  Motion  in  favour  of  the  principle  of 
free  education,  I  can  only  say  that  we 
are  still  of  the  same  opinion.  We  have 
made  similar  declarations  to  our  constitu- 
ents, and  shall,  I  hope,  act  up  to  them. 
The  hon.  Seconder  spoke  of  us  as  the 
"  retrogressive  party."  I  entirely  repu- 
diate that  charge.  Many  of  us  occupy 
a  large  portion  of  our  public  life  in 
promoting  the  work  of  elementary 
education,  while  the  same  cannot  be 
said  of  some  of  our  critics  opposite. 
With  regard  to  the  statement  that  the 
attendance  is  affected  by  the  payment  of 
'  the  fees,  I  desire  to  say  that  according  to 
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our  experience  in  London  the  attendance 
is  favourably  affected  by  the  enforcement 
of  fees  and  unfavourably  affected  by  any 
laxity  in  that  respect.  The  hon.  Mover 
said  that  there  is  friction  in  the  collection 
of  fees  ;  that  an  invidious  distinction  is 
drawn  which  made  remission  difficult; 
that  remission  would  be  considered  a 
boon ;  that  high  fees  of  2d.  and  upwards 
are  charged  ;  and  that  fraudulent  state- 
ments are  made  by  parents  to  get 
remission  of  fees.  I  desire  to  traverse 
absolutely  each  and  all  of  those  state- 
ments. Within  the  Metropolitan  area 
the  poorer  children  are  not  charged  2d. 
and  upwards,  but  are  only  charged  Id.^ 
With  respect  to  fraudulent  statements 
being  made  by  the  parents  for  the  pur- 
pose of  obtaining  remission  of  the  fees 
as  alleged,  I  entirely  deny  that  that  is 
the  case,  as  regards  the  Metropolis  at  all 
events. 

♦Me.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  :  What  I  said 
was  that  there  is  a  temptation  to  parents 
to  make  fraudulent  statements  as  to  their 
incomes. 

♦Sir  R.  temple  :  I  am  alluding  more 
particularly  to  what  was  said  by  the 
Mover  of  the  Amendment. 

♦Mr.  a.  ACL4ND:  I  should  like  to 
say  I  put  it  in  the  same  way  as  my  hon. 
Friend.  I  said  that  there  was  a  temptation 
to  the  parents  to  exaggerate  and  make 
out  a  better  case  for  the  remission  than 
they  otherwise  would. 

♦Sir  R.  temple  :  I  regret,  then,  that 
I  caught  more  particularly  the  word 
*'  fraudulent "  than  I  did  the  word 
"  temptation."  In  London  there  is  no 
difficulty  of  the  kind  suggested.  Parents 
who  require  the  remission  of  fees  report 
the  same  to  the  teacher,  who  reports  to 
the  local  manager,  who  reports  to  the 
Divisional  Committee,  gentlemen  who  live 
close  at  hand,  and  then  the  cases  come  be- 
fore a  Committee  of  the  Board,  over  which 
I  preside,  every  fortnight,  and  no  difficulty 
ever  occurs.  Then  it  is  said  that  there  is 
inequality  under  the  present  system  with 
regard  to  fees  between  the  poorer  and 
the  wealthier  classes.  I  admit,  and  I 
think  it  is  so  much  the  worse  for  the 
hon.  Member's  arguments,  that  well- 
to-do  parents,  and  there  are  tens  of 
thousands  of  such,  are  not  permitted  to 
obtain  a  first-class  education  for  their 
children  without  paying  their  due  share 
of  its  costs.  It  has  been  argued,  both  by 
the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Amend- 


ment, that  the  remission  of  fees  is  now 
carried  out  in  a  manner  that  tends  to 
pauperise  the  parents  of  the   children. 
That  statement  is,  no  doubt,  based  upon 
the  fact  that  in  certain  parts  of  the  country 
the  remission  of  fees  is  carried  out  through 
the  Guardians.   Where  the  Guardians  pay 
the  fees  the  children  have  to  attend  the 
Guardians*   meeting    for    that    purpose. 
But  there  is  nothing  of  the  kind  in  the 
Metropolitan  area,  and  nothing  could  be 
more    reasonable   than    the    manner   in 
which  the  remission  of  fees  is  managed 
here.     As  I  have  just  explained,  there  is 
no    reason    why    the    good  example  of 
London   in   this   respect  should  not   be 
followed  in   other  parts  of  the  country, 
and  it  could  be  done-  by  a  stroke  of  the 
pen.     This  objection  then    amounts    to 
nothing,     for    it    can     be     easily    and 
instantly  removed.     Then   the  Mover  of 
the     Amendment    urged    that    if    fees 
were  remitted  parents  might  reasonably 
be  compelled  to  keep   their  children  a 
year   or   two    longer    at    school.     If    I 
wished  to  prejudice  the  public  against  the 
hon.     Mover,  I  would  repeat  that  argu- 
ment to  them.     My  experience  is,  that 
parents  would  prefer  the  continuance  of 
the   present  fee  system  to  keeping  their 
children  longer    at    school,  with   a  cor- 
responding loss  of  juvenile  wages.     The 
hon.  Mover  spoke  of  the  change  that  has 
taken  place    in    the    voluntary    system 
throughout  the  country,  compared  with 
what  it  was   10  years  ago.     Alas  !  that 
is  nothing  more  or  less   than  the  result 
of  the  grinding  competition  of  the  Board 
schools.       Even     now     the      voluntary 
schools  hold  their  owti  in  spite  of  many 
disadvantages  to  which  they  arc  subject. 
The  hon.  Mover  seems  to  clog   the  grant 
of  compensation    to   voluntary    schools 
with  many   unacceptable    conditions   of 
extraneouscontroljdrew  what  he  intended 
to  be  a  moving  picture  of  the  exclusive- 
ness  of  the  voluntary  system,  and  urged 
the  advantages  of  a  system  of  education 
dependent  upon  the  people  from  whom  it 
springs.     Surely   the    voluntary  system 
offers    these     very  advantages,    and   is 
the  very  system  that  really  does  spring 
from   the  people.      For  it  involves  the 
principle  of  Englishmen  doing  everything 
for  themselves  from  their  own  resources 
spontaneously    and    ex    2)roprio    motu, 
without  the  compulsion,  the  discipline, 
the  dragooning,  as  it  were,  of  a  universal 
State   system.     There  is  one  point  upon 
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which  I  sympathise  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers  opposite,  and  that  is  with  regard  to 
the   Scriptural  system  of  instruction  in 
Board  schools.     It  is  a  delicate  subject 
to  be  dealt  with  in  this  House,  but  there 
is  a  distinction    between  Scriptural  and 
religious  instruction.     While  I  claim  for 
the  Board  schools  credit  for  the  way  in 
which  the  Scriptural  instruction  is  carried 
out,  an  instruction  which  is  second  to 
none  in    this   Kingdom,    I  cannot   pre- 
tend   tliat     they     give    that    religious 
instruction    of    a   higher    kind    which, 
doubtless,      is      given      by      ministers 
of     religion       in      voluntary      schools. 
I  thank  the  House  for  having  so  kindly 
listened  to   my   rejoinders  to   the    hon. 
Mover  and  Seconder.    Before  I  sit  down, 
however,  let  me  recapitulate  the  objections 
of  my  Parliamentary  comrades  and  my- 
self to   the  proposals   set    forth  in    the 
Amendment.    We  object  to  free  education 
because  itderogatesfrom,and  almostabne- 
gates,  that  which  is  the  first  duty  of  every 
nd*5pendent  citizen,  and  that  is  to  educate 
his  children  as  far  as  he  can  according  to 
his  resources.     The  hon.  Mover  said  that 
if  we  compelled   parents  to  send  their 
children  to  school  at  an  age  when  they 
might    earn    money    we    should    remit 
the  fees.    But  only  last  Session  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton   told    us    it    was    wrong    that 
parents  should  benefit  by  the  wages  of 
the  children  of  tender  age.     I  subscribe 
to    the    principle    so   justly    S3t   forth. 
I  hold   that  it  is  the  duty  of  a  parent 
not  only    to   pay    what   he    is   able    to 
pay  towards  the  education  of  his  children, 
but  to  bear  all   the  burdens  incidental 
thereto.       Further,    we    maintain    that 
there    is  no  need  among   the    compara- 
tively  well-to-do   classes    for    this    free 
education  ;  and  I  believe  that  a  majority 
of    the  people   in  my    agricultural   con- 
stituency and  in  the  Metropolis — the  two 
places  I  know  best— do  not  desire  it.    We 
maintain,  further,  that  the  remission  of 
fees  would  inflict  a  very  heavy  burden 
upon  the  Exchequer  for  the  payment  of 
compensation,  for  which  payment  no  ade- 
quate reason  has  been  assigned  ;  and  also 
that  there  would  be  a  great  loss  in  national 
resources,  because  the  voluntary  system 
all  over  the  country  would  be  withdrawn 
or  materially  damaged,   and  wc  think  it 
would  be  a  thousand  pities   that  these 
fountains  of  benevolence,  which  have  so 
long  flowed  in  happy  England,  should  be 
Sir  B,  Temjple 


dried  up.  Then  we  say  that  the  system 
would  involve  the  Legislature  in  a  per- 
fect mass  of  complications  in  respect  to 
the  voluntary  system,  which,  despite 
the  efforts  of  its  opponents,  is  still  a  living 
and  vital  power  in  this  country.  For  all 
these  reasons,  we  earnestly  deprecate 
the  proposals  laid  before  the  House 
this  evening.  1  am,  of  course,  bonnd, 
as  a  loyal  supporter  of  the  Govern- 
ment, to  vote  against  any  Amendment 
to  the  Address;  but  I  vote  on  this  occa- 
sion from  something  more  than  Party 
loyalty — I  vote  from  a  hearty  dislike 
to  the  proposals,  the  principles  of  which 
I  .believe  to  be  radically  unsound, 
^veral  classes  in  my  constituency  view 
with  apprehension  the  consequences  that 
would  accrue  from  the  adoption  of  those 
principles.  If  we  must  lose  the  fees  of 
the  voluntary  system,  we  must  strive  to 
obtain  compensation  from  the  general 
revenue,  but  not  from  the  rates.  We 
shall  be  thankful  for  the  boon,  or 
concession  ;  and  should  the  worst  come 
to  the  worst  we  must  hope  for  the  good 
oflSces  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chambcirlain),  although  we  do  not  desire 
to  put  his  goodness  to  the  test  by 
demanding  any  sacrifice  from  his  justice 
and  generosity.  We  would  rather  do 
^vithout  the  compensation  and  maintain 
our  existence,  as  at  present,  believing 
that  it  does  conduce  to  the  building  up 
of  that  national  character  which  has  ever 
been  the  chief  honour  of  the  British 
nation. 

♦(7.35.)  The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of 
THE  COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford)  :  My  hon.  Friend  who  has  just 
sat  down  has  addressed  to  this  House,  with 
his  usual  lucidity,  a  statement  character- 
ised by  his  customary  ability.  I  am  not 
prepared  to  follow  all  the  arguments  of 
my  hon.  Friend  into  the  merits  of  the 
question,  and  still  less  am  I  disposed  to 
follow  the  hon.  Member  for  Rotherham 
(Mr.  A  eland)  through  the  long,  though 
able,  speech  he  has  delivered  in  bringing 
his  Amendment  before  the  House.  Many 
of  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
were,  doubtless,  somewhat  wide  of  the 
mark ;  and  I  may  also  say  that  he  has 
a  programme  so  varied  that  it  would  be 
impossible  it  could  engage  the  attention 
of  the  House  at  a  time  like  the  present. 
I  fully  admit  the  great  ability  the   hon. 

Gentleman  brought  to  bear  in   the  dis- 
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I :  ssion  of  the  various  questions  with 
which  he  dealt ;  but  I  hope  he  will  acquit 
me  of  any  intentional  disrespect  if  I  do 
not  go  into  them  on  the  present  occasion, 
involving,  as  they  do,  so  vast  an  amount 
of  detail.  The  hon.  Member  has  brought 
before  us  the  question  of  local  control, 
and  also  the  questions  of  religious  in- 
struction and  secondary  education,  all  of 
which  are  matters  which  have  not  only 
occupied  the  serious  attention  of  the 
House  in  the  past,  but  which  will,  no 
doubt,  occupy  our  attention  in  the  not 
very  distant  future.  I  must  confess  to 
having  been  somewhat  puzzled  as  to  the 
purpose  of  the  Amendment  when  first  put 
before  the  House.  A  notice  of  Motion  on 
the  same  subject  was  on  the  Order  Book 
of  the  House  at  so  late  a  date  as  Monday 
last,  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Poplar  (Mr.  Buxton),  with  a  view  of 
bringing  the  matter  in  a  concrete  and 
precise  form  before  the  House  on  some 
early  day  ;  and  I  have  observed  the  some- 
what hurried  way  in  which,  during  the 
last  day  or  two,  that  notice  has  been 
withdrawn.  I  have  very  little  doubt  that 
before  long  we  shall  see  a  similar  notice 
again  on  the  Paper,  and  find  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  only  momentarily  stood 
aside  to  oblige  his  hon.  Friend.  I  was  at 
first  puzzled  to  divine  why  it  was,  after 
that  notice  was  placed  on  the  Paper,  this 
Amendment  was  put  upon  the  Order 
Book ;  but  I  assumed  it  must  have  been  in 
order  to  give  hon.  Members  opposite  an 
opportunity  of  enunciating  anew  their 
unswerving  loyalty  to  the  principle  of 
free  education.  It  is,  however,  just 
possible  that  the  Mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment has  merely  placed  it  on  the  Notice 
Paper  for  the  purpose  of  eliciting  from 
Her  Majesty's  Government  a  precise 
scheme  or  declaration  of  policy  in  regard 
to  what  the  Prime  Minister  has  termed 
"  assisted  education."  All  I  can  say  at 
starting  is,  that  if  that  be  his  object  I 
think  he  will  find  that  the  net  he  has 
spread  has  been  spread  in  vain,  as  far  as 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  concerned; 
that  its  meshes  are  so  gross  and  obvious 
that  even  the  most  short-sighted  bird 
would  refuse  to  walk  into  the  toils.  Now, 
I  admit  at  once  the  importance  of  this 
question,  and  also  that  its  position  has 
considerably  altered  during  the  past  year 
or  two ;  while,  although  the  attitude  of 
the  Government  and  their  supporters  has 
undergone  some  change,  we  are  neverthe- 


less under  the  obligations  in  regard  to  the 
matter  which  have  been  imposed  upon  us 
by  the  Legislature  of  the  past.  I  do  not 
wish  to  be  hypercritical;  but  it  is 
marvellous  how  little  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the  Amend- 
ment had  to  do  with  that  proposal.  What 
is  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member? 
He  asks  the  House  to  declare 

"That,  as  free  education  in  elementary 
schools  has  been  granted  in  Scotlaad,  no 
reference  is  made  in  Your  Majesty 'd  Most 
Gracious  Speech  to  legislative  propos  ils  U  r 
giving  similar  advantages  to  the  res^  uf  the 
United  Kingdom." 

Well,  Sir,  I  am  at  a  loss  for  information 
with  regard  to  the  meaning  of  this 
Amendment ;  for,  from  the  speech  of  the 
Mover,  I  was  not  sure  whether  he 
was  asking  the  House  simply  to  express 
regret  that  the  question  is  not  touched 
upon,  or  to  extend  the  expression  of 
regret  to  the  fact  that  no  particular 
legislative  measure  will  be  submitted  on 
the  subject.  I  must  detain  the  House 
for  a  few  moments  while  I  urge  how  it 
is,  and  why  it  is,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  might  be  left  open  to  the 
charge  of  approaching  so  important  a 
question  in  a  hap-hazard  and  incomplete 
way  if  they  were  to  attempt  to  deal 
with  it  during  the  present  Session, 
The  Amendment  asserts  that  because 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  con- 
ceded free  education  in  Scotland  by  the 
great  measure  passed  in  July  last,  they 
ought,  in  February  of  the  present  year 
to  be  prepared  to  bring  a  practical 
scheme  of  the  same  kind  for  this  country. 
But  I  would  point  out  that  this  question 
is  full  of  difficulties  and  complexities  in 
this  country  from  which  in  Scotland  it  is 
practically  free.  I  hope,  however,  the 
House  will  forgive  me  if  I  refujse  to  deal 
with  the  merits  of  the  question.  What  I 
desire  to  deal  with  is  the  position  in 
which  we  find  ourselves  when  met  with 
the  question — Why  is  it  that  we  are  not 
prepared  to  deal  with  the  subject  during 
the  present  Session  ?  There  is  a  vast 
difference  between  the  circumstances  of 
the  two  countries,  which  make  it  com- 
paratively easy  to  deal  with  the  question 
in  one  country,  and  a  difficult  and  com 
plex  matter  in  the  other.  In  Scotland 
we  have  not  been  met  at  the  outset  by 
the  great  difl&culty  caused  by  the  volun- 
tary syst3m.  1  will  give  the  House  a 
comparison  as  between  the  positions  of 
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England  and  Scotland  in  regard  to  the 
voluntary  system.  The  total  number  of 
schools  in  England  and  AVales  is  19,200, 
and  of  these  14,600  are  voluntary  schools, 
or  76  per  cent,  of  the  whole  of  the  schools 
in  the  country.  In  Scotland  the  number 
of  schools  is  3,100,  and  of  these  only  500 
are  voluntary  schools,  or  only  16  per 
c?nt.,  as  against  76  per  cent,  in  England. 
Therefore,  the  difference  in  this  respect 
is  very  real  and  self-evident.  I  would 
also  remind  the  House  that  the  method 
of  dealing  with  this  question  in  Scotland 
is  totally  different  from  any  method  that 
has  been  suggested  of  dealing  with  the 
question  in  England.  As  far  as  Scotland 
is  concerned,  she  had  the  offer  'of  free 
education  made  to  her  owing  to  the  una- 
nimous demand  of  her  Representatives 
that  a  certain  sum  of  money  allocated  to 
her  should  be  applied  to  this  particular 
purpose.  I  refer,  of  course,  to  the  alloca- 
tion of  the  Probate  Duty.  In  a  certain 
sense,  therefore,  Scotland  is  providing 
the  fees  herself ;  whereas  in  this  country 
the  demand  is  that  the  fees  should  be 
paid  from  one  of  two  sources — either 
from  the  rates  or  from  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer. Therefore,  I  say,  we  are  met 
at  the  outset  with  a  great  and  noticeable 
distinction.  I  should  like  here  further 
to  urge  that  in  regard  to  the  situation  in 
which  w^  find  ourselves  to-day,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  has  been  unable 
to  collect  anything  like  the  amount  of 
information  which  ought  to  be  possessed 
before  such  a  question  as  this  can  be 
grappled  with  in  a  practical  manner. 
The  question  has  not,  I  think,  ever  been 
seriouslv  discussed  within  the  four  walls 
(jf  Parliament  ;and  further,  I  say  advisedly, 
liavins:  discussed  the  matter  with  all 
sections  of  the  House,  that  if  I  were 
at  this  moment  to  collect  together 
at  haphazard  any  20  Members,  and 
put  to  them  the  question,  how  d'd  they 
think  this  question  ought  to  be  dealt  with 
— whether  as  a  whole  or  only  partially — 
I  should  find  that  they  were  divided  by 
enormous  differences  of  opinion.  What, 
I  ask,  has  happened  during  this  very 
discussion  ?  We  have  had  an  Amendment 
moved  by  an  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
taken  a  prominent  part  in  the  Education 
Question.  His  Amendment  has  been 
seconded  by  another  hon.  Member,  who 
has  likewise  made  the  subject  of  educa- 
tion a  very  special  study — I  allude  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Poplar  (Mr.  Buxton). 
*Sir  W.  HarUDyke 


We  find,however,thatthehon.  Member  who 
seconded  the  Amendment  does  not  agree 
in  all  respects  with  his  hon.  Friend  who 
moved  it ;  so  that  these  two  Gentlemen, 
both  of  whom  are  experts  on  this  subject, 
are  unable  to  agree  as  to  the  terms  of 
their  own  proposal.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Poplar  is  totally  hostile  to  the  fees 
being  paid  out  of  the  rates,  and 
thinks  the  money  should  come  from  the 
Imperial  Exchequer.  If  the  House  will 
forgive  me,  I  will  point  out  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  alluded  the  other  night,  in 
terms  of  regret,  to  the  fact  that  the  ques- 
tion of  free  education  was  not  men- 
tioned in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne. 
I  will  read  the  text  of  his  remark  on 
that  point  for  the  edification  of  the  Mover 
of  the  Amendment,  who  seemed  to  think 
that  this  is  a  question  to  be  disposed  of 
by  the  wave  of  the  magician's  wand,  or 
by  a  single  stroke  of  the  pen.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

*'I  do  Dot  mean  to  express  more  than  a 
general  opinion  that  this  is  undoubtedly  a 
large  financial  question,  and  that  it  involves  a 
great  number  of  considerations  over  and  above 
the  mere  extension  of  your  liberality  to  a  point 
somewhat  beyond  that  which  it  has  hitherto 
reached.*' 

There  is  a  haziness  about  this  declaration 
which  does  not  point  to  an  immediate 
settlement  of  this  question,  and  which 
does  not  bind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
very  much.  I  must  say  that  that 
declaration  leaves  an  enormous  margin 
for  the  imagination,  and  contains  a  very 
large  quantity  of  reserve  material,  which 
might  be  used  for  any  possible  purpose. 
I  venture?  to  urge,  on  behalf  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  that  while  they 
do  not  recede  one  iota  from  the  position 
they  have  taken  up  on  this  question,  as 
indicated  by  the  speeches  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister  or  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
I  think  I  have  pleaded  successfully  for 
further  delay  and  consideration  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  before  they  come 
to  Parliament  and  announce  a  definite 
scheme  and  policy  on  this  important 
question.  Well,  Sir,  another  point  has 
been  raised  to  which  it  is  necessary 
that  I  should  allude,  because  it  was 
definitely  raised  by  the  Mover  and 
Seconder  of  the  Amendment — I  refer  to 
the  position  of  the  great  voluntary 
system  of  the  country  as  it  is  afEected  by 
the  proposal  now  under  discussion.  As 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  looking  back  with 
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some  knowledge  of  this  subject,  and  as 
one  who  was  present  in  the  House  during 
the  many  struggles  of   1870,  during  the 
disoussion  of  the  measure  introduced  by 
the  late  Mr.  Forster,  I  will  take  no  part 
in  the  advocacy  or  administration  of  any 
scheme  which,  in  my  judgment,  would 
hazard  the  position  of  the  great  voluntary 
system.     As  far  as  I  am  concerned  it  is 
a  sine  qud  non  of  any  scheme,  not  only 
that  it  should  ]}e  thoroughly  safeguarded 
in  all  its  details,  but  that  it  shoxdd  bear, 
not  only  on  the  face  of  it,  but  in  the 
working  of  it,  ample  security  as  regards 
the   future    of    voluntary    schools.      1 
am    told    that    the     voluntary   system 
is  not  in  danger  when  this  scheme  is 
advocated   of  absolute   freedom   in   the 
schools.      I  have  no  doubt   that   many 
hon.  Members  advocate  this  change  as 
sincere  educationists,  and  on  the  ground 
of   simple   justice   to   the   parents ;  but 
there  are  other  hon.  Members  who  ad- 
vocate the  change  because  it  would  be 
destructive  of  the  voluntary  system  of 
the  country.     The  Mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment gave  notice  last  Session  of  a  pro- 
posal which  indicated  a  desire  for  the 
establishment  of  universal  School  Boards ; 
and  in  the  face  of  opinions  like  those  the 
Government  cannot  be  blamed  if  they 
view  this  question  as  one  first  and  fore- 
most with  reference   to  the   future   of 
voluntary  schools.     My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Evesham  Division  of 
Worcestershire  (Sir  R.  Temple)  referred 
to   what  this  great  system    has    done 
for   our   schools    in    the    past.      I   am 
old   enough  to  remember  the  splendid 
efforts  which  were    made,  not  only  by 
the    Church    of    England    and   Roman 
Catholic  Bodies,  but  by  the  great  Wes- 
leyan  Bodies,  on  behalf  of  the  voluntary 
system.      Those    Bodies    came    forward 
and   filled  up    a  gap   many  years   ago, 
and    those   who    remember  what   they 
had  achieved  in  the  past  for  education, 
and  the  great  sacrifices  of  time  and  money 
lx)rne  by  them,  will  be  justified  in  asking 
the  House  to  pause  before  adopting  any 
hurried   scheme  for  dealing  with   this 
great  and  complex  question.     Some  hon. 
Gentlemen  speak  lightly   enough  with 
regard  to  the  future  of  volurftary  schools 
in  this  country  and  the  extinction  of  the 
system;  but  there  are  reasons  why  we  on 
this  side  of  the  House  should  defend  that 
system.      There  is  certainly  one  large 
part  of  this  system  which  it  is  important 


the  House  should  bear  in  mind,  and  that 
is  the  question  of  finance.    I  should  like 
to  give  the  House  a  few  figures  and  a  few 
facts  as  to  what  the   voluntary  system 
means,  and   what    its    abolition   would 
mean  from  a  financial  point  of  view ;  and 
I   do  this   in   order   to   show   that   the 
Government  must  give  the  most  careful 
consideration  to  any  scheme  which  deals 
with   the    vast   financial   interests   con- 
cerned.     There    are    14,600    voluntary 
schools   in   England   out   of   a    total   of 
19,200  (76  per  cent.),  as  compared  with 
500  out   of   3,100   in   Scotland  (16  per 
cent.).     The  total   sum  received  in  fees 
throughout  England  in  the  year  1887-8 
was  £1,862,303.  Of  this  sum,  £1,240,900 
was  received  in  voluntary  schools,  and 
£621,400   in   Board   schools,  making   a 
total  of  £1,862,300.     During  the  same 
period    £745,000     was     derived     from 
voluntary  contributions ;  so  that,  roughly 
speaking,  if  free  education  were  carried 
out    to    the     injury    and   eventual   de- 
struction of  voluntary  schools,  an  addi- 
tional sum  of  £2,600,000  would  be  re- 
quired  for   annual   maintenance    alone. 
But  this  is  not  all.     If  I  refer  to  the 
question  of  school  buildings  I  can  prove 
to    the   House    the   enormous   cost   the 
abolition  of  the  voluntary  system  would 
entail.      Since    1870,  and   up  to  1882, 
building  grants  to  the  extent  of  £312,200 
have  been  met  by  local  contributions  of 
£1,348,000,  and  beyond   all   this   4,806 
voluntary  schools  were  erected,  enlarged, 
or  improved  without  Government  aid, at  a 
cost  tothe  promoters  of  at  lcast£6,000,000. 
This  great  effort  has  been  made  to  secure 
the  liberty  of  religious  teaching,  dear  to 
the       promoters — Churchmen,      Roman 
Catholics,  and  the  Wesleyans  alike — and 
if  any  scheme  were  to  sweep  away  these 
schools  they  would  have  to  be  supplied 
at  the  cost  of  the  rates.     As  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  do  not  wish  to  look  upon 
this  question  in  any  narrow  or  bigoted 
spirit.     I  am  delighted  to  hear  the  state- 
ment from  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Poplar,  that  the  managers  of  Board 
schools  admit  the  fact  that  the  people  of 
this     country     are     demanding     sound 
religious    education.       I    admit   that   a 
gradual  change  has  been  going  on,  and 
for    the    better,  in  the   Board    schools. 
The  average  cost  of  erecting  voluntary 
schools  has  been  about  £5  7s.  per  scholar, 
and  the  number  of  scholars  in  average  at- 
tendance at   voluntary  schools   was,    in 
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1887-8,2,255,000.  According  to  tlie  loans 
issued  by  the  Department  up  to  April 
1889,    the  estimated  cost  per   child  for 
the  erection  of  Board  schools,  including 
the  purchase  of  sites,  was  JB12  10s.      ti 
voluntary  schools  were  generally  closed, 
some  would,  no  doubt,  be  transferred  to 
School  Boards,  but  many  more  would  not; 
80  that  the  financial  effects  of  any  scheme 
affecting     the     stability     of     voluntary 
schools  has  to  be  considered,  not  only  in 
relation  to  the  cost  of  their  maintenance, 
but   in    reference    to    the   capital   sum 
which  would  have  to  be  raised  on  the 
security  of  the  rates  in  order  to  supply 
their  place.     If  all  the  school  places  in 
voluntary  schools  had  at  this  moment  to 
be  supplied  at  the   cost  of  the    rates   a 
capital    sum   of  £28,000,000   would  at 
least   be   required.      Now,   Sir,    I   have 
given  these  facts  in  no  spirit  of  conten- 
tion, but  simply  to  support  the  argument 
that  this  subject  ought  not  to  be  lightly 
undertaken  by  the  Government.    It  must 
only  be  undertaken  after  grave  delibera- 
tion, and  after  a  careful  examination  of 
all  the  various  questions  with  which  it 
was  connected.     It  would  be  of  value  to 
the    Government   not   only    that    there 
should  be   an  exliaustive  debate  in  the 
House,  but  that  they  should  obtain   all 
the      information      they      could      from 
educational  expeHs  outside   tlie  walls  of 
Parliament.     I  think  I  have  made  out  a 
case    fur     not     proceeding     witli     this 
question  of  assisted  education  during  the 
present  Session  ;  and,  considering  all  the 
difficulties     of    the    problem,    and    the 
absolute  necessity  for  gaining  all  the  in- 
formation possible,  I  may  fairly  ask  the 
House  to  reject  the  Amendment,  and  to 
proceed    with  the    important     business 
announced  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne. 
*(8.0.)    Mr.  STUART  RENDEL  (Mont- 
gomeryshire) :  1  desire   in  this  debate  to 
say  a  word  or  two  as  to  the  peculiar  position 
of  the  Principality  of  Wales.     I  can  only 
regret  that  the  voice  of  Wales  does  not  find 
expression  on  this  occasion  through  the 
mouth  of  the  lion.  Gentleman  the  Meml;)er 
for  Merionethshire  (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis),  who 
not  only  is  a    remarkable  example  of  the 
success  attained  by  Wales  in  education, 
but  who   has   the   confidence   of  all   his 
colleagues  in  his  treatment  of  educational 
questions  in  the  House  of  Commons.     The 
case  of  Wales   is  peculiar,   in  the    fiist 
place,  because  it  can  be  shown  that  the 
need  of  Wales  for  free  education  is  higher 
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than  that  of  England,  and  even  higher 
than  that  of  Scotland :  and,  in  the  next 
place,  because  it  can  be  shown  that  Wales 
is  even  riper  than  England  for  a  iheasure 
of  this  sort.     In  dealing  with  the  need  of 
Wales  I  do  not  wish  to  bear  upon  any  claim 
that  might  be  adduced  from  her  physical 
peculiarities,  though  they  deserve  notice 
in  this  respect.     The  population  of  Wales, 
or  of  a  great  part  of  it,  is  much  more 
sparse  than  that  of  any  part  of  England. 
Anybody  who  has  lived  in  Wales,  and 
who  knows  the  mountainous  parts,  must 
have  observed  that  the  construction  and 
equipment  of  elementary  schools  there  is 
a  much  more  costly  burden  on  the  poor 
Welsh  ratepayer  or  farmer  than  it  is  in 
any  rural  district  in  England, and,  further- 
more, the  attendance  of  children  at  those 
scattered   schools,   and  in  an  inclement 
climate,    is    a    greater    strain    on    the 
parent's    means    than    is    the    case    in 
England.     But  there  is  a  much  more  im- 
portant physical  difl&culty  in  Waled  estab- 
lishing its  greater  need — ^the  bilingoal 
diflSculty.     The  whole  of  the  elementary 
schools  in   Wales   are   English   schools, 
and  there  are  at  the  present  time  more 
people    in  Wales    speaking    the    native 
language  of  the  Principality  than  at  any 
other  period  within  the  history  of  Wales. 
It  is  obvious,  therefore,  that  the  attend- 
ance   of     Welsh-speaking     scholars    at 
Enejlisji  schools  involves  a  wholly  dis- 
tinctive effort  on  the  part  of  both  parents 
and  children,  and  one  that  can  only  be 
maintained  by  the  singular  devotion  of 
the   community   to   the    cause   of    edu- 
cation.    Passing   from   this   question   of 
the  greater  need  of  Wales  and  referring 
to  the  condition  of  the  ripeness  of   the 
Principality  for  free  education,  I  would 
point  out  that  it  is  admitt€d  on  all  hands 
that  Wales  has  a  peculiar  love  of  learn- 
ing which  extends  from  the  very  bottom 
to  the  top  of  the  social  ladder.     This  is 
not  at  all  more  conspicuous  in  one  class 
of  the  community  than  in  another,  and 
that  love  of  learning  must  in  a  country 
as  poor  OS  Wales  find  its  common  starting- 
point  to  a  very  large  extent  in  elementary 
schools.      Last  Session  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment qpncurred  in  giving  a  great 
boon    to   Wales.      In  the   giving  of  it 
hearty  good- will  was  manifested  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  and  Wales  will  not 
soon   forget  the    sympathy    which   waa 
shown   to    her    from    the   Government 
Benches  in  regard  to  the  Intermediate 
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Education  Act.  Bnt  it  is  notorions  that 
the  success  of  that  Act  depends  on  the 
condition  of  the  elementary  schools  of 
Wales,  because  the  class  that  needs  the 
Act  is  the  class  that  receives  the  ground- 
work of  education  in  the  elementary 
schools.  In  this  respect  Wales  is  riper. 
But  it  is  riper  on  other  grounds  than  its 
love  of  learning  and  the  character  of  its 
elementary  schools.  Wales  is  riper 
because  it*  has  obtained  a  much 
larger  power  of  local  self-government. 
It  has  been  freed  to  create  all  its  reli- 
gious machinery,  and  in  sO  doing  it 
has  gone  far  ahead  of  England  in  the 
art  and  practice  of  local  self-government. 
Every  one  must  feel  that  free  education 
means  a  very  much  larger  local  control, 
and  that  control  can  be  entrusted  to 
Wales  with  the  greatest  confidence — 
even  to  the  smallest  communiiy.  I 
say  Wales  is  riper  for  free  education 
than  England.  I  say  more,  and  that 
the  question  is  about  to  become  a 
very  burning  question  in  Wales.  There 
is  a  wide  difference  between  Wales 
and  England  as  to  educational  situa- 
tion, and  the  Conscience  Clause  will 
furnish  ample  evidence  of  that.  In 
England  the  Conscience  Clause  is  for  the 
protection  of  the  minority ;  but  in  Wales 
it  acts  for  the  protection  of  the  majority. 
The  Nonconformists  form  an  overwhelm- 
ing majority  of  the  class  that  attend  the 
elementary  schools  in  Wales.  A  large 
proportion  of  the  voluntary  schools  are 
Church  schools,  and  thus  we  know  that  the 
Church  is  controlling  the  education  of  an 
enormous  body  of  Nonconformist  children 
in  Wales.  The  situation  is  surely  very 
unwholesome  and  most  undesirable,  and  I 
do  not  believe  it  can  last  long.  For  these 
reasons,  I  submit  that  the  need  of  Wales 
for  free  education,  subject  to  representative 
control,  is  stronger  than  that  of  either 
England  or  Scotland,  and  I  can  promise 
the  House  that  there  will  be  no  firmer 
supporters  of  the  coming  measure  of 
free  education  than  the  representatives 

•(8.40.)  Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  : 
I  am  called  upon  to  address  the  House 
under  circumstances  not  altogether 
feivourable  to  the  statement  of  my 
views,  but  the  character  of  the  debate  is 
such  that  1  take  such  opportunity  as 
presents  itself.  I  am  unable  to  vote  for 
the  Amendment,  nor  can  I  agree  with 
the  arguments  by  which  it  is  supported. 
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We  were  told  last  year  that  the  proposal 
was  not  to  give  free  elementary  educa- 
tion to  Scotland,  and  it  is  therefore  impos- 
sible for  me  to  vote  for  the  Amendment 
on  the  ground  set  out  therein,  that  we 
should  extend  free  education  to  England 
because  it  has  been  granted  to  Scotland. 
I  will  first  make  reference  to  the  speech  of 
my  hon.  Friend  who  brought  forward  this 
Motion.  He  referred,  in  language  which  I 
regretted  to  hear  from  him,  to  the  decay 
of  subscriptions  to  voluntary  schools.  But 
he  is  wrong  in  his  facts,  and  I  think  that, 
in  justice  to  the  friends  of  the  voluntary 
system,  it  is  right  I  should  refer  to  the 
Report  of  the  Education  Commission  to 
correct  his  mistake.  In  1870  the  amount 
of  subscriptions  to  voluntary  schools 
was  £418,839,  in  1884  the  amount  was 
£732,524,  and  in  1884  the  figures  were 
£745,000.  I  am  quite  aware  there  was 
a  small  decline  in  some  of  the  inter- 
vening years,  but  that  decrease  has  been 
fully  made  up,  and  we  are  now  at  a 
higher  figure  than  in  any  preceding  year. 
I  sympathise  with  the  hon.  Member  in 
his  desire  to  improve  elementary  educa- 
tion, and  I  will  gladly  co-operate  with 
him  towards  effecting  that  object ;  but  I 
do  not  see  in  any  degree  how  free  educa- 
tion will  be  of  any  assistance  towards  that 
most  desirable  end.  I  do  not  myself 
believe  that  it  will  have  any  effect  what- 
ever on  our  having  a  central  system  of 
teaching,  and  it  is  not  my  opinion  that  we 
should  have  any  increase  of  attendance 
by  the  adoption  of  that  method.  I  desire 
to  see  an  extension  of  the  ago  at  which 
children  leave  school ;  but  of  one  thing  I 
am  certain,  and  that  is  that  a  movement 
in  this  direction  must  be  of  a  gradual 
character.  We  cannot  advance  with 
any  rapidity,  and  I  must  confess  that 
when  1  have  had  an  opportunity  of 
addressing  an  audience  on  educational 
subjects,  I  have  been  greatly  disap- 
pointed by  the  want  of  sympathy  on 
the  part  of  parents  when  I  have 
dwelt  on  the  advantage  to  children 
of  an  extension  of  the  time  at  school. 
We  must  not  go  far  in  advance  of  public 
opinion,  but  gently  moving  on  we  must 
press  public  opinion  before  us,  rather 
following  than  driving  it.  Our  condition 
in  regard  to  the  age  at  which  children 
leave  school  is  more  satisfactory  than  is 
generally  supposed.  Accordiug  to  the 
last  statement  the  number  of  children  on 
the  register  was  upwards  of  4,000,000, 
2  N 
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and  ont  of  this   number  1,400,000  were 
above    the  age  of   10.     I   should  like  to 
see  that  number   largely  increased  ;  but 
at  the  same  time  we  cannot  look  at  these 
figures  without  some  feeling  of  satisfac- 
tion, realising  the  fact  that  a  very  con- 
siderable  advance  lias  been   made.     In 
this   debate,  as  on  previous  occasions,  it 
has   heen    said   that    when  you   force  a 
parent  to  educate   his   child  you  must 
make  it  easy  for  him  to  do  so.     But  the 
State  compels  a  parent  to  feed  and  clothe 
his  child,  to  provide   proper  lodging  and 
accommodation     for     the      child,      and 
therefora    when   the   State   says  to  the 
parent    on     the    one  hand    you     must 
educate      your      child,     and      on     the 
other    hand    you   must    pay    for     that 
education,    the     State     is    only    acting 
towards    the    parent    in   this  particular 
precisely  upon  the  same  principle,  and  on 
the  same  lines,  as  are   adopted   in  refer- 
ence to  clothing  and  food.     In  reference 
to  what  was  «aid  by  my  hon  Friend  who 
introduced  this   Motion  .respecting    the 
stigma    of  pauperism,    I     deprecate    as 
strongly  as  any  man   any  association  of 
the  kind.      I  desire  complete  separation 
between  Poor  Law   administration   and 
popular     education.        But     I    do    not 
believe   that   the  connection  is    by   any 
means     so    close   as    some   hon.    Mem- 
bers   imagine.       In    one    of   our  great 
towns — I      think     it     is      Liverpool — 
the  parent  appears  before  a  Committee 
of  the  School  Board  at  the  Board  Office, 
and    the    Committee   having    examined 
every  case  put  before  them,  submits  a 
list  to  the  Guardians,  which  is  accepted 
by  the  Guardians  as  a  matter  of  course  j 
there  is  no  communication  between  the 
parent  and  the  Guardians  from  the  first 
stage  of  the  proceedings  to  the  last.     TJie 
difficulty   is  more  one  of  administration 
than  of  law ;  and  for  my  own  part  I  would 
have  the  separation  between  Poor  Law 
relief  and  education  absolute  and   com- 
plete— destroy   connection  between    the 
one  thing  and  the  other.     Then  reference 
has  been  made  to  old  endowments,  and 
we  have   been  told    on   high  authority, 
both  in    the    House    of    Commons    and 
outside,  that  as  there  is  no  degradation  in 
receiving  education  from  an  endowment, 
so  also  there  is  none  in  receiving  educa- 
tion  at  the  hands    of    the    community. 
But  I  do  not  think  the  analogy  perfect. 
Endowments   were   given  in   old  times, 
and  those  who  derive  advantage  from  the 
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bequest,  are  recipients  of  the  benevolence 
of  those  who  have  passed  away  from  this 
world.     But  education  at  the  cost  of  the 
ratepayers    without  any    charge    in   the 
shape  of  fee,  means  that  a  man  derives  a 
particular  advantage  from  the   physical 
toil  and  labour  of  his  neighbours.     There 
is   a   great   difference    between  the  two 
cases  ;    the   analogy  entirely   fails,   and 
there  is  no  support  for  it  in  the  argu- 
ment of  compulsion.      I   do  not  desire 
to   occupy   time   at  length,   and  prof^eed 
to  call  attention  to  the  inequality  with 
which   free    education  must  necessarily 
work.     You  have  in  the  country  schools, 
varying   very    much    in  character,  and 
differing  greatly  in  the  amount  of  fees. 
I  believe  it  would  be  entirely  impossible, 
and  I  think  it  has  been  admitted  in  this 
discussion      that      you      cannot      with 
accuracy      and      precision      under       a 
system  of  free  education  settle  the  com- 
pensation  for   loss  of    fees  ;    you  must 
strike     an     average.       The    result     of 
awarding  this  average  must  be  the  loss 
of  pecuniary    resources  to   highly   paid 
schools,  and  the   effect  Will  be  that  thus 
you  will  lower  the   higher   character   of 
elementary  education.      I  have  a  circum- 
stance  to   mention   in   support   of     this 
argument,    which    I    confess   somewhat 
struck  nie.    There  has  been,  as  the  House 
knows,  a  change  made  in  the  educational 
system  in  France.     Some  years  ago  the 
government  of  that  country   altered,  the 
system  in  vogue.     I  was  somewhat  sur- 
prised on  a  recent  visit  to  find  an  official 
announcement   or   apology    made    to    a 
local    communitv    that    certain    schools 
were  inferior  in  character;  the  announce- 
ment was  in  effect  — 

*'  We  grBot  you  the  schools  are  not  so  good 
as  th(  y  used  to  be,  wc  admit  the  education  is 
inferior  to  that  formerly  given,  but  citizens 
must  remember  there  is  a  common  purse,  and 
although  individual  schools  may  not  be  so 
effective  other  schools  are  more  effective,  and 
that  which  is  your  loss  is  gain  to  your  neigh- 
bours and  others." 

Now,  this  is  a  circumstance  of  a  remark- 
able character,  and  one  which  ought  to  be 
a  warning  to  us  when  we  approach  the 
details  of  this  question.  I  believe, 
from  information  which  has  reached 
me,  that  if  you  have  what  may  be  regarded 
as  a  fair  average,  some  schools  belonf;^- 
ing  to  the  Wesley  an  Body  would  lose 
from  £200  to  £500  a  year.  Now,  we 
know  the  sacrifices  madeby  theWesleyans 
in  the  cause  of  education,  but  I  doabt  if 
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they  could  bear  this   additional   burden. 
Tiidt'ed  I  am  quite  sure  that  schools   of 
tills     class      would       lose     their     high 
character    or     be     entirely     closed.       I 
l^elieve   they   would   be  entirely  closed ; 
for     they     are    intended  *  for    members 
of  the  Wesley  an  community,  who  desire 
for    their    children    the   best   education 
of      an      elementary      character,      and 
wheu    this    is    no    longer    offered    the 
children      will      be      withdrawn      and 
the     schools     must     be     closed.        The 
Yico     President    of    the      Council     has 
alluded   to  the    loss  of  fees,   which   he 
gave   as   ^1,862,303    a  year,  and  there 
would  also  be  a  sacrifice  of  .£745,000  a 
year  in  voluntary  contributions.      I  will 
nor.  enlarge  on  this,  because  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  made  a  full  and  complete 
statement  from  the  financial  point  of  view, 
and  what  he  has  said  must  have  produced 
the    conviction   that    the    burden  to  be 
thrown  upon  the  community  would  be  of 
a   very   serious   character.      It  is   most 
doubtful  whether  the   loss  to  education 
ould  be  made  good,  whether  the  change 
would  not  entail  a   serious  sacrifice   to 
the  cause  of  education.      Much  has  been 
Slid  of  school  attendance,  and  upon  that 
matter   we   have   some    experience.     Is 
the    attendance    in   the    United   States, 
where  there  is  free  education,   equal  to 
the  attendance  in  our  schools  ?     Now  we 
have   testimony   of  a   most   remarkable 
kind,  which  is  buried  in  the   Report  of 
tlie  Committee  of  Council,  and  has  not 
received  the   attention  it  deserves.       I 
refer      to      the      Report      upon      the 
American     Schools     from     Mr.      Fitch. 
He     says     that     the     Reports     of    the 
American   Commissioners   of   Education 
fnr  1887   shows  the  number  of  scholars 
ori  the  roll  in  all  the  public  schools  to  be 
11,805,660,     and     the     average      daily 
attendance     to     be     7,571,416,     or    64 
per  cent.     In  the  Report  of  the  English 
Ooruraittee      of       Council       for       last 
year,     4,635,184      children       are       in- 
cluded in  the  register  of  all  elementary 
sj!i(X)1s  in  England  and  Wales,  with  an 
average  daily  attendance  of  3,527,381,  or 
76  per  cent.      Then  when  we  come   to 
consider  the    number   of  days  of  school 
attendance  in  the  year,  we  find  that  our 
schools  give  400  attendances  in  the  year, 
but  Mr.  Fitch  says  in  his  Report  that  the 
American  schools  are  opened  less  than 
half  that  number  of  times,  so  this  differ- 
er:co  entirely  changes  the  proportion,  and 


shows  that  the   attendance   in   England 
is  infinitely  better  than  the  attendance 
in  the  American  schools.      Then   when 
we  take  the  Reports  from  the  Continent, 
I  am  not  sure  that  in  point  of  numbers 
the  comparison   is  unfavourable  to  our 
attendance   here.     I   have   not  had  the 
opportunity    of     consulting    the     latest 
Returns  from  France  recently,  but  if  my 
recollection  is  at  all  correct  school  atten- 
dance there  is  far  less  satisfactory  than 
it   is   in    this   country.      I   speak   from 
recollections  of  the  latest  Returns  issued 
within  the  last  few  days.     We  are  told 
of  educational  progress  on  the  Continent, 
and  are  asked  to  follow  the  example  set 
by   Continental    States.     No    doubt    Id 
France  and  in  Switzerland  public  schools 
are  for  the   most  part  free,  but  if  we 
examine    the    report  of    Mr.    Matthew 
Arnold,   to    which   reference   has    been 
made,  and  the  Report  of  the  Education 
Commissioners,  we  find  that  the  system 
of  free  schools  does  not  by  any  means 
universally  obtain  on  the  Continent.     The 
Report  says  that  in  Holland  there  is  a 
mixed    system,   some    schools  charging 
fees,  others  being  free.     In  Wurtemberg, 
often  quoted  as  a  model  State  so  far  as 
education  is  concerned,  the  schools  are 
rarely  free ;  the  fees  varying  from  two 
shillings  a  year  in  the  country  to  three 
and  sixpence  in  the  larger  towns.    These 
seem  small  fees;  but  the  poverty  of  the 
people  as   compared  with   this   country 
must   be   considered,  and  the   principle 
remains  the  same,  the  schools  are  not  free. 
In  Saxony  fees  range  from  three-halfpence 
a     week     to     one     penny     and     three 
farthings  a  week  in  the  country,  and  in 
towns  from  12s.  to  36s.  a  year  according 
to  the   place  and  grade  of   the  schools. 
In  Dresden  school   fees  are   from   2Jd. 
to  3|d.  a  week.     These  figures  show  that, 
whether  free  education  be  good  or  bad, 
it   is  not    universally    ad,opted  on    the 
Continent  even  in  those  countries  often 
cited   to  us  as  pioneers  and  models  in 
matters  of  education.     I  might  enlarge 
on  the  subject,  as  it  affects  the  relations 
between   parent  and  child.      I   believe 
myself  that  it  is  a  good  thing  for  family 
life  that  a  child  should  know  that  his 
parent  is  making  some  sacrifice  for  his 
education.     I  believe  it  knits  the  family 
together,  and  induces  that  reverence  on 
the  part  of  the  child  towards  the  parent 
which   every  lover  of    good    order  and 
progress  must  desire.    We   have   some 
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testimony  as  to  the  efEect  of  free 
education  from  the  present  Bishop  of 
Manchester.  For  many  years  this  die- 
tinguished  prelate  was  Bishop  of  Mel- 
bpnrae,  Australia,  and  from  his  acqnaint- 
VDce  with  free  education  there,  he  alleges 
its  disadvantages  inmnstimpressiveterms. 
My  hon.  Friend  made  reference  to  Mr. 
U^tthew  Arnold ;  and  I  confess  I  waa 
somewhat  struck  by  his  reticence.  He 
read  us  an  interesting  p^e  from  Mr. 
Arnold's  Report,  and  I  followed  his 
reading,  but  my  hon.  Friend  omitted  the 
concluding  sentence.  After  Mr.  Arnold 
saya  that  on  political  grounds  in  oppo- 
sition to  educational  grounds  it  might 
be  desirable  to  adopt  free  education,  he 
makes  this  statement — 

"  Only  it  will  be  impo^ble  to  organise  i' 
with  the  State  limitiDg  ite  coucern,  at  it  does 
now,  to  the  popular  school  only ;  and  tbia  can 
be  BO  palpably  ahown  to  be  amatter  of  comTnou 
Juatice  that  one  need  not  despair  of  brin^ring 
even  the  popular  j  udgment  to  recognise  it." 

Therefore  the  statement  of  Mr.  Arnold' 
quoted  by  the  hon.  Member  who  opened 
thia  debate,  amounts  to  this ;  that  wo 
should    not    estimate     the    expense    of 


'.  popular    education    only 


but 


it,  contribute  a  eubetantial  proportion  of  thn 
^oBt  of  the  education  of  theic  cbildten  in  tbe 
form  of  school  fees." 

There  we  have  the  testimony  of  tlie 
Education  Commission,  and  I  believe  I 
need  not  adduce  further  testimony  than 
bhe  weight  of  their  authority  in  support  of 
the  views  which  I  entertain.  To  one  other 
point  I  desire  to  make  reference — the 
religions  question.  There  is  great 
anxiety  felt  among  the  friends  of  reli- 
gious education  on  this  subject,  and  it 
is  my  privilege  to  have  constant  com- 
munication with  them  and  to  know 
their  views.  I  am  sure  of  thia,  that  the 
sacrifices  made  by  them,  not  during  one 
generationonlybntthrongh  many  genera- 
tions, the  self-denial  as  regards  labour, 
the  supply  of  funds  without  stint,  the 
Barnestnesa  which  they  have  shown  in 
the  cause  of  education  should  have  won 
the  gratitude  of  educationalists,  who  too 
often  speak  of  these  men  as  hindrances 
andobstaclesinthe  way  of  education.  We 
have  now  a  system  of  volnntary  schools 
and  Board  achoola  aide  by  side,  and  of 
thia  I  am  thoroughly  fonvinced,  that  it 
the  religious  teaching  in  our  denomi- 


whole  field  well,  and  consider 


investi-  I  national  schools  which  makes  in   many 


School  Board  schools  careful  of  this 


the  burden  of  bringing  upon  ourselves  |  branch  of  education.    If  you,  by  deatroy- 
the  cost  of  all  grades  of  education  from  ,  jn^  these  voluntary  schools,  remove  this 


the  top  of  the  ladder  to  the  lx)tt( 
This  is  confirmed  by  what  happened 
the  Swiaa  Canton  of  St.  Gall  in  the  cou: 
of  last  year,  when  highi 


tipn    schools   ■ 


competition,  if  you    diminish  or   destroy 

this  pressure,  then  I  am  afraid  that  in 

'"e  L-oursi!    many  cases  the  School  Board  schools  of 

continna-    tjiia  country  will  fall  into  the  same  c 


Up   to    that    time    there    had    beer 


made  entirely   free.  .  djtionas  that  into  which  American  schools 


small  charge  for  t 


have  lapsed  and  will  become  exclusively 


mtirely  abandoned,  and   you  have 
free    schools    in     Switzerland    fmm     the    g]\ 
highest  to  the  lowest.     This  confii 


schools,  but  thia  I  aecniar  achoots.     I  am  quite 


informed  that  at  Board  schools  in 

s  there  is  some  religions  teaching  ; 

but  we  must  carry  our 'investigation 


contention  that  you  cannot  atop  with  gtep  further,  and  inquire  a  little  i 
elementary  achoola  alone;  if  you  have  jnto  detail.  When  we  discover  the 
a  aystem  of  free  schools  you  mu^t  apply  character  of  the  teaching  we  find  it  often 
that  freedom  to  the  whole  educational  I  jg  go  meagre  and  so  imperfect  that  we 
system.  There  is  one  more  authority  I  ^^y  well  doubt  whether  it  inculcates  the 
desire  to  cite— it  ha'i  not  yet  been  quoted  elightest  religious  sentiment,  cultivates 
a  moral  tone,  or  ia  of  anch  a  character  as 
to  make  any  permanent  impression  on  the 
the  due  child's  mind.  I  am  grateful  to  the  Uonse 
for  the  opportunity  of  making  these  few 
imperfect  and  cursory  remarks.  I  am 
quite    aware    they    touch    but   a    very 


—the  opinion  of  the  Roya! 


^    "  If,  I 


s  ns  think,  tho  provision 
_  es  of  education  aa  well  as  thi 
of  life,  IB  pnrt  of  the  responsibitity  incumbeot 
upon  a  parent,  it  may  "oH  be  believed  thai 
public  contributions  and  private  benevolence 


already  doing  all  Ihitt  can  safely   be  required     amall    part    of    a    very    large     question, 
-    -  igmentslion    of   the   paj'tnents    properly     but  I  am  unwilling  to  occupy  more  time. 


exacted  from  tho  pf 

that  the  balance  of  ad' 

maintainine  the  present  nystem  established 


,  I  feel  deeply  on  the  anbject  as  one  who 

has  worked  long  in  the  cause  of  popular 

n  affori  '  education  with  an  earnest  desire  Uiat  tlie 
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system  should  be  most  efficient  for  its 
purpose,  and  that  it  should  not  lose  that 
religious  character  which  is  at  once  its 
brightest  ornament  and  its  greatest 
source  of  strength. 

(9.10.)  Mb.  FENWICK  (Northumber- 
land, Wansbeck)  :  With  a  few  words  I 
desire  to  support  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Rotherham.  I  entirely 
endorse  the  statement  made  by  my  hon. 
Friend  as  to  the  widespread  and  general 
disappointment  in  the  country  that  no 
reference  has  been  made  to  this  subject 
in  the  Gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne. 
A  general  expectation  undoubtedly 
existed  in  the  public  mind  prior  to 
the  assembling  of  Parliament  with 
respect  to  this  important  question,  an 
expectation  not  confined  to  one  Party, 
but  shared  alike  by  Conservatives  and 
Liberals.  The  hops  undoubtedly  was 
based  upon  the  action  of  the  Government 
last  Session,  the  concessions  made  on  this 
subject  to  Scotland,  and  also  on  the  very 
important  references  to  the  subject  made 
by  Lord  Salisbury  in  his  speech  at 
Nottingham  in  November  last.  Many  of 
UJ3  had  hoped  that  when  we  were  invited 
to  hear  the  Queen's  Speech  we  should 
find  reference  to  this  subject,  especially 
as  it  is  considered  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer will  this  year  —  I  am 
happy  to  think  so — be  in  the  pos- 
session of  such  a  surplus  as  will  enable 
him  to  deal  very  satisfactorily  with 
the  matter.  Naturally,  if  it  is 
to  be  touched  at  all,  it  must  be  approached 
at  a  time  when  there  is  reasonable  pro- 
spect that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
will  be  in  a  position  financially  to  make 
this  great  concession.  I  therefore  en- 
dorse fully  the  statement  made  by  my 
hon.  Friend  as  to  the  universal  dis- 
appointment felt  in  the  country  at  the 
absence  of  all  mention  of  this  subject  in 
the  Queen's  Speech.  I  wish  also  to  enter 
my  very  solemn  and  emphatic  protest 
against  the  notion  that  seems  to  have 
obtained  credence,  and  has  found  ex- 
pression ill  several  speeches  during  this 
debate,  that  we  who  support  the  principle 
of  free  education  and  the  establishment 
at  once  of  universal  School  Boards  are 
less  careful  of  the  religious  tuition  of 
our  children  than  the  gentlemen  who 
support  the  voluntary  principle.  I  was 
surprised  to  hear  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Vice  President  of  the  Council, 


in  his  excellent  and  temperate  speech 
this  evening,  argue  that  supporters  of 
free  education  also  seek  the  abolition  of 
voluntary  schools.  I  think  that  very 
few  hon.  Members  who  remembering 
the  services  rendered  to  education  in 
this  country  by  voluntary  schools  will  be 
prepared  to  get  up  and  say  it  is  a  desir- 
able thing  that  these  schools  should  be 
abolished.  We  all  acknowledge  the  use- 
ful work  which  voluntary  schools  have 
accomplished,  and  are  not  prepared  to 
ask  for  their  abolition.  All  that  is 
claimed  at  the  moment  is  that,  if  you 
have  free  education,  it  should  combine 
with  it  a  certain  amount,  a  reason- 
able amount  of  representative  control, 
and  I  venture  to  say  that  is  a  very 
reasonable  request  put  forward  by  the 
supporters  of  free  education.  The  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Evesham 
Division  (Sir  R.  Temple)  has  spoken 
warmly  in  praise  of  the  efficiency  of 
voluntary  schools,  by  which  I  suppose  he 
means  Church  of  England  schools,  and 
declared,  if  I  understood  him  rightly, 
that  there  was  nothing  like  them  to  be 
found  in  the  whole  of  Scotland.  Well, 
if  we  are  to  take  the  amount  of  Govern- 
ment grant  that  is  earned  by  the  schools 
of  Scotland  and  compare  it  with  the 
grants  earned  by  Church  of  England 
Schools,  if  we  take  the  amount  per  head 
as  a  test  of  efficiency  and  of  the  intelli- 
gence of  the  children  that  are  taught  in 
the  schools,  I  think  the  hon.  Baronet  has 
not  very  much  to  congratulate  himself 
upon,  for  I  find  that  in  1888  the  amount 
of  Government  grant  earned  per  head  of 
children  taught  in  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land schools  was  something  like  16s.  6d., 
but  in  the  Board  Scliools  of  Scotland  the 
amount  earned  per  head  was  18s.  2d.,  or 
practically  10  per  cent,  more  than  the 
Church  of  England  schools.  It  seems  to 
me  that  our  present  system  is  one  that 
operates  most  heavily  upon  the  working 
classes  at  the  time  wlien  they  can  least 
afford  to  bear  the  strain,  at  the  period 
when  the  parents  are  advancing  in  years, 
and  the  requirements  of  the  family  are 
growing  heavier  year  by  year.  By  our 
present  compulsory  system  we  entail  on 
the  head  of  the  family  a  double  hardship, 
we  compel  him  to  send  his  children  to 
school — and  rightly  so  I  think — at  a  time 
when  they  might  be  put  to  some  sort  of 
employment  and  thereby  help  the  family 
exchequer.      I   say  we   rightly  compel 
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attendance   at  school,  bscausj  undoubt- 
edly  the   State    is   widely    and   deeply 
interested    in   the   education   of    every 
member  of  the  community,  but  I   do  not 
think   it  is   just  to  compel  the  parent  to 
forego  the  assistance  the  child's  employ- 
ment would   afEord,  and   to   pay   school 
fees  at  the  same  time.     Furthermore,  in 
my    opinion    our    system    of     granting 
remissions  from  the   payment  of   school 
fees     tends     to     offer     a     bounty     to 
inprovidence,  intemperance,  and   waste- 
fulness.    It  is  not  the  thrifty,  the  honest 
and   industrious   workman   who  benefits 
by  the  remission.     These  men  never  ask 
for  remission  exc3pt  perhaps  in  cases   of 
the    greatest    emergency ;       it    is    the 
improvident,   spendthrift  class  who  are 
benefited,   and   in   justice  to  the    more 
prudent    and    ecjnomical     among     the 
working  class3S  you  ought  at  once,  when 
you  have  the  opportunity,  to  concede  free 
elementary  education.     It  is   said  (I  do 
not  know  what  truth  there  may  be  in  the 
rumour)  that  the  Government  intend  to 
make   some  remissions  in  taxation,  but 
speaking  as  one  who  is  in  close  touch  and 
sympathy   with  the    working  classes,  I 
can   say  that  however  greatly  some  may 
desirs    to  have  what  has  l>een  called  a 
"free     breakfast    table,"    I  beli^v^,    if 
a  plebiscite  wer^  taken  among  the  indus- 
trial classes  of  the  country  to-morrow  on 
the    subject,   that    as    between    a    free 
breakfast  table  and  free  education,  their 
verdict  would  be  in  favour  of  the  latter. 
I  entirely  disagree    with    the    statement 
that  has  been  made  repeatedly  during 
the  cour.se  of  this  debate  that  if  school 
fees    were    abolished    the    attendance  at 
school  would  not   be  increased.     I  hold 
an  entirely  opposite  opinion,  and  what  is 
more,    I    believe  that  one  effect  of  the 
alx)lition  of  fees  would  be  that  the  child- 
ren would  be  kept  longer  at  school  than 
they  now  are,  and  by  that  means  we  may  in 
some  degree  relieve  the  congested  districts, 
and  help  to  solve  many  of  those  social 
questions  that  are  staring  us  in  the  face, 
and  Thich  ^'ill  have  to  be  dealt  with  by 
the  House  in  a  vigorous  way  sooner  or 
later.     Keeping  children  longer  at  school 
will  -help  towards    the    solution  of  im- 
portant social  problems  looming   in  the 
immediate  future.      I  support  this  prin- 
ciple of  free  education  also  because  of 
the  economy  which  will  be   effected  in 
the  teaching  time  at  school.    I  may  refer 
for  a  moment  to  my  own    experienc?. 
Mr.  Femvick 


For    many    years    I    was  very   closely 
identified  with  teaching  in  my  own  dis- 
trict,   and    though    in    that    particular 
district  we  were  somewhat  favoured,  as 
the     great    bulk    of    school    fees     was 
deducted  from  the  miners*  wages  paid  at 
the  colliery  oflBce,  yet,  notwithstanding 
that,  a  certain  portion  of  the  fees  fn»m 
children  attending  school  had  to  be  col- 
lected, and   I   can   testify   to   the   great 
amount  of  time  that  had  to  be  wasted  by 
the   employment    of    pupil   teachers  in 
this    collection    during     school     hours. 
With  the  free   system  this  time  will  be 
saved  for  educational  purposes.  For  these 
and  other  reasons  with  which  I  do  not 
care  to  trouble  the  House  at  the  moment, 
I  shall  certainly  have  much  pleasure  in 
voting  in  support  of  the  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  Friend. 
*(9.25.)     Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT   (Oxford 
University)  :  Some  apology  is,  I  think,  due 
to  the  House  from  anybody  who  takes 
part  in  this  discussion,  for  surely  it  is  an 
abuse  of  the  forms  of  the  House  which  is 
taking  place  now.     I  understand — and  I 
have  now  had  an  experience  of  many  years 
in  the  House — that  the  object  of  moving 
an  Amendment  to  the  Address  is  in  order 
to  call  attention  to  some  urgent  matter  not 
otherwise  to  l)e  dealt  with,  and  is  it  not 
an  abuse  of   language   to   say   tliat  this 
question  of  the  remission  of  school  fees 
is  one  of  these  urgent  matters  ?     First  of 
all,  I  deny  that    it    is   at  all  urgent — of 
course  I  know   that  there    I  differ  from 
hon.  Gentlemen   on   the   other  side,  but 
we  cannot  agree  upon  everything — but 
even   if  it    is    urgent,  is   this   the  only 
opportunity   that  hon.  Gentlemen    could 
find  to  urge  their  oj)inions  on  the  attention 
of  the  House  ?     Is  there  no  other  means 
than  by  this  endless  protraction  of  debate 
on  the  Address  to  bring  such  questions 
before     Parliament  ?     If    so,    then    the 
sooner  we   re-model  our*  Parliamentary 
system  the  better.     I  know  that  the  con- 
dition of    affairs   here   has    made  us   a 
laughing  stock  outside   the  House.     The 
debates  on   the   Address   are   not   read, 
because  they   are  regarded  more  or  less 
as  protracted   uninteresting  talk.     Only 
the  other  day  I  heard  a  gentleman  not 
connected   with    the    House  say,  "No- 
body cares  to  read  the  debates  now,  for 
we   think   they   are   only  a  device    for 
protracting    time    and    obstructing    the. 
ordinary      business      of      Parliament." 
I    think   we    have  almost    reached  the 
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limit  of  discussioD,  but  of  course   if  hou. 
Gentlemen  think  it  incumbent  upon  them 
to  follow  the  line   they  have  taken,  we 
must  say  something  in  reply,  but  I    will 
not  occupy  time    with  any    lengthened 
remarks.     If    we   were     to    follow  the 
examples   of  the   hon.    Gentlemen   who 
moved   and  seconded  this   Amendment, 
we  might   speak   for   a  week,  travelling 
over   the   whole   ground   of  elementary 
education,     of    intermediate     education, 
of     Welsh     education,     of      the     rival 
merits  of  voluntary  and   Board  schools. 
In  fact,  the  whole  education  question  has 
been  touched  upon,  I  admit,  with  great 
ability,  but  as  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  would, 
if  you  were  free  to  speak  your  opinion, 
admit   in    a    manner    entirely     out    of 
accordance  with  ancient    Parliamentary 
practice.     I  am  not  going  to  follow  that 
example.       The    Amendment   expresses 
regret  that  as  free  education  in  elemen- 
tary schools  is  granted  in  Scotland,  no 
reference  has  been  made  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  to  legislative  proposals  for  giving 
similar   advantages   to   the   rest   of    the 
United  Kingdom ;  that  is,  the  House  is 
invited  to  accept  a  simple  proposition  in 
favour  of  the  remission  of  school  fees. 
Now,  I  have  two  things  to  say  :     First  of 
all,  1  difEer  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  spoken  as  to  the  feeling  of  the 
working  classes  on  this  subject.     It  may 
seem  presumptuous  on  my  part,  for  the 
lion.   Member  (Mr.   Feuwick),  of  course 
directly  represents  an  impoi-tant  section 
of  the  miners  in  tlie  North  of  England  ; 
but  I  fancy    I  know  something  of  the 
feeling   among  the   working   classes    in 
London  and  in  the  South  of  England,  and 
I   do  not  believe    that  the  elite  of   the 
working  classes  there  make  this  demand 
at  all.     I  am  certfiin  that  the  better  part 
of  the  working  classes    in  London   and 
in    the     South    prefer    to  pay    for    the 
education      of      their      own     children. 
I   challenge   contiTuiiction    of  that  state- 
ment, and  why  is  it  my  conviction  ?     I 
do  not  believe  that  the  working  classes 
and    we    are  of    a    different    stock,    or 
of  different   flesh   and   blood.     I  prefer 
to   pay   the    cost   of    education  for   my 
children,    and    I    believe     they    prefer 
to  pay   fees   for  the  education  of    their 
children.     To  say  that  2d.  or  3d.  a  week 
is  more  than  an  ordinary  working  man 
with  good  wages  can  pay  is  more  than 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  will  induce  the 
House  to  believe.     That  is  not  the  real 


motive  for  this  movement.      The  motive 
is  not  the  remission  of  fees.     The  real 
object  is  to  abolish  all  voluntary  schools. 
I   have    been    struck    to-night  by    the 
change  of  tone  of  hon.  Members  opposite. 
Nevertheless,  we  all  know  that  there  has 
been  a  determined  assault  out  of  doors  on 
the  'continued    existence    of    voluntary 
schools.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for   the  Bridsfeton"  Division  of 
Glasgow    said    recently     that     nothing 
should  induce  him  to  give  one   penny  to 
schools  which  were    not  under  popular 
control.    Here  the  mask  was  thrown  off. 
What  does  it  mean  ?     Can  the  voluntary 
system   continue   to   live   if  put   under 
what  is   called   popular  control?      ITie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  very  well 
that    the    two    things   cannot    co-exist. 
What  is  asked  is  that  in  return  for  State 
assistance  the  ratepayers  should  have  the 
right  of   nominating  representoitives   on 
the  management  of  the  schools.     What 
have  the  ratepayers  got  to  do  with  assist- 
ance from  the  State  1    I  do  not  see  many 
Gentlemen  from    Ireland  present ;    but 
what  would  they  say  to  the  ratepayers 
nominating    managers    for    the   Roman 
Catholic   schools  ?      Would  they  like  to 
have    the    representatives   of   the    rate- 
payers   brought     in     to    manage    their 
schools  ?     No ;  they  would  not    tolerate 
it   for   a   moment.     It  is    because    hon. 
Members  and   their  Friends  think  that 
the  Church  of  England  is  wfeak — and  in 
this  I  believe  they  are  mistaken — that 
our  voluntary   schools  are  attacked.     1 
believe  the  working  classes  are  as  ready 
as   they  always    have    been    to    pay  a 
reasonable  and  fair  sum  for  the   educa- 
tion of  their  children,   and  as  I  believe 
further  that  the  voluntary  schools  are  an 
integral   part   of   the    education    of  the 
countr}%    I    am    determined   to    defend 
them.     It  has  been  said  that  the  upper 
and  middle  classes  are   not   ashamed  to 
receive    assistance   in   the   education   of 
their   children,   and   that   therefore   we 
ought  not  to  grudge  assistance  to   the 
children  of  other  classes.    But  I  traverse 
that  directly.    I  have  accepted  in  the  per- 
son of    my  own  sons   the  assistance   of 
endowments  at  schools  and  colleges,  but 
it  has  amounted  to  nothing  like  the  cost 
of  education.     On  the  other  hand,  we  do 
at  this  moment  assist  the  education  of  the 
working  classes.     We  do  not  ask  them 
to    pay   anything   like    the    whole   cost 
of    the    education    of     their     children; 
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we  only  give  them  an  opportunity  to  do 
what  they  have  done  in  the  past — to  con- 
tribute a  small  share  of  the  total  cost.  It 
must  not  be  forgotten  that  the  great  part 
of  the  education  of  the  children  of  the 
working  classes  is  paid  out  of  the  finances 
of  the  country.  Reasonable  men  do  not 
object  to  paying  these  small  school  fees. 
There  must  always  be  a  residuum  ;  there 
will  always  be  certain  people  who,  through 
misfortune,  accident,  or  their  own  fault, 
are  unable  to  pay  for  the  education  of 
their  children,  but  the  State  provides 
for  them.  We  are  always  met  by  the 
argument  that  the  present  system  of 
remitting  fees  is  pauperising  and  de- 
grading in  its  effects.  But  if  a  man 
cinnot  maintain  his  family  he  must  go  to 
the  State,  and  why  should  it  be  more 
degrading  to  ask  for  the  remission  of  school 
fees  than  to  apply  for  assistance  to  sup- 
port a  family  ?  But  the  members  of  the 
Royal  Commission  say  that  if  it  is  mixed 
up  with  the  pauper  element,  they  are  quite 
ready  to  adopt  some  means  to  remove  the 
taint.  I  do  not  admit  that  there  is  any 
degradation,  but  we  do  not  wish   to   cast 


sides.       Bnt      the      hon.       Grentleman 
has   advanced   the   statement    that  this 
Motion  is  an  abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the 
House.     I  can  hardly  think  the  leader 
of  the  House  will  agree  in  that,  inasmuch 
as  the  other  night  he  said  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  deal  with  this  question  of 
free  education,  as  public  opinion  had  hot 
sufficiently  expressed  itself,  but  we  should 
have  some  discussion  in  the  House  which 
would   tend    to    enlighten    that    public 
opinion.     Was  there  ever  a  case  before 
where  a  Prime  Minister  distinctly  pro- 
mised that  a  great  measure  should  be  in- 
troduced, and  where  he  distinctly  declared 
that  the  pledge  should  be  redeemed  if  the 
Chancellor    of    the     Exchequer    had    a 
surplus?     That  was  the  sole   condition. 
If,  said  the  noble  Lord,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  a  surplus  the  thing 
shall  be  done.    How  can  anyone  complain, 
then,   that   this   Amendment    is   moved 
when   the    subject   has    been   suddenly 
dropped  from  the  Queen's  Speech,  and 
we  are   told  instead  that  public  opinion 
has    not    yet    made    up    its    mind     on 
this  question?     We  are  told  the  work- 


any  stigma  on  these  unfortunate  people,    ing     classes    have     not     demanded     it. 


We  are  always  met  in  this  matter  by  the 
remark  that  there  is  free  education  over 
the  Channel  in  France,  Germany,  and 
Switzerland  ;  but  I  have  a  lurking  feel- 
ing that  the  British  workman  is  after  all 
a  superior  man  to  the  working  classes  on 
the  Continent.  He  prefers  to  manage  his 
own  affairs  to  having  them  managed  for 
him.  He  prefers  to  look  after  his  own 
children.  Hon.  Gentlemen  seem  to 
think  that  free  education  would  improve 
the  education  of  the  British  workman. 
Is  there  any  proof  of  that  ?  Where  are 
the  best  working  men  in  the  world  to  be 
found  ?  Who  are  the  men  to  whom  an 
employer  of  labour  goes  when  he  wants 
his    work    well    done  ?     Is   it    not   the 


I  believe  there  is  no  question  upon  which 
the  working  classes  are  so  unanimous  as 
this  one  of  free  education.  I  am  afraid 
there  are  not  many  of  the  working 
classes  in  the  constituency  represented 
by  the  Member  who  has  just  spoken ; 
but  I  can  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman  this — 
that  he  represents  more  men  who  have 
received  assisted  education  than  any 
other  man  in  this  House,  for  although  he 
traverses  the  statement  that  the  higher 
and  middle  classes  receive  assisted  or 
free  education,  the  total  amount  of  en- 
dowments which  go  almost  exclusively  to 
the  middle  and  upper  classes  •  is  tlwo 
millions  a  year,  and  the  greater  port  of 
this  is  intended  for  the  poor.       The  hon. 


British  workman  who  can  turnout  better  !  Member   opposite    says  : —  "  Your    real 

work  than  anybody  else  ?       Cannot  that    object  is  not  the  abolition  of  fees,  bnt 

be  said  to  be  the  result  of  the   education  ,  the  abolition  of  voluntary  schools."      I 

of   himself   and    his    forefathers.     That    maintain  that  that  is  an  unjust  accusation. 

argument,  then,  falls  to  the  ground.     It    We  have  no  wish  to   attack    voluntary 

may  be  an  old-fasliioned  sentiment  which    schools — that  is  to  say,  really  voluntary 

I  entertain,  but  I  prefer  to  continue  on    schools,  for  there  are  a  good  many  schools 

the  grounds  on  which  we  and  our  fore-  j  that  are  called  voluntary  that  are   not 

fathers  have  acted  for  so  many  years.         j  really  so.      The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 

(7.10.)     Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,    has  sat  on  a  Royal  Commission  ;  did  he 

Brightside)  :  Until  the  hon.  Member  for  I  ask  how  many  voluntary  schools  have  no 

Oxford     rose    I    thought    we    had  had  ]  subscriptions  ?     I  remember  that  when  I 

an        excellent        debate,        conducted  ,  was  at  the  Education  Department,  12  pe^ 

with       great       moderation       on        all    cent,  of  voluntary  schools  had  notofi!^ 
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farthing  of   subscription,  and  I  believe 
that  a  good  many  of  them  made  money 
out  of  the  grant.    How  can  those  schools 
be  said  to  be  voluntary  schools  ?     I  recog- 
nise the  noble  sacrifices  that  have  been 
made    in   past   times,    especially  by  the 
clergy,  for  education ;  the  clergy,  in  fact, 
have    been   much   more    generous   than 
squires  and  those  who  could  better  afford  it. 
When   I  was   at   the  Education  Office  I 
knew  of   many   and  many  a  clergyman 
who  had  plunged  himself  into  debt  and 
difficulties  because   he  wanted  to  main- 
tain his  schools  and  keep  out  the  School 
Board.     Those   men   deserve   sympathy, 
and    I   am  sure  that  the   House  would 
wish  to  deal  generously  and  reasonably 
with  them.     It  is  not  fair  touse'these  old 
arguments  of  the  National  Society,  now, 
I  believe,  abandoned  by  it.      The  hon. 
Member  told  us  that  he  was  tired  of  the 
foreign  argument.     But  are  we  not  tired 
of  foreign  competition  ?     Do  we  not  see 
the  excellence  and  variety  of  the  foreign 
workmen,  and  do  we   not   wish  to  put 
our  own  workmen  on  an  equality  with 
them  1     We  know  that  the  British  work- 
man is  one  of  the  best  workmen  in  the 
world — if  not  the  best — if  we  only  trained 
him  fairly  and  gave  him  the  same  chance 
as  the  foreign  one  has.     But  why  do  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  try  to  deprive   the 
British   workman   of    this  chance,  and 
why,   for  the  last  ^yq  years,  have  they 
done  so  little  for  him  in  point  of  educa- 
tion ?     What  about  the  working  men  on 
the  other  side  of  the  Tweed  ?     Are  they 
degraded  by  the  measure  of  last  year  ? 
The  hon.  Member  says  that  if  they  were 
convinced  that  such  a  measure  as  we  are 
advocating    would     do     something    for 
pubhc    education    they   would    support 
it.      I  will  give  the  hon.    Member    an 
argument      which     I     think     he     will 
find     it     rather      difficult     to     answer. 
In  the  Report  of  the   Scotch  Education 
Department  for  1889-90,  signed  by  Lord 
Cranbrook  and  Lord  Lothian,  it  is   said 
that — 

**The  measures  proposed  had  been  aimed, 
firstly  to  promote  the  eflSciency  of  education, 
and  secondly  to  confer  a  substantial  benefit 
upon  Scotch  parents  by  assisting  them  to  give 
their  children  the  full  advantage  of  the  school 
supply  so  amply  provided,  by  abolishing  the 
necessity  in  the  case  of  poor  parents  of  resort- 
ing to  the  machinery  of  the  Poor  Law  Authori- 
ties, which  has  been  the  cause  of  so  much 
friction  in  the  operation  of  the  Education  Act." 


Those  are  the  motives  which  animated  the 
Government  in  giving  that  great  boon  to 
Scotland .  Then  we  are  told  that  though 
it  may  do  for  Scotland  it  would  be  a 
very  bad  thing  for  England.  But  the 
whole  question  has  been  given  up,  the 
thing  has  come  to  an  end,  it  does  not 
require  argument ;  when  you  have  given 
free  education  to  Scotland  you  cannot 
keep  it  from  England.  I  would  like  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a 
speech  delivered  not  very  long  ago  by  a 
very  important  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment. In  December,  1888,  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen,  who  gained 
this  great  victory  for  Scotland,  moved 
that  the  share  of  the  Probate  Duties  allo- 
cated to  Scotland  should  be  applied  to 
free  education,  he  was  answered  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who  said — 

"  I  must  say  that  it  would  clearly  have  been 
impos  ible  to  adopt  in  Scotland  the  principle  of 
free  education  without  extending  it  at  the  same 
time  to  England  and  Ireland.  I  do  not  think  that 
the  Government  could  have  proposed  a  measure 
for  remitting  school  fees  in  Scotland  without  im- 
posing the  greatest  possible  grievance  on  Eng- 
land and  Ireland,  and  creating  a  powerful 
demand  for  a  similar  measure." 

But  you  have  done  it.     The  Government 
have  remitted  school   fees    in  Scotland, 
and  have,  according  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the    Exchequer,    imposed    the    greatest 
possible   grievance   on  England.     What 
answer    is    there    to     that    statement? 
But  how  long  since  was  it  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  leader  of  the  House 
promised  that  English  and  Scotch  educa- 
tion  should   be    treated   alike?      I    am 
almost  tempted  to  make  a  quotation  from 
another  leader  of  the  House,  and  say  that 
we  want  to  be  treated  with  equality  and 
similarity.     It  is  a  strange  thing  at  this 
day  that  England  should  be  placed  in  a 
worse  position   than  Scotland.     I  think 
that  there   are   very  few  people  in  this 
country  who  have  realised  how  striking 
is  the  difference  in  regard  to  education 
north  and  south  of  the  Tweed.    My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  said  that   Scotland   stood   in   a 
different   position  to  England.     But  he 
did  not  tell  the  House  that  out  of  3,126 
public  schools  in  Scotland  there  are  only 
85  wliere  any  fees  at  all  are  paid  in  com- 
pulsory standards,  and  only  44  really  fee- 
paying  schools ;   and  it  is  provided  that 
wherever   there   is   a  fee-paying  school 
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there  mnst  be  free  places  for  every  child. 
In  this  respect  inii  want  to  be  placed  on 
pKrfect  equality  with  Scotland.  The 
Vice  President  was  pressed  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Evesham 
Division  to  take  up  tlie  old  nonpoKumus 
arguments  of  the  National  Society.  But 
I  believe  that  even  the  National  Society 
has  changed  its  methods.  A  friend  of 
mine  obtained  from  the  secretajy  of  the 
.Society  some  of  those  pamphlets  which 
onca  fell  as  thick  as  snow  over  the  coun- 
try, and  the  arguments  contained  in  them 
S3em  to  be  pretty  strong;  they  might 
have  been  composed  by  the  hon.  Membar 
for  Oxford  himself.     They  say— 

"The  first  psrit  ii  that  if  the  achoot  ntre 
free  thTe  is  a  danger  of  the  educatioo  becoiQ- 
in(-  entirely  secular;  gecondly,  there  JB  the 
danger  that  its  manngemeDt  would  be  placed 
in  the  baoda  of  H  locally  elected  body  ;  Ihe 
third  peril  ib  that  religious  teaching  would  be 
n^ueezed  otit,  and  the  children  would  grow  up 
without  reliffious  teaching.  There  is  danger  to 
religion  and  royalty,  danger  to  piety  and  public 
safety,  danger  to  the  altar  and  to  the  throne." 

Then  reference  is  made  to —    , 

"The  perils  of  the  lastpropoaals  of  a  danger- 
ous and  unprincipled  Btateamanship" — 

which  statesmen  on  the  opposite  Bench 
want  to  adopt, 

''  under  the  cover  of  free 'education,  and  the 
result  of  these  evil  detices  will  be  seen  in  the 
growth  of  a  godlcBS  and  faithless  population." 

So  it  goes  on.  A  friend  of  mine  who 
lias  written  on  free  education  was  very 
anxious  to  get  the  National  Society's 
view  on  free  education,  a  number  of 
thes3  leaflets,  which  jilayed  an  important 
part  in,  the  elections  of  1885-6,  beinjr 
circulated  by  the  thousands.  My  friend 
wrote  to  the  secret\try.  This  is  the 
answer  he  received— 

"  Dear  Sir,  by  book  post  I  send  various 
papers  on  the  subject  of  free  educalion. 
Although  the  aocioly  has  no  need  to  change  its 
views  on  the  aubject,  the  recent  declaration  of 
the  Prime  Minister  in  Nottingham  has 
siderably  modified  the  BJtuation,  and  the  leaflets 
arc  not  now  being  circulated." 

This  is  just  one  month  old.  They  i 
withdrawn  very  recently,  aft«r 
pronouncement  at  Nottingham.  What 
was  considered  the  daring  unprincipled 
statesmanship,  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
liam  and  so  many  of  us  supported 
in  1884-5-0,  disappeared  immediately 
Lord  Salisbury  made  his  declaration. 
Mr.  J.  G.  Taibot 


The  hon.  Member  for  Evesham  rather 
startled  me  by  bis  diapara^ng  remarks 
about  Swiss  education.  I  think  I  know 
Eis  much  about  Swiss  education  as  I  know 
about  English  education,  and  I  entirely 
differ  from  the  hon.  Baronet.  Let  me 
recommend  my  hon.  Friend  to  read 
the  book  of  Mr.  Adams,  late  minister  at 
Berne.  The  hon.  Gentleman  says  that 
the  children  do  not  go  to  school  for  six 
months  in  the  year  in  Switzerland  ;  but 
Mr.  Adams  saya  that  by  the  Federal 
pact  of  1877  no  child  can  be  employed 
nills  or  on  public  works  until  he 
reaches  the  age  of  15,  and,  in  the  rural 
districts,  the  holidays  are  fixed  with 
dne  regard  to  harvest  and  the  tourist 
season— extending  to  from  eight  to  10 
weeks  and  not  to  half  the  year.  And, 
in  fact,  Mr.  Adams  speaks  of  the  Swiss 
schools  more  enthusiastically  than  I  or 
any  Gentleman  in  this  House  has  done. 
Idificr,  too,  from  the  lion.  Baronet  in  his 
statement  that  Scotland  has  nothing  to 
show  comparable  to  our  English  voluntary 
schools.  Education  in  Scotland,  in  my 
opinion,  is  as  far  superior  to  the  educa- 
tion of  England  as  Swiss  education  is 
Buparior  to  that  of  Scotland  in  many 
respects.  I  know  that  some  voluntary 
schools  are  as  good  as  money  can  make 
tliem  •  -I  wis!i  there  were  more  of  them 
— but  many  of  them  are  as  bad  as  they 
isin  be.  The  very  cartful  Report  of  the 
Committee  of  Management  of  the 
School  Board  of ,  London,  dated  July, 
1889,  throws  an  interesting  light  upon 
the  question  of  the  condition  of  the 
children  attending  the  London  Board" 
Schools.  It  states  that  during  the  year 
the  number  of  children  in  average  atten- 
dance was  3*1,495.  Of  these  43  mS,  or 
1 2-8  per  cent.,  were  returned  as  habitually 
attending  school  in  want  of  food. 
Only  less  than  half  of  the  42,000 
are  at  present  provided  for,  leaving 
24,739  cliildren  attending  school  whc^ 
notwithstanding  the  eSorta  made,  do 
not  obtain  enough  food.  The  Report 
states  that  130,759  individual  children, 
that  is  33'4  per  cent,  or  prac- 
tically one-third  of  the  total  average 
attendance,  had  their  fees  remitted  during 
some  part  of  the  year  ending  March, 
1889.  Imagine  an  inquiry  into  the  cir- 
cumstances  of  over  130,000  cliildren. 
Imagine  the  inquisitorial  investigation— 
the  poor  mothers  obliged  to  attend  tha 
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School  Board  and  tell  their  pitiable  tales 
— and  then  say  whether  this  does  not 
require  any  advance  in  the  direction  of 
free  education.  1  say  you  will  have 
done  a  great  deal  to  instil  self-respect 
into  the  minds  of  the  people  when  they 
have  schools  of  their  own  to  which  they 
can  send  their  children  without .  these 
investigations.  What  is  the  condition  of 
the  voluntary  schools  ?  They  cannot 
remit  fees.  I  believe  the  Catholics  pay 
the  fees  of  more  than  1 2  per  cent,  of  the 
children  attending  their  schools.  Every- 
one must  admit  that  the  Catholics  form 
the  poorest  part  of  our  population.  But 
their  schools  stand  well.  I  am  astonished 
how  well  they  do  stand.  In  some  of  our 
large  towns  in  the  north  of  England  they 
stand  better  than  our  Church  schools. 
In  Preston,  for  instance,  the  Catholic 
schools  stand  better  than  the  Church 
schools.  I  think  the  hon.  Member  will 
bear  me  out  on  that  point. 

*Mr.     TOMLINSON    (Preston):    The 
difference  is  in  their  favour. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Then  let  the  House 
look  at  the  number  of  children  sent  to 
Boards  of  Guardians  to  get  remission  of 
fees.  It  is  impossible,  so  far,  to  ascertain 
the  exact  amount  paid  by  Guardians  for 
fees,  but  this  Return  shows  something 
over  £60,000  a  year,  which  at  5s.  per 
head  per  annum  gives  240,000  children 
whose  parents  must  attend  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  to  obtain  remission  of  fees.  If 
it  is  degrading  to  the  Scotch  to  bring 
them  in  contact  with  the  machinery  of 
pauperism,  surely  you  should  do  more 
for  the  relief  of  the  English  children. 
The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  has 
said  that  the  Government  is  not  to  be 
drawn.  The  Government  has  not  to  bo 
drawn.  It  has  already  pronounced. 
They  have  withdrawn  the  case.  Lord 
Salisbury  having  given  a  distinct  promise 
that  free  education  shall  be  conceded 
immediately  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer has  a  surplus  to  enable  the 
Government  to  do  it,  and  it  is  due  when- 
ever the  next  Budget  comes  on.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  himself  is 
as  fully  pledged  as  the  Prime  Minister, 
for  on  December  19,  1888,  when  the 
question  of  free  education  for  Scotland 
was  first  mooted,  he  said  :  — 

'''I  must  say  it  would  have  heen  clearly  impos- 
sible to  adopt  in  Scotland  the  principle  of  free 


educatioD  without  extending  it  at  Jthe  same 
time  to  England  and  Ireland.  I  do  not 
think  the  Government  could  have  proposed  a 
meosuro  for  remitting  school  fees  in  Scotland 
without  imposing  the  greatest  possible  grievance 
upon  England  and  Ireland,  and  creating  a  power- 
ful demand  for  a  similar  measure." 

That  is  from  Hansard,  Dec.  19th,  1889. 
Under  these  circumstances  I  do  not   see 
how,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  comes   to 
deal  with  his  surplus  he  can  fail  to  grant 
free  education  I  do  not  wish  to  go   into 
the     question    of    intermediate  schools, 
because  I  think  we  can  hardly  drag  that 
subject  into  this  debate  ;  but  I  say  that, 
if  we  are  to  have  free   schools — and  we 
shall  have  them — we  cannot  have  them 
without    at    the    same    time   admitting 
public   management.      The    right    hon. 
Gentleman  the  Vice  President   held    up 
to  the  House  the  bugbear  of  what  would 
be  the  fatal  consequences  of  the  abolition 
of  voluntary  schools.      But   no   one   has 
proposed  such  a  thing.     Did  Lord  Salis- 
bury suggest  it  when  he    spoke   of  free 
education  1      The  fact    is    that  nobody 
has  ever  dreamt  of  such  a  thing.     But  I 
say   it    will    be    a     bad     day    for   the 
voluntary  schools  when  it  is  held  to  be 
necessary    for   their   existence  that   the 
working  classes  should   be   deprived   of 
this  boon  of  free  education.      The   argu- 
ment that  free  education  is  possible    in 
Scotland  but  not  in  England  because  of 
the    interests  in  the    voluntarj-    schools 
would  tell  very  severely   against   these 
voluntary      schools      in     the     mind     of 
the       English       working       man,      and 
he  would  demand  why,  under   such   cir- 
cumstances, they  should  be  continued  to 
his  disadvantage.     The  right  hon.   Gen- 
tleman has  stated  that  76  per  cent,  of  the 
English   schools   are   voluntary    schools. 
Does  he  not  know  that  that   statement 
is  a  little  misleading  ?     There  are  not  76 
per  cent,  of  the  total  number  of  children 
in   those   schools ;   while    it   should   be 
added  that  the  voluntary  schools  include 
the  undenominational  British  schools.    If 
regard  is  had  to  these  things,  we  find  there 
are  2,100,000  children  in  ^  those    schools 
already,  which  would  make  a  considerable 
difference  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
computation.      Again,    with    regard   to 
the  maintenance  of  the  voluntary  schools, 
not   a   small   portion   of    the   voluntary 
subscriptions  contributed  to  their  support 
is,  after  all,  raised  out  of  the  compulsory 
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rates,  taken  from  the  pockets  of  the 
working  men.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  said  that  at  least  £28,000,000 
will  be  the  cost  of  new  buildings  re- 
quired to  replace  the  voluntary  schools; 
but  if  that  be  so,  I  ask  what  is  to  be  done 
with  the  buildings  already  used  for 
school  purposes  under  the  voluntary 
system  ?  I  am  glad  to  know  that  many 
of  the  clergy  are  not  of  the  same  mind 
as  hon.  Members  opposite  on  this  ques- 
tion. Many  of  them  have  expressed 
theii^  desire  that  the  schools  should  come 
under  public  management,  and  the  wise 
words  of  the  Archbfshop  of  Canterbury, 
Dr.  Percival,  and  many  others,  show 
that  the  clergy  are  ready  to  meet  us  half 
way  in  the  matter,  the  Government 
undertaking  the  other  half.  Some  of 
the  ablest  statements  I  have  seen  in 
favour  of  free  education  have  recently 
come  from  quarters  whence  they  were 
little  to  be  expected.  I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  series  of  articles  published  in  a 
provincial  newspaper  under  the  mystical 
initials  '^A.S.E.C."  Those  articles  are 
strongly  in  favour  of  free  education, 
and  show  plainly  to  the  clergy  of  the 
Church  of  England  and  the  public  that 
there  is  no  danger  to  be  apprehended 
from  the  adoption  of  this  principle. 
They  also  assert  that  how  free  education 
can  prejudicially  interfere  with  religious 
education  is  difficult  for  anyone  to 
imagine.  It  is  an  open  secret  that 
the  author  of  these  letters  is  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Education 
Commission.  I  should  like,  in  con- 
clusion, to  say  a  word  in  reference  to 
the  question  of  public  management.  I 
say  that  where  the  school  is  intended 
for  all  it  should  be  managed  by  the 
representatives  of  the  whole  community ; 
at  the  same  time,  the  schools  of  any 
section  of  the  community,  such  as  the 
Catholics  or  the  Jews,  might  continue 
to  receive  support  under  the  management 
of  that  section,  as  in  Scotland.  If  we 
are  to  have  free  education  it  must  not 
be  partial ;  it  must  be  free  from  top  to 
bottom,  and  be  brought  within  the  reach 
of  every  child  and  every  parent. 

(10.25.)  Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN 
(Birmingham,  W.)  :  Reference  has  been 
mjwie  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  by 
speakers  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  to 
the  opinions  which  I  have  expressed 
elsewhere  upon  this  subject.  I  confesfi 
Mr.  Mundella 


that  I  have  always  taken  a  deep  intereti 
in  the  matter,  and  have  even  taken  a 
somewhat  prominent  part  in  the  agita- 
tion which  I  hoped  would  lead 
to  the  establishment  of  the  prin- 
ciple. At  the  outset  I  desire  to  con- 
gratulate the  friends  of  education  on 
the  advance  which  the  question  has 
made.  I  remember  very  well  on  my 
first  entry  into  political  life,  when  I  and 
some  of  my  friends  took  this  question 
up,  that  at  that  time  we  were  in  a 
miserable  minority.  My  hon.  Friend 
and  Colleague  the  Member  for  the 
Bordesley  Division  of  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Jesse  Ceilings),  who  certainly  has  done 
as  much  as  any  man  in  popularising  the 
system  of  National  Education,  brought 
the  question  of  free  schools  before  the 
House  of  Commons  at  the  time  the  late 
Mr.  Forster  introduced  his  Elementary 
Education  Act,  and  on  that  occasion 
failed  to  take  with  him  into  the  Lobby 
more  than  60  Members.  In  1885, 
coming  down  later,  matters  were  not 
much  better  for  us.  That  was  the  date 
of  the  unauthorised  programme,  of 
which  free  schools  formed  an  important 
item.  I  do  not  think  I  am  over-stating 
the  matter  when  I  say  that  if  we  had 
attempted  to  take  any  vote  of  the  House 
at  that  time  upon  the  question  we  should 
have  had  the  Conservative  Party  almost 
to  a  man  against  us,  and  only  a  minority 
of  the  Liberal  Party  with  us.  When  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  issued  his  address  to  the  elec- 
tore,  he  referred  specially  to  the  question 
of  free  education ;  and  I  must  say — 
though  in  no  spirit  of  complaint,  because 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  that  time 
represented  the  opinion  uf  the  majoriiy 
of  the  Party  he  led — that  he  gave  me 
very  poor  comfort  in  that  manifesto.  He 
stated  many  objections — very  forcible 
objections  —  to  any  system  of  free  schools, 
and  wound  up  his  comment  on  the 
propoial  by  saying  tliat  it  was  not  a 
question  of  practical  politics,  in  efEect 
relegating  it  to  the  dim  and  distant 
future.  That  was  the  situation  only 
four  years  ago.  May  not,  then,  those 
who  have  been  the  consistent  friends  of 
education  congratulate  themselves  upon 
the  change  of  the  position?  We  find 
now  that  the  Liberal  Party  are  practi- 
cally unanimous  in  favour  of  free  edu- 
cation ;  and  that  the  Conservative  Party 
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are  pledged,  as  far  as  they  oan  be 
pledged  by  the  declaration  of  the  Mi- 
nistry in  this  House,  to  establish  free 
education  at  the  earliest  possible  date. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  who  has  just  sat 
down  has  amused  the  House  by  refer- 
ence to  some  arguments  that  were  used 
against  free  education  five  or  ten  years 
ago.  Is  it  worth  while  now  to  go  back 
upon  the  past?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  stated  that  the  National 
Society  have  withdrawn  some  of  their 
circulars ;  but  has  he  withdrawn  some  of 
his  former  statements  ?  I  do  not  make 
it  a  matter  of  accusation  against  my 
hon.  Friend  or  against  hon.  Members 
on  either  side  of  the  House  that  on  this 
matter  they  have  changed  their  opinions. 
It  is  a  conversion — one  of  the  most 
wonderful  conversions  that  has  taken 
place  in  a  political  matter  at  any  time ; 
but  it  is  a  conversion  in  the  direction  of 
progress,  and  it  has  been  brought  about 
not  by  interest,  but  by  argument  and 
reason.  We  have  had  an  experience 
of  educational  work,  which  I  think  has 
brought  conviction  into  many  minds 
which  at  one  time  were  full  of  suspicion 
of  a  proposal  so  Radical  as  they  thought 
this  to  be.  I  sincerely  congratulate 
myself  and  the  House  on  the  fact  that 
we  have  arrived  at  this  point — that  the 
majority,  not  only  of  the  Liberal  Party, 
but  of  the  Conservative  Party,  have 
accepted  the  principle.  If  that  be  the 
case,  it  is  not  really  worth  while  to  devote 
very  much  time  to  arguments  in  favour 
of  or  against  the  principle.  I  confess  I 
was  disappointed  with  the  speech  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Evesham  (Sir  R.  Temple).  I  thought 
that  conviction  must  have  come  to  his 
mind  also.  I  am  sorry  he  should  have 
tried  to  hold  back  the  Government, 
of  which  he  is  one  of  the  most  loyal  sup- 
porters, from  a  course  which  would 
redound  to  their  infinite  credit ;  but  in 
that  effort  I  do  not  think  my  hon.  Friend 
will  be  successful.  I  do  not  think 
they  can  be  restrained.  The  arguments 
used  by  my  hon.  Friend  are  really  now 
old-fashioned  and  out  of  place.  Four 
years  ago  we  might  have  expected  to 
hear  that  the  independence  of  the  parent 
would  be  interfered  with  if  we  established 
free  schools  ;  but  when  my  hon.  Friend 
tells  us  that  already  in  the  Metropolis 
ieren-eighths  of  the  expenses  of  educa- 


tion are  now  paid  by  the  State,  I  do  not 
think  that  he  need  be  so  careful  about  this 
miserable  fraction  of  independence — this 
one-eighth  of  parental  responsibility  that 
is  now  left.  According  to  my  hon. 
Friend's  view,  if  he  be  logically  right, 
the  voluntary  schools  should  not  retain 
the  seven-eighths  now  paid  by  the  State, 
but  allow  the  whole  expense  of  education 
to  be  borne  by  the  parent.  On  the  other 
hand,  we  maintain  that  not  only  is  the 
independence  of  the  parent  not  in  ques- 
tion, but  that  what  is  really  in  question 
is  the  responsibility  and  the  duty  of  the 
State.  We  say  that  education  is  required 
not  in  the  interests  of  the  parent.  It  is 
mainly  required  in  the  interests  of  the 
children,  and  though  it  may  be  the 
interest  of  the  parent  to  secure  the 
interests  of  the  children  his  personal 
interest  is  in  the  opposite  direction.  We 
say  th^t  the  real  interest  in  the  matter  is 
the  interest  of  the  community  that  every 
one  of  its  future  citizens  shall  be 
educated  and  qualified  to  take  his  part  in 
the  government  of  the  State.  We  main- 
tain that  if  this  be  the  interest  of  the 
community  it  is  the  obligation  of  the 
whole  community  to  provide  the  expense. 
Further,  we  say  that  a  parent  is  not 
relieved  from  his  sliare  of  responsibility, 
but  that  he  takes  that  share,  not  as  an 
individual,  not  as  a  parent,  but  as  a 
member  of  the  community.  He  has  to 
pay  his  share,  whatever  it  may  be,  in 
the  shape  of  rates  and  taxes,  by  which 
the  expenses  of  education  are  provided, 
as  a  citizen  and  not  as  a.  parent.  My 
hon.  Frieiid  (Sir  R.  Temple)  has  given 
another  reason  against  free  education — 
one  of  the  old  reasons  with  which  we  are 
all  familiar — that  it  would  conduce  to 
irregular  attendance.  All  I  can  say  is 
that  if  that  is  the  experience  of  the 
London  School  Board  it  is  contradicted 
by  universal  experience  in  every 
country  in  which  free  education  has 
been  adopted.  In  America,  where 
free  education  was  adopted,  the  im- 
mediate result  was  an  enormous  in- 
crease in  the  attendance,  and  the  same 
was  the  case  in  Australia.  In  Birming- 
ham, when  I  was  Chairman  of  the  School 
Board  there,  we  were  unable  to  establish 
free  education,  because  Mr.  Forster's  Act 
prevented  it ;  but  we  almost  compelled  the 
Education  Department — for  we  used  some- 
thing more  than  persuasion — to  allow  the 
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establishment  of  schools  in  which  th«  fees 
were  reduced  to  a  minimum.  This  curious 
result  followed,  that  in  the  case  of  e very- 
school  in  which  the  fees  were  reduced 
from  3d.  to  Id.,  within  12  months  the 
attendance  increased  three-fold,  so  that 
the  receipts  were  almost  the  same  as 
when  the  higher  fee  was  in  force.  It 
may  be  said  that  this  result  was  obtained 
at  the  expense  of  the  voluntary  schools. 
Well,  1  had  a  census  taken  within  a 
certain  area  around  the  schools,  with  the 
result  of  showing  that  the  voluntary 
schools  in  the  neighbourhood  had  also 
increased  their  attendance,  though  not  to 
the  same  extent  as  the  Board  schools. 
I  may  also  quote  the  case  of  the  Man- 
chester Free  School,  which  was  worked 
side  by  side  with  the  p.^rish  schools  of 
Manchester  before  the  passing  of  the 
Education  Act  of  1870,  and  where  it  was 
found  that  the  average  attendance  was 
much  larger  than  it  was  in  the  voluntary 
schools.  What  is  the  result  of  the 
exp3rience  of  every  School  Board  with 
regard  to  every  child  who  comes  to  school 
at  the  present  time  without  the  fee  ? 
Either  the  child  has  to  be  admitted  with- 
out fee  or  sent  back.  If  it  be  admitted 
without  fee,  the  fee  is  never  obtained ; 
but  if  sent  back  it  will  probably  not  make 
its  a[)pearance  again  for  the  rest  of  the 
week,  even  if  it  comes  back  to  school  at 
all  until  compulsion  is  brought  to  bear  on 
the  parent.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that, 
in  my  opinion,  this  question  of  free  schools 
is  more  important  in  an  educational 
point  of  view  even  than  compulsion. 
If  I  lijid  to  choose  between  free  schools 
and  compulsion,  I  would  choose  free 
schools,  because  I  believe  that  they  will 
bring  more  children  to  school  than  any 
nmount  of  compulsion.  But,  after  all, 
what  I  want  to  impress  upon  the  House 
is  that,  practically,  the  argument  is 
concluded.  Some  hon.  Members  may 
still  think  that  free  schools  will  be 
attended  with  mischief;  but  I  do  not 
think  there  is  one  Member  of  the  House 
who  does  not  believe  that  free  education 
is  a  question  of  the  immediate  future. 
Tiie  principle  of  free  schools  has  been 
accepted  by  the  country,  and  I  believe 
the  experience  of  every  hon.  Member  in 
his  own  constituency  will  bear  me  out 
in  that  opinion.  The  immediate  ques- 
tion before  us  is  not  whether  free  schools 
shall  come,  but  by  whom  they  shall 
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come,  how  they  shall  come,  and  when 
they  shall  come.  These  are  the  ques- 
tions to  which  the  practical  attention  of 
the  House  should  now  be  directed.  This 
is  the  chief  value  of  the  discussion 
which  has  been  raised  by  the  Amend- 
ment; and  I  hope  it  will  assist  the 
Government  in  what  I  believe  to  be 
their  settled  intention  to  carry  the  prin- 
ciple into  effect.  In  my  opinion — it  is 
more  than  an  opinion,  for  I  believe  it  is 
a  matter  than  cannot  be  disputed — there 
are  only  three  ways  in  which  free  schools 
can  be  established.  Let  me  first  deal 
with  a  preliminary  point.  Funds  have 
to  be  raised  to  meet  the  expense.  Ex- 
pressing my  own  opinion  individually,  I 
think  they  can  only  come  from  the 
Imperial  Exchequer.  If  I  am  right, 
if  i»he  principle  1  have  endeavoured 
to  lay  down — which  I  believe  to  be 
the  principle  on  which  free  schools 
can  alone  be  defended,  namely,  that  it  is  a 
national  question — can  be  defended,  then 
it  is  the  nation,  and  not  the  locality,  that 
is  bound  to  provide  the  expenses.  Sup- 
posing that  to  be  granted,  there  are  only 
three  methods  by  which  the  matter  can 
be  settled.  Before  I  state  what  those 
three  methods  are  I  will  point  out  to  the 
House  the  fact  that  the  real  obstacle  is 
our  old  friend — religious  distinctions. 
Upon  the  point  of  the  continued  existence 
of  the  voluntary  system  and  of  deno- 
minational schools  there  is  an  issu^ 
between  the  Government  and  the  Opposi- 
tion. The  Government  have  stated,  in 
the  most  unmistakable  terms,  that  they 
will  do  nothing  to  weaken  the  voluntary 
system.  The  Opposition  want  to  destroy 
the  voluntary  system.  [Opposition  cheers 
and  counter  cheer8i\  I  perceive  that 
there  is  a  difference  of  opinion  among  the 
Opposition  on  that  point.  I  expected  it, 
and  I  do  not  wish  to  mis-state  the  matter 
at  all ;  but  I  believe  that  the  opinion  of 
the  majority  of  the  Opposition  is  that 
the  time  has  come  when  denominational 
schools  should  be  abolished,  and  when 
there  should  be  substituted  for  them  a 
general  system  of  free  Board  schools. 
That  is  the  really  important  issue  be- 
tween the  two  sides  of  the  House.  I  have 
said  that  there  is  a  difference  of  opinion 
in  the  Opposition  on  this  point,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  has  stated  that  it  is  far  from  his 
intention   to    abolish  voluntary  schools. 
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Well,  when  we  come  to  consider  the 
specific  proposal  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  made,  we  shall  see  how 
far  his  desire  to  retain  voluntary  schools 
is  assured.  He  proposes  to  take  away 
from  voluntary  schools  everything  for 
which  subscriptions  in  the  voluntary 
schools  are  given,  and  he  imagines  that 
the  subscriptions  will  come  in  when 
the  object  for  which  they  are  given  is 
entirely  destroyed.  But  there  is  another 
section  of  the  Opposition  whose  opinion  I 
am  curious  about  on  this  particular 
point.  The  strongest  supporters  of 
denominational  schools  are  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church, 
to  which  most  of  the  Members  from 
Ireland  belong.  I  am  curious  to  see 
whether  in  the  division  that  will  take 
place  on  the  question  those  hon. 
Members  are  going  to  vote  with  their 
Church  or  with  their  Party.  I  am  sure 
it  is  a  matter  of  perfect  indifference  to 
me  what  they  do ;  but  it  is  a  matter  of 
great  curiosity.  And  now  I  will  proceed 
to  consider  the  different  methods  which 
might  h'd  adopted.  And  I  believe  I  can 
show  that  some  of  them  tend  in  the 
direction  of  the  desire  of  the  majority  of 
the  Opposition,  whilst  others  might  be 
accepted  without  interfering  with  the 
object  of  the  majority  of  the  supporters 
of  the  Government.  We  miijht  establish 
a  partial  system  of  free  schools  by  allow- 
ing every  Board  school  to  become  free, 
and  by  increasing  the  grant  to  Board 
schools  in  proportion  to  efficiency. 
Usvder  this  system  the  voluntary  schools 
would  ba  left  as  they  are,  and  would  have 
no  additional  grant.  Therefore,  the 
adoption  of  this  method  would 
mean  the  absolute  extinction  of 
voluntary  schools.  What  would  happen  ? 
It  would  be  ridiculous  to  suppose  that 
you  could  stop  there.  You  could  not 
allow  Board  schools  and  create  free 
schools  without  giving  the  choice  to  all 
parents  of  sending  their  children  to  the 
Board  schools.  You  must  then  follow 
that  up  by  establishing  Board  schools  in 
every  parish,  and  you  must  give  to  every 
parent  the  choice  between  the  voluntary 
school  with  a  fee  and  the  Board  school 
without  a  fee.  Knowing  what  human 
nature  is,  I  have  no  doubt  that  there 
would  be  an  end  of  voluntary  schools.  It 
would  bo  impossible,  in  a  great  propor- 
tion of  cases,  for  the  voluntary  schools  to 


maintain  their  existence  in  face  of  the 
superior  temptations  that  would  be 
offered  at  the  Board  schools.  Another 
proposal  is  that  additional  gmnts  should 
be  given  to  all  schools,  voluntary  schools 
and  Board  schools  alike,  and  that  the 
change  in  the  case  of  voluntary  schools 
should  be  coupled  with  popular  represen- 
tation. That  is  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Rotherham  (Mr.  A.  Acland), 
which  finds  favour  with  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella.) 
But  what  does  it  mean  ?  What  is  meant 
by  popular  representation  on  the  manage- 
ment of  the  voluntary  schools?  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  means 
by  it  popular  control,  which  is  a  very 
different  thing  from  popular  representa- 
tion, which  was  all  that  was  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Rotherham.  If 
by  popular  representation  is  meant  that 
in  the  event  of  an  increased  grant  being 
made  to  the  voluntary  schools  some  pubHc 
authority,  such  as  the  School  Board  or 
the  District  Council,  should  be  entitled  to 
send  a  representative  on  to  the  School 
Committee,  the  step  would  be  very 
desirable.  The  advantage  would  be  that 
public  opinion  would  be  brought  to  bear 
upon  the  School  Committees,  while  their 
independence  would  not  be  interfered 
with.  Their  power  would  remain  un 
diminished,  but  abuses  could  be  pre- 
vented. But  I  do  not  conceal  from 
myself  that  this  popular  representation 
would  not  meet  the  views  of  my  hon. 
Friend  who  moved  the  Resolution,  or  of 
the  majority  of  the  Opposition,  those 
to  whom  I  have  attributed  the  intention 
of  ultimately  abolishing  and  destroying 
the  voluntary  system.  What  they 
want — what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Sheffield  thinks  is  a  verj' 
moderate  proposition — is  popular  control, 
that  the  voluntary  School  Committees 
should  accept  a  majority  of  popular  re- 
presentatives, that  to  these  representa- 
tives should  be  given  the  full  control  of 
the  schools,  and  that  the  voluntary  sub- 
scribers to  these  schools  should  give  up 
all  power  into  the  hands  of  their  new 
colleagues.  Why,  this  proposal  is  on  the 
face  of  it  ridiculous.  I  do  not  say  it  is 
mndesirabl©;  but  I  say  it  would  be 
ridiculous  to  suppose  that  the  supporters 
of  voluntary  schools  would  accept  any 
such  plan.  The  proposal,  in  short,  like 
the  first  which  I  examiued,  ifl  a  proposal 
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for  the  extinction  of  the  vokintary  sjstexn. 
Very  well,  that  is  a  practically  intolerable 
proposition.     I    ask    hon.    Gentlemen  if 
they  have  considered  what  that  means  ? 
The     Vice    President     of    the    Council 
explained  his  view  of  the  new  burdens 
which  would  be  laid  on  the   taxpayer   if 
this    policy    were    accepted.     My  right 
hon.   Friend  has  criticised  the  figures  of 
the   Vice    President.     Well,  I    do    not 
agree,   I  admit,   with  the  figures  of  the 
Vice  President,  and  I  do  not  agree  with 
the  criticism  of  my  right  hon.  Friend.     I 
am  going  to  attempt  a  calculation  of  my 
own,  and  submit  it  to   the  judgment  of 
the  House.     Now,  what  is  the  state  of  the 
case  ?     I  prefer  not  to  take  the  number 
of    the    voluntary   schools,    because   an 
important   question   is   the    size    of   the 
voluntary   schools.  I  propose  to  take  the 
accommodation.      The  accommodation  in 
these  schools  amounts  to  3,659,251  places, 
about  twice  the  accommodation  provided 
by  Board  schools.       Suppose  the  volun- 
tary system  were  extinguished,    would 
this  accommodation  still  be  available  for 
purposes  of  education  ?     The   right   hon. 
Member    for    SheflSeld    appeals    to   the 
patriotism     of     the     managers     of    the 
voluntary  schools,  and  proposes  that  they 
should  hand  over  their  schools  for  public 
uses,  when  the  original  purpose  forwliich 
those     schools     have    been    erected  no 
longer    exists.       For  toy  part,  I   do  not 
think  that  the    managers  would  do  this. 
It  is  highly  unlikely  that  in  the  majority 
of  cases  these  schools,  wliich  my  right 
hon.  Friend  admits  have  been  built,  as  to 
three-fourths    of    the    cost,    at    private 
expense — it  is  highly    improbable    that 
these  schools,  built  for  a  particular  pur- 
pose, Avill  be  handed  over  to  auybody  for 
a  difEerent  purpose.     That  is   not  to   be 
expected,  even  if  the  terms  of  the  trusts 
under   which   the  schools   were  erected 
would  admit  of  it.   To  force  the  managers 
to  hand  over  the   schools — Parliament,  1 
suppose,     can    do    anything — would   be 
nothing  less  than  confiscation.     There  is 
another  point  to  be  considered.     We  have 
had  experience  in  Birmingham  and  other 
towns  of  voluntary  schools  handed  over  to 
the  School  Boards.     In  almost  every  case 
the  buildings  have  been  found  to  be  inade- 
quate for  the  purposes  of  the  School  Board, 
insufficiently     equipped    and    provided. 
The  result  is  that  other  premises  have 
had  ultimately  to  bo  procured.     Well,  if 
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we  extinguish  the  voluntaryschoolfl  of  the 
country  we  shall  have  to  provide  school 
buildings  for  3,650,000  childref^.  ["  No, 
No !"  and  "  Hear,  hear  !"]  I  hear  an 
hon.  Member  say  that  accommodation 
will  only  have  to  be  provided  for  the 
average  iattendance.  I  should  think 
that  hon.  Member  had  never  been  a 
member  of  a  School  Board. 

*Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Haggers- 
ton) ;  I  have  been  a  member  of  a  School 
Committee  in  London  for  10  years. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  That  is  a 
very  different  thing. 

*Mr.  CREMER:  A  School  Board 
Attendance  Committee  working  the  Act. 
Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  That  provi- 
sion  I  affirm  would  at  once  be  declared  in- 
sufficient by  the  Education  Department, 
for  provision  must  be  made  for  the  greatest 
number  of  children  that  can  attend.  As 
everyone  knows,  the  average  attendance 
is  a  Very  different  thing  from  the  gross 
attendance.  It  is,  in  fact,  less  by  20  or 
30  per  cent.  What  would  be  the  use  of 
providing  schools  from  which,  on  certain 
days  when  there  was  a  full  attendance, 
it  would  be  necessary  to  turn  many  of 
the  children  i^way  ?  Taking  the  accom- 
modation that  would  have  to  be  provided 
if  the  voluntary  schools  were  done  away 
with  as  the  basis  of  my  calculation,  I  find 
that  the  cost  would  be  over  £40,000,000. 
At  £12  per  head  that  would  be  the  cost. 
Taking  only  the  average  attendance, 
which  is  2,200,000,  the  expenditure 
would  be  £28,000,000.  Take  it  at  what 
you  please.  All  I  ask  'hon.  Gentlemen 
to  do  is  to  recognise  the  consequences  of 
the  policy  they  recommend.  That  is  not 
all.  You  lose  the  voluntary  subscrip- 
tions. I  do  not  care  to  enter  into  the 
point  raised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
as  to  whether  those  voluntary  subscrip- 
tions are  not  to  some  extent  in  the 
nature  of  a  voluntary  tax.  At  all 
events,  that  source  of  income  would  be 
no  longer  forthcoming,  and  it  amounts 
to  £746,000.  But  there  is  another  item 
of  expense.  The  average  cost  of  educa- 
tion in  School  Boards  is  8s.  4d.  per  head 
of  the  average  attendance  higher  than  in 
the  voluntary  schools.  I  think  that  the 
education  is  better:  but  that  does  not 
touch  the  point.  Now  this  sum  of  8s.  4d. 
per  head  of  the  average  attendance 
amounts  to  £934,000 ;  therefore  we 
should  have  to  provide  from  the  rates,  if 
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we  wiped  ont  the  voluntary  schools  to-  , 
morrow,  not  only  a  capital  expenditure 
either  of  £28,000,000  as  a  minimum  or 
jB40,000,000    as   a    maximum,   but    an 
annual   expenditure   of    JBl, 680,000    in 
addition  to  the  present  rates.     Now,  the 
present     i-ates    are    £1,232,000.      We 
should  add  130  per  cent,  to   the  total 
amount  of  the  present  rates.     I  do  not 
think  I  have  ever  posed  as  a  friend  of 
the  denominational  system.     I  have  been 
regarded  as  one  of  its  enemies.     I  do 
not  know  whether  that  is  a  fair  position 
in  which  to  place  me  ;  but  undoubtedly 
if  I  had  to  deal  with  a  new  system  in 
this  country,  if  I  had  a  tabula  rasay  I 
would  infinitely  prefer  the  system  which 
prevails    in  America — a  great  national 
system — to  this  system  of  mixed  volun- 
tary and  State-aided  education.     It  is  the 
duty  of  the   State   to  provide   for  the 
education  of  the  children,  and  I  should 
be   glad   to   see  it  undertaken   by   the 
State.     But  as  a  practical  man  I  say  I 
am  not  prepared.     [Ironical  Opposition 
cheers.^     It  does  not  much  matter  what 
my  opinion  is.    [Renewed  ironical  cheers.^ 
No ;  I  attach  much  more  importance  to 
your  opinion  xhan  to  my  own. ,   Therefore 
I  ask  you  what  is  your  opinion  ?     Are  you 
prepared  to  go  to  your   constituents  and 
face    this   expenditure  ?  Are  you    pre- 
pared, honestly  and  frankly,  to  tell  your 
constituents  what  is  the  practical  result 
of  the  policy  which  in  theory  you  approve 
and  which  I  approve  ?  Are  you  prepared 
to  tell  them*  that  there  will  be  imposed 
upon  them  a  capital  cost  of  £30,000,000 
sterling,  and  an  annual  expenditure  of 
£1,680.000,  in  order  to   extinguish  de- 
nominational schools  ?    I  have  dealt  with 
two  methods  of  providing  free  schools  ; 
but  there  is  a  third  method,  not  open  to 
this  objection,  but  open  to  other  objec- 
tions.     The  third  method  is  this.      You 
may  make  to  all  schools,   voluntary  as 
well  as  Board,  a  grant  equivalent  to  the 
amount  of  the  fees.  Let  us  consider  what 
are  the  objections  to  that  proposal.     The 
objection  which  I  understand  is  taken  by 
many   educationists   is  that  this   would 
form  an  additional  State  endowment  of 
denominational  education — ^that  it  would 
increase  the  Government  grant  to  the 
extent  of  the  present  fees.      I   maintain, 
however,   that  it   is   not  an  additional 
endowment.     I  maintain  that  it  .is  the 
substitution    of     one     endowment     for 
VOL,  CCCXLT.    [third  sbbibs.] 


another.  I  say  that  the  fees,  as  they  are 
at  present  provided,  are  a  compulsory  tax 
on  a  particular  class  of  the  community 
— the  parents.  I  say  that  the 
additional  grant  would  only  be  a 
compulsory  tax  on  the  whole  commu- 
nity. I  admit  the  incidence  of 
the  tax  is  slightly  varied  ;  but  I  deny  that 
the  fees  are  any  less  a  tex  than  the  ad- 
ditional grant  would  be.  If  this  prin- 
ciple of  an  equivalent  grant  were  adopted 
we  should  leave  the  denominational 
question  and  the  religious  diflBculty  ex- 
actly where  they  are.  We  should  not  in- 
crease the  power,  the  influence,  the 
strength  of  the  denominational  system  ; 
on  the  other  hand,  we  should  not  weaken 
it  vfL  the  slightest  degree.  I  wish  to  treat 
these  two  questions  on  their  merits,  and 
I  say  that  free  schools  are  good  things  in 
themselves  ;  that  they  are  desirable  on 
grounds  social  and  educational ;  and  that 
on  those  grounds  they  ought  to  be  con- 
ceded, i  express  my  own  personal 
opinion  that  denominational  schools  are 
a  bad  thing ;  but  I  say,  at  the  same  time, 
that  I  am  willing  to  argue  that  question 
separately,  altogether  from  the  question 
of  free  schools,  and  that  the  question  of 
free  schools  ought  not  to  be  prejudiced  by 
this  question  of  the  existence  of  denomi- 
national schools.  We  ought  to  count  on 
the  support  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
for  free  schools,  because  we  ought  to  say 
to  them  that  in  dealing  with  the  question 
we  do  so  vrithout  arriere  pens^e,  and  we 
are  not  endeavouring  to  use  it  as  a  lever 
to  injure  their  denominational  system. 
We  are  ready  to  deal  with  the  denomina- 
tional question  separately,  and  to  meet 
them  frankly  on  that  question  when  the 
opportunity  arises  ;  but,  in  the  meantime, 
we  are  dealing  with  the  great 
social  and  educational  question  of 
free  schools.  I  admit  that  there 
are  other  diflBculties  besides  the 
objection  to  which  I  have  referred. 
It  would  be  very  difficult  in  granting  the 
principle  of  an  equivalent  contribution 
from  tiie  Qt)vemment  to  the  amount  of 
the  fees  to  distribute  all  that  equivalent 
among  the  different  schools.  It  would 
be  impossible  to  avoid  giving  some  schools 
more  than  they  gain  from  the  fees,  while 
giving  to  other  schools  less  than  they 
gain  ;  and  in  that  case  the  schools  which 
got  less  would  disappear,  while  the 
schools  which  got  more  would  not  be 
2  0 
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materially  stronger  than  at  present.  I 
admit  that  there  is  considerable  diflBculty 
in  this  matter;  but  it  seems  to  me  to  be  a 
diflBculiy  which  has  been  overcome  in 
practice  in  connection  with  Scottish  educa- 
tion ;  and  I'  cannot  help  thinking  that  it 
is  a  difficulty  which  the  Government 
would  overcome  were  they  to  devote 
their  minds  to  the  question.  It  ought 
not  to  stand  in  the  way  ;  and  I  would 
impress  on  hon.  Members  who  arv  friends 
of  the  denomiiiation.al  sysk»ni  that  it 
would  be  a  most  unwise  thing  were  they 
to  act  as  if  the  fate  of  the  denominational 
system  were  bound  up  witli  resistance  ot 
this  principle  of  free  schools,  which  has 
been  practically  accepted  by  the  majority 
of  the  nation.  Of  course,  I  have  to  decide 
what  course  I  shall  take  on  the  Amend- 
ment. I  wish  that  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council  (Sir  W.  Hart-Dyke)  had 
made  a  little  less  of  the  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  free  education  and  had  made  more 
of  the  advantages  to  the  population  which 
would  follow  from  its  adoption.  But,  at 
all  events,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
one  thing  which  I  hope  will  be  emphasised, 
if  necessary,  or  confirmed  at  least,  by  any 
.other  Member  of  the  Government  who 
addresses  the  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  Government  did 
not  go  bat*k  one  iota  from  the  declarations 
which  have  been  made  by  the  Prime 
Minister  and  by  the  leader  of  the 
House  (Mr.W.  H.  Smith).  Now,  what  are 
those  declarations  ?  They  are,  in  effect, 
that  the  Government  accept  the  principle 
of  free  education,  and  will  deal  prac- 
tically by  legislation  with  the  question  of 
free  education  as  soon  as  they  have  the 
opportunity.  Is  it,  then,  fair  to  say  that 
the  Government  have  the  opportunity 
this  Session  'I  Is  there  any  hon.  Member 
who  will  say  on  his  honour  that  he 
lielieves  the  Government  will  have  time 
to  deal  with  this  complicated  subject,  as 
well  as  with  the  otlier  business  which  is 
down  for  them  to  deal  with  ?  If  the 
majority  of  the  House  believes  that  the 
Government  ^vill  have  time  to  deal  with 
this  matter,  by  all  means  let  them  vote 
for  that  Amendment.  I  do  not  believe 
they  will  have  time.  I  do  not  believe 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  will  give  them 
time.  I  believe  the  matter  is  entirely 
in  the  hands  of  my  hon.  Friends  on  this 
side  of  the  House.  If  they  give  that 
favourable  and  impartial  consideration  to 
Mr,  J.  Chafnbtrlain 


the  other  measures  of  the  Grovemment 
which  they  always  promise  and  which 
they  sometimes  perform,  I  believe  there 
will  be  time  for  this  question  of  free 
education.  But  if  the  experience  of 
previous  Sessions  is  to  be  I'epeated  there 
will  not  be  time  during  the  present 
Session  to  deal  with  this  matter,  and 
under  those  circumstances  I  think  the 
Government  were  right  not  to  mention 
in  the  Queen's  Speech  a  matter  as  a 
subject  for  legislation  which  they  and 
the  House  know  hon.  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  House  will  not  allow  them  to 
deal  with.  The  Amendment  professes  to 
express  regret  that  the  Government  are 
unable  to  deal  with  the  question  this  Session . 
I  share  in  this  regret,  and  if  that  were 
a  Motion  in  the  nature  of  a  pious  opinion 
expressed  by  hon.  Members  on  a  Tuesday 
or  on  a  Friday  evening  on  the  Motion  for 
Supply,  I  would  be  found  voting  with 
them ;  but  hon.  Members  have  adopted 
their  own  course,  they  have  chosen  to 
raise  this  question  when  it  cannot  be 
discussed  upon  its  merits,  when  they 
have  deliberately  connected  with  it  the 
existence  of  the  Government.  This  is 
a  vote  of  want  of  confidence,  because 
hon.  Members  on  this  side  have  made  it 
probable  that  the  Government  would  be 
unable  to  deal  this  Session  with  a  subject 
which  they  have  pledged  themselves  to 
deal  with  on  the  earliest  opportunity.  I 
say  I  will  not  vote  to  displace  a  Govern- 
ment which  is  pledged  to  free  education, 
in  order  to  substitute  for  it  a  Govern- 
ment which  is  pledged  only  to  postpone 
free  education  and  many  other  important 
reforms  to  a  project  of  constitutional 
change  w^hich  must  take  two  years,  at 
least,  to  carry,  and  which  may  and,  I 
believe,  will  take  an  absolutely  indefinite 
time. 

(11.17.)  SiRW.HARCOURT(Derby): 
I  was  about  to  congratulate  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  for  he  and  I  have  worked 
together  for  years  in  the  cause  of  free 
education.  [Ministerial  lmufhte^'\  Right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  may  laugh,  but 
my  right  hon.  Friend  will  not  deny  it. 
My  right  lion.  Friend  knows  perfectly 
well  that  when  he  was  at  the  head  <rf 
the  Birmingham  Education  League  out- 
side this  House  I  was  supporting  him 
below  the  Gangway  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House.  That  is  more  than  20 
years  ago.     My  right  hon.  Friend  knows 
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also  that  in  the  campaign  of  1885  I  stood 
by  his  side  for  free  education.  There- 
fore, my  right  hon.  Friend,  at  all  events, 
will  not  deny  what  I  have  said.  Well,  I 
was  going  to  congratulate  my  right  hon. 
Friend  upon  being  so  early  in  sight  of 
victory,  but  with  the  habit,  which  seems 
to  be  characteristic  of  him,  he  dashes 
from  the  lips  of  his  friends  the  cup 
wliich  he  had  previously  offered.  The 
doctrine  which  he  has  preached  to-night 
is  not  the  doctrine  I  learnt  from  him  in 
the  days  of  the  Birmingham  League. 
We  heard  then  none  of  those  passionate 
denunciations  of  popular  control  with 
which  we  have  been  favoured  to-night, 
and  which  have  been  cheered  from  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  beg  my 
right  hon.  Friend^s  pardon  ;  he  entirely 
and  absolutely  misrepresents  me.  I 
never  said  a  word  against  popular  control. 
I  approve  of  it ;  but  I  pointed  out  that  we 
could  not  have  popular  control  and 
voluntary  management  in  the  same 
school. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  But  I  am  in 
the  recollection  of  the  House  whether 
the  whole  argument  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  was  not  directed  to  indaco  the 
House  not  to  give  popular  control  on 
Jiccount  of  the  expense  which  miglit 
attend  it.  My  right  hon.  Friend  says 
that  the  Opposition  are  unanimous  for 
free  education,  and  that  the  great 
majority  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are 
in  favour  of  it.  He  says  that  the  con- 
version on  this  side  of  the  House  is  very 
recent.  I  cannot  agree  with  that  asser- 
tion. I  remember  a  very  celebrated 
speech  made  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  in 
1885,  when  he  pledged  himself  that  he 
would  take  office  in  no  Government 
which  would  not  carry  out  free  educa- 
tion. Well,  but  he  satisfied  himself  with 
reference  to  the  Government  that  he 
joined  in  1885.  My  right  hon.  Friend  is 
not  the  man  to  break  a  solemn  j^ledge  of 
that  kind,  and  it  therefore  follows,  ivs 
an  explanation  of  his  having  joined  the 
Government  of  1886,  that  the  Members  of 
that  Government  were  pledged  to,  and 
were  about  to  carry  out,  free  education. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIISr :  My  right 
hon.  Friend  has  appealed  to  me  and  I  feel 
bound  to  answer.  I  do  not  understand 
whether  my  right  hon.  Friend  intends  to 
infer  that  the  Government  of  1886  was 


pledged  to  carry  out  free  education  ;  if  so 
he  is  mistaken  again.  The  Government 
of  1886  was  pledged  only  to  inquire  into 
the  subject.- 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  Then  wliat  is 
the  meaning  of  the  melo-dramatic  state- 
ment of  my  right  hon  Friend  that  he 
would  join  no  Government  not  pledged 
to  free  education  ? 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  am  sorry  to 
interrupt  my  right  hon.  Friend  again, 
but  I  think  his  memory  is  not  serving 
him  accurately.  I  beg  him  to  quote  the 
words  of  the  pledge  he  refers  to.  He 
will  find  that  I  did  not  pledge  myself  to 
refuse  to  join  a  Government  which  in 
terms  was  not  pledged  to  carry  out  free 
education.     I  deny  it. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  accept  the 
denial  of  my  right  hon.  Friend.  I  made 
the  statement  upon  the  strength  of  my 
own  recollection,  and  that  of  my  right 
hon.  Fi'iend  by  my  side  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
But  it  appears  that  both  I  and  my  right 
hon.  Friend  were  entirely  mistaken. 
However,  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  being,  as  he 
says,  a  sincere  friend  of  free  education,  and 
seeing  that  the  Liberal  Party  is  unani- 
mous now,  and  was  not  before,  in  favour 
of  free  education,  owing  to  liim,  and 
seeing  that  he  has  converted  the  great 
majority  of  the  Conservative  Party,  has 
made  a  speech  to-night  which  I  will 
venture  to  say,  by  the  ingenuity  wkich 
is  always  conspicuous  in  the  speeches  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  has  dealt  the 
heaviest  blow  that  could  have  been 
struck  at  the  hopes  of  free  educationists. 
He  has  exhausted  the  whole  of  his 
ingenuity  and  used  liis  unrivalled 
powers  to  destroy  that  cause.  Notwith- 
standing, he  will  not  join  a  Govern- 
ment that  is  not  pledged  to  free  educa- 
tion. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  never  said 
so. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  But  he  will 
support  a  Government  that  will  not 
pledge  itself. 

Mr.  .  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  It  is 
pledged. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  Pledged  !  What 
did  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  tell 
us  to-night  ? 

An  hon.  Member  :  Postponed. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  And  why  is 
it  postponed  ?     Not  on  account  of  want ' 


983 


Addre. 


984 


()f  time  or  persistent  opposition  ;  it  was  a 
atatement  made  .10  catch  yonr  uheers  ftild 
to  do  as  much  miscliief  as  poa-ible  to 
that  unanimous  opposition  which  was  to 
carry  free  education,  and  if  possible  to 
injure  its  cause.  How  did  my  right 
hou.  Friend  set  to  work  ?  He  began  by 
t/iuutiitg  the  Irish  Catholic  Members, 
offering  them  a  choice  between  Church 
interest  and  Party  interest  and  appealing 
to  their  religious  prejudices.  But  I 
hope  the  Irish  Catholic  Members  will 
disiippoint  him.  I  hope  that  the  in- 
genious manner  in  which  he  has 
eadeavoiired  to  secure  their  votes  will 
not  be  successful.  What  is  it  he  says  on 
the  subject  of  popular  representation  1 
I  always  thought  he  was  a  great  advocate 
of  popular  representation.  What  is  the 
view  he  desires  to  repi-eaent  and  support  1 
That  if  a  man,  whether  he  be  a  squire  or 
ciergyman,  makes  a  fractioniil  contribu- 
tion towards  a  school  in  a  rural  parish. 
he  and  he  alone  should  have  any  voice 
in  the  mauagcment  of  that  school.  It 
was  my  opinion,  until  to-night,  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend  attached  the  highest 
value  to  popular  representation  because 
it  gives  a  voice  to  parents  ot  children  in 
the  education  of  their  children.  That  I 
nnderatood  was  the  liiberal  principle 
on  the  snbject  of  popular  represen- 
tation in  school  management,  but 
that  principle,  which  in  theory  my 
right  ho  a.  Friend  still  pretends  to 
hold,  he  has  endeavoured  by  everj'  argu- 
ment and  tigure  he  has  nsed  to  destroy 
to-night.  I  cannot  understand  why  lie 
.  should  think  that  jiopnlar  representation 
would  be  so  odious  to  managers  ot  volun- 
tary sciiools.  I  know  many  managers  of 
voluntary  schools  who  value  and  invite 
popular  representation  in  tlie  manage- 
ment. Then  another  blow  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  struck  at  the  cause 
of  free  education  waa  by  declaring  that 
tlie  object  of  the  Opposition,  or  of  the 
greiiter  part  of  it,  is  to  destroy  voluntary 
schools.  I  absolutely  deny  that.  I  always 
denied  it  when  with  my  Wght  hou. 
Friend  years  ago  we  were  fighting  tlie 
battle  of  free  education.  1  have  always 
maintained  that  we  have  no  desire  or 
object  in  destroying  voluntary  schools. 
I  had  intended  to  take  no  part  in  this 
debate,  and  I  do  not  wish  to  go  into 
the  ai^ament  ao  well  stated  on  both 
sides,  It  cannot  be  denied  that  the 
•Sir  W.  Harcoitrt 


Govei'jiment  held  forth  through  the 
luonlli  of  Lord  Salisbury  the  expectation 
that  free  education  was  to  be  given  this 
year.  The  noble  Marquess  said  it  de- 
pended on  the  Budget,  and  on  the  Bad- 
get  alone.  But  that  position  has  been 
al»ndoned.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, at  the  opening  of  the  Session,  gave 
as  a  reason  why  the  Government  did  not 
propose  to  deal  witli  the  question  that 
opinion  was  not  ripe  on  the  subject.  8o 
far  from  there  being  that  complete  conver 
sion  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  speaks  of,  the  PiiBt 
Lord  ot  the  Treasury  said  the  Govern- 
ment were  waiting  to  see  if  that  conver- 
sion would  take  place.  Why.  eveiybody 
knows  what  has  stopped  free  education 
this  Session.  We  have  heard  it  to- 
night from  tlie  mouth  of  the  repre- 
sentative ot  Oxford  University  (Mr, 
Talbot).  Every  argument  that  could  be 
used  against  the  principle  ot  free  educa- 
tion wsfi  used  by  that  hon.  Member 
on  behalf  of  the  class  and  profession  he 
represents  in  that  University  to  induce 
his  Party  to  put  a  veto  on  free  educa- 
tion. I  deeply  regret  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  tur  Wtst  Bir- 
mingham, who  has  rendered  such  signal 
service,  iis  I  will  always  testify,  for 
education  and  t'l  free  education,  should 
have  thought  fit  to-night  to  nutke  a 
speech  which,  iu  ray  opmion,  has  done 
more  than  any  speech  T  hiive  ever  heard  to 
throw  back  that  cause.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  says  this  is  not  a  Pariy  question, 
and  it  may  not  be  a  Party  question  as 
between  himself  and  the  Ciovemment 
sitting  opposite,  but  it  is  a  Parly  qnea- 
tion  as  between  himself  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  this  side,  and  in  my  opinion  he 
lias  abandoned  that  great  l^anse  for  which 
W9  have  tonght,  in  order  that  he  might 
inflict  a  blow  upon  lif-n.  Gtntlemen  on 
this  side. 

•The  secretary  oi-  STATE  rOB 
WAR  (Mr  E.  Sianhope.  Lincolnshire, 
Horocast  e) :  I  am  ati'aid  that  in  the 
few  remarks  1  wish  to  address  to  the 
House  I  shiU  not  be  able  to  follow  the 
right  hon.  Genileman  who  has  just  sat 
down  into  the  heated  atmosphere  which 
he  appears  to  haveenttred.  I  must,  how- 
ever, say  that  there  was  a  good  deal  in 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  remaricabls 
speech  that  ought  to  be  noted  t^  the 
country.      The    right   hon.   OentleiiwiL 
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appeared  to  think  that  the  best  way  of 
forwarding  the  interests  of  free  educa- 
tion was  to  attack  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham,  wlio  had  made  the  best 
speech  in  favour  of  free  education  that 
had  beon  made  in  this  House  for  years. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  said 
tli*it  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Birming 
ham  had  struck  the  heaviest  blow  that 
had  ever  been  levelled  at  the  cause  of 
free  educaton.  And  why?  Because 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  shown  us 
that  it  is  perfectly  possible  to  admit  of 
free  education  without  damage  to 
voluntary  schools.  I  must  say  it  seems 
to  me  that,  if  on  no  other  account,  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  is  memorable 
because  he  has  put  down  his  foot  so 
strongly  on  that  subject,  saying  that 
while  he  strongly  supports  the  prin- 
ciple of  free  education,  he  supports 
it  conditionally  on  being  able  to 
continue  in  this  country  the  exist- 
ence of  voluntary  schools.  Now,  in 
the  second  place,  I  want  to  know  what 
right  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  tor  Derby  has  to  take  any  credit 
to  himself  whatever  in  the  matter  of 
free  education?  What  has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ever  done  for  free  education? 
I  doubt  if  any  man  in  this  House  will 
remember  a  single  word  of  any  speech 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made  on 
the  subject.  I  want  also  to  know  this. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  leading 
member  of  the  Cabinet  which,  he  says, 
was  pledged  to  free  education.  What 
did  that  Cabinet  ever  do  for  free  educa- 
tion ?  Did  that  Cabinet  ever  put  one 
word  into  the  Queen's  Speech  pledging 
them  to  free  education?  Yet  that 
Government  came  into  office  absolutely 
pledged  to  free  education.  I  want  to 
know  upon  what  ground  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  can  justify  his  support  of 
this  Amendment  when,  having  had  the 
opportunity  of  bringing  in  a  measure  of 
free  education,  he  did  not  introduce 
one.  The  fact  is,  if  we  look  at  the 
matter  dispassionately,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  never  done  anything  for 
free  education  ;  the  only  Party  and  the 
only  Government  in  this  country  which 
has  done  anything  for  free  education  is 
the  Party  and  the  Government  that  is 
now  in  power.  Now,  if  I  may  pass  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  did  not 


986 


contribute  much  towards  the  real  dis- 
cussion of  the  matter,  to  other  speeches, 
I  should  like  to  allude  to  one  or  two 
from  this  side  of  the  House.  I  believe 
that  one  of  the  main  objects  in  bringing 
forward  this  Amendment  was  to  attempt 
to  show  that  we  on  this  side  of  the 
House  a'e  somewhat  divided  in  opinion 
upon  the  subject,  but  I  believe  that 
attempt  has  lamentably  failed,  because  I 
am  satisfied,  from  the  speeches  that  I 
have  heard  to-night  from  these  Benches, 
that  we  are  absolutely  agreed  as  to  the 
object  we  desire  to  attain,  and  that 
when  the  time  comes  for  us  to  state  our 
methods  it  will  be  found  that  we  art?  in 
perfect  accord.  There  are  one  or  two 
points  upon  which  I  think  all  Members 
of  the  House  are  agretd.  I  do  not 
think  that  any  one  will  deny  the  truth 
of  the  proposition  of  my  noble  Friend 
the  Prime  Minister  that  the  introduction 
of  compulsion  has  given  the  subject  of 
free  education  a  tremendous  impetus. 
Parents  are  compelled  to  send  their 
children  to  school  and  lose  the  benefit 
they  formerly  derived  from  their  children's 
labour,  hence  arises  a  claim  for  free 
education  as  assistance  towards  the 
poorer  parents.  That  necessity  has  always 
been  recognised  both  by  Board  schools 
and  voluntary  schools,  which  in  some 
cases  remits  the  fees  parents,  are  required 
to  pay.  It  has  been  recognised  also,  by 
that  system  to  which  allusion  has  been 
made,  where  parents  have  to  apply  to  the 
Board  of  Guardians  for  payment  of  the 
fees ;  and  all  who  have  read  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Boyal  Commission  must 
feel  that  the  present  system  of  the 
payment  of  school  fees  is  eminently  un- 
satisfactory, and  that  in  the  matter  of 
the  remission  of  school  fees  we  must  of 
necessity  go  further.  Knowing  this  my 
noble  Friend,  the  Prime  Minister,  spoke 
upon  the  subject  of  assisted  education  in 
1885  and  in  1889.  He  put  his  view 
before  the  country  with  that  clearness 
that  distinguishes  his  statements,  and  he 
made  his  statement  wiih  the  assent  and 
full  concurrence  of  his  Colleagues  in  18S.*) 
and  1889,  and  to  every  word  of  the  state- 
ments made  we,  his  Colleagues,  are  abso- 
lutely prepared  to  adhere.  We  do  not 
go  back  from  a  single  word.  We  are 
bound.  I  think  it  is  our  duty  when 
opyortunity  prises  to  press  forward  and 
give  effect  to  that  policy,  but  of  course 
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We  intend  to  choose  our  time.  We  do 
not  intend  to  allow  the  Opposition  to 
settle  the  time  and  manner  ;  we  shall 
choos?  our  own  time  for  explaining  the 
details  of  our  proposal,  and  are  not  so 
foolish  as  to  attempt  on  an  occasion  like 
this  to  bring  forward  the  details  of  a 
scheme  that  we  do  not  see  the  oppor- 
tunity of  carrying  through.  The  time 
will  come  when  we  shall  havo  that  oppor- 
tunity, and  then  we  shall  give  to 
the  House  the  actual  details  of  the  pro- 
posals we  intend  to  make.  Of  course, 
we  are  perfectly  well  aware  of  the 
difficulties.  No  one  can  have  heard  the 
speeches  made  to-night  without  recognis- 
ing that  there  are  difficulties  that  any 
Government  must  surmount.  There  are 
difficulties  not  only  on  the  one  side, 
but  also  on  the  other,  and  we  have 
taken  note  of  them  all  to  the  fullest 
extent.  It  is  our  desire  that  we  should 
be  enabled  to  make  our  proposals  to  the 
House  with  due  regard  to  two  principal 
objects.  The  first  of  these  objects  is  that 
in  nothing  we  propose  we  should  damage 
or  injure  the  prospects  of  voluntary 
schools.  We  are  perfectly  well  aware  that 
there  are  many  managers  of  voluntary 
schools  who  view  any  proposals  on  this 
subject  with  some  anxiety.  We  are 
perfectly  prepared  to  study,  and  we  are 
studying,  the  difficulties  which  the 
problem  presents  in  that  direction,  and 
we  are  determined  that  when  we  act 
every  one  of  them  shall  be  considered. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Evesham  argued 
strongly  against  free  education,  but  is 
my  hon.  Friend  prepared  to  say  that  he 
would  leave  the  question  to  be  dealt 
with  by  those  who  are  determined  to 
destroy  voluntary  education,  rather  than 
take  any  step  in  the  direction  of  free 
education  with  those  of  his  friends  who 
are  equally  determined  to  preserve 
voluntary  schools  ?  I  am  certnin  that  if 
my  hon.  Friend  will  think  over  his 
position  for  a  short  time  he  will  be 
satisfied  that  we  are  perfectly  justified 
in  adhering  absolutely  to  the  proposals 
we  have  made,  and  in  stating  our  deter- 
mination to  give  efEeot  to  them  when 
the  opportunity  occurs.  Secondly,  we 
want  to  consider  this  question  of  free 
education  in  connection  with  the  other 
great  branches  of  the  subject,  and  any  one 
who  has  read  the  report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  will  know*  that  they  are 
Mr,  E.  Stanhope 


difficult  and  numerous.  One  of  tkese 
subjects  is  the  176.  6d.  limit,  which,  as 
hon.  Gentlemen  know,  is  condemned 
because  it  is  a  discouragement  to  the 
improvement  of  education.  Some  want 
to  abolish  the  limit  and  some  want  to 
raise  it;  others  want  something  in  tlie 
nature  of  a  double  limit.  The  subject 
can  be  dealt  with  only  by  a  Bill,  and  if 
we  think  it  necessary  so  to  deal  with  it 
we  desire  at  the  same  time  to  deal  with 
the  question  as  a  whole,  and  to  present 
to  the  country  the  policy  we  think  best 
calculated  in  our  view  to  advance  the 
education  of  the  country.  I  don't  think  I 
need  detain  the  House  beyond  a  few  more 
observations.  The  gist  of  the  Amend- 
ment is  to  complain  tliat  we  have 
not-  mentioned  free  education  in  the 
Queen's  Speech ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  the  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Mundella)  in  his  very  rare  refe- 
rences to  the  subject  immediately 
before  the  House,  selected,  I  must  say, 
extraordinary  ground  for  supporting  the 
Amendment.  He  argued  that  we  are 
bound  to  introduce  at  once  proposals  for 
free  education  because  of  what  was  done 
for  free  education  in  Scotland  last  year. 
Now,  last  year  Parliament  gave  Scotland 
a  system,  not  of  absolutely  free  education, 
but  something  much  nearer  what  the 
Prime  Minister  has  called  a  system  of 
assisted  education.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  argued  in  favour  of  popular 
control  in  the  administration  of  grants 
to  voluntary  schools,  although  last  year 
we  did  not  so  proceed  in  Scotland.  Again, 
on  the  ground  of  .simultaneity  in  dealing 
with  England  and  Scotland  he  supports 
the  Amendment.  Yet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knows  very  well  the  circum- 
stances of  last  year  were  altogether  very 
different  from  the  circumstances  in  which 
we  are  now  placed.  Last  year  we  had  to 
distribute  a  fund,  and  we  gave  a  part  to 
education  in  Scotland  because  we  found 
that  the  Representatives  of  Scotland 
earnestly  demanded  that  that  concession 
should  be  made.  The  portion  allotted 
to  England  we  gave  to  other  objects,  but 
equally  with  the  general  concurrence  of 
the  Representatives  of  this  country.  I 
will  not  go  into  matters  that  have  been 
abundantly  dealt  with  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke).  No 
Government  would  think  of  inserting 
in  the  Queen's  Speech  reference  to  any 


989 


Majeat'i/s  Moat 


subject  which  they  did  not  honestly 
think  there  was  a  reasonable  chance  of 
their  being  able  to  deal  with.  We  are 
satisfied  there  is  no  chance  of  our  being 
able  to  deal  with  this  important  subject, 
and  therefore  we  did  not  refer  to  it. 
We  all  understand  the  object  of  the 
Amendment.  It  is  well  understood  that 
no  Government  can  accept  an  Amend- 
ment of  this  character  to  the  Address. 
Therefore,  it  is  moved  to  give  an  oppor- 
tunity to  its  supporters  to  make  speeches 
more  or  less  in  favour  of  free  education, 
and  to  enable  the  Opposition  to  say, 
whatever  Speeches  may  be  made  on 
behalf  of  the  Government,  that  the 
Government  voted  against  the  proposal. 
I  am  quite  sure  the  country  will  see 
through  it,  as  every  man  in  this  House 
undoubtedly  does.  It  is  without  the 
slightest  fear  of  our  being  misunderstood 
in  the  course  we  are  taking  that  I  ask  the 
House  to  vote  against  the  Amendment. 

(11.50.)  Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne)  :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
spoken  of  Membei*s  of  the  Opposition 
making  speeches  in  favour  of  free  edu- 
cation more  or  less  ^vith  a  view  to  the 
country.  Who  set  the  example  of  that? 
When  the  Prime  Minister  spoke  at 
Nottingham  in  favour  of  *' assisted" 
education,  by  which  I  suppose  he  meant 
free  education  more  or  less,  he  must 
have  intended — speaking  as  tlje  head  of 
the  Government,  and  therefore  I  may 
fairly  assume  with  the  assent  and  con- 
sent of  his  Colleagues — that  speech  to  be 
something  more  than  a  speech  for  a 
Nottingham  caucus.  My  right  hon. 
Fiiend  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham has  amazed  me  by  the  attitude  he 
took  to-night.  I  am  sure  he  will  not 
deny  that  ho  and  I  have  stood  side  by 
side  for  17  years  on  this  question,  and 
that  1 7  years  ago  I  co-operated  with  him. 
What   is    the    effect   of    my    right   hon. 


{Febbuart  21,  1890}         Gracious  Speech.  990 

the  Member  for  Derby  to  what  took  place 
in  the  autumn  of  1885.  I  was  present 
on  the  occasion  to  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  referred  as  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  that  melodramatic 
statement.  The  language  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Birming- 
ham was  this — 


**  On  the  other  hand,  it  would  be  dishonour- 
able in  me,  and  would  he  lowering  the  high  tone 
which  ought  to  he  observed  in  public  Hfp,  if, 
after  having  committed  myself  personally  hh  I 
have  done  to  the  advocacy  of  these  propowils  " 

in  which  free  education  was  a  prominent 
item, 

*  I  were  to  take  my  place   in  any  Government 
which  excluded  that  policy." 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Aye,  aye  ; 
excluded. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Then  this  Govern- 
ment of  1886  did  not  include  or  exclude 
it.  Who  are  now  endeavouring  to  carry 
that  article  of  the  programme  ?  Are  they 
the  Members  of  the  defeated  Govern- 
ment of  1886  or  the  Opposition  of  that 
date  ?  It  is  said  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  no  right  to  complain,  because 
free  education  was  not  included  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  in  1886.  That  is  a  most 
futile  remark,  because  we  did  not  make 
the  Queen's  Speech  of  1886.  As  far  as 
the  general  question  is  concerned,  I  am 
not  going  at  this  time  of  night  to  enter 
into  it.  The  arguments  which  appeared 
to  me  and  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  in  1873 
to  bt^  conclusive  have  certainly  been 
rather  confirmed  in  the  interval  between 
1873  and  1890.  Our  position,  I  think, 
is  this-  that  when  a  school  is  intended 
for   all   it  should   be    managed   by  the 


Friend's  speech  to-night  ?  Its  effect  is  representatives  of  the  whole  community, 
distinctly  to  throw  Imqk  as  far  as  he  can  Wliere,  on  the  other  hand,  the  school 
do  so   the    very   reform   for   which    we    claims   to   be   for    the    use    of    a    see- 


formerly  fought  side  by  side.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  was  apparently  irritated  by 
the   r3ference  of    my  right  hon.   Friend 


tion  of  the  community,  as,  for  exam- 
ple, the  Catholics  or  the  Jews,  it  may 
continue  to   receive   public   support  as 
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long  BB  it  is  under  the  manafi^inent  of 
that  Beet.  That,  of  course,  is  the  Scot- 
tish syBtem  :  it  'worlcB  well  there  and 
without  aiiy  friction.  That  appears  to 
me  to  be  a  position  which  we  and  even 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
may  consistently  take  np.  That  is  the 
principle  on  which  I  shall  vote  for  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Rutherham,  and  it  is  on  that 
{irinciple  and  npon  tliu  general  advan- 
ti^B  which  have  been  dealt  upon  in  this 
debate  to  be  gained  in  the  cause  of  educa- 
tion itself  we  support  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  :  I  wish 
to  say  that  I  accept  the  declaration  just 
made  by  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle,  speaking  on  the 
part  of  the  Liberal  Party,  that  the  Vote 
on  this  Amendment  for  the  principle  of 
free  education  does  not  close  or  even  pre- 
judice the  rights  of  cimacience,  bat  allows 
us  to  maintain  the  principle  that  when  a 
school  is  under  the  management  of  per* 
sons  of  a  particular  creed  and  attended 
by  children  of  a  particular  creed  it  must 
still  remain  under  that  mauEtgement 
after  the  system  of  free  education  has 
been  adopted.  Accepting  that  princip!e 
and  recognising  the  authority  of  the 
right  hon.  Oeut'eman  as  tlie  spokesman 
of  the  Liberal  party,  I  shall  have  no 
difficulty  in  voting  for  the  Amendment. 

(12.0.)  The  House  divided  :— Ayes 
163  ;  Noes  223.  -{Div.  List,  No.  7.) 

Main  qneation  again  proposed. 

Debate  arising. 

And,  it  beii^  after  midnight,  the  De- 
bate stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Monday 


METROPOLIS  WATER  BILL. 
Order  for  Si'cond  Reading  upon  Wed- 
nesday, the  2nd  of  April,  read,  and  dis- 
charged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 
^fr.  J,  Morley 


Betnm  ordered  showing— 


Names  of  Parishes  !n  England  in  re- 
spect of  nhicb  the  Land  Commis- 

present    data,  prepared   and  issued 
Ihe  Dnifla  ot  CpniScates.  nnder  the 
powers  conferred  on  them  by  "  ITie 

Act.  I8B6." 

1  Arfa  el  each  auch  Parish. 

Nature  of  special  culti nation. 

Hops. 

3^ 

r 
1 

Market  gsrdena. 

Fruit. 

r 

Hops. 

Maikei  QtrdBna. 

1 

i 

Fruit, 

Hops. 

Market  Gsrdeiis. 

1 

Fruit. 

at  date  of  Aot  [ltsS6). 

Certified    CapitiJ    Value    under    tha 
above  Act. 

flBsulting     foar     per     oeat.     B«nt< 

Number  of  Undo woer.  liable. 

To  whom  UentobsTKea  payable. 

-'(Mr.  Broekfitid.) 

IRELAND-THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION. 
•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  On  the  Motion 
for  ^journment  I  wiali  to  say  that, 
having  endeavoured  to  find  out  the  views 
of  all  [>arts  of  the  Honse,  I  have  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  I  had  better 
definitely  put  the  Motion  which  stands 
in  my  name  down  for  Monday,  March 
3rd,  and  I  propose  on  Tuesday  to  ask  for 
facilities  for  Supply. 
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HOUSE     OF    LORDS, 
Monday ^   24th   February,    1890. 


IIBPRESENTATIVE  PEER  FOR 
IRELAND. 

Writi  and  Returns  electing  the  Lord 
Kilmnine  a  Repre9entative  Peer  for  Ire- 
land irr  the  room  of  the  late  Viscount 
Templi'town,  deceased,  with  the  Certifi- 
cate of  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland 
annexed  thereto  :  Delivered  (on  oath)  and 
Certificate  read. 

SAT  FIRST. 
The  Lord  Lamington,  after  the  death 
of  his  father. 

COMillTTEE  OF  SELECTION  FOR 
STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Report;  from,  Th  it  the  Committee  have 
(in  pursuance  of  Standing  Order  No.  L.) 
nominated  the  following  Lords  to  serve  as 
Chairmen  of  Standing  Committees  : — 

E.  Oi'logau.  (L.  Privy  E.  Kimberley. 

Hdal.)  E.  Selborne. 

E.  Dei  by.  L.  Esher. 

E.  iMilltown.  L.  Herschell. 
E.  Camperdown. 

That  the  Committse  have  (\n  pursuance 
of  Standing  Order  No.  XLVII.)  nomi- 
nated the  following  Lords  to  serve  on 
"the  Standing  Committee  for  Bills  re- 
lating to  Law,  &c." : — 


L.  Httlsbury. 

L.  Coleridge. 

{L.  ChaneeVor.) 

L.  Norton. 

L.  Archbp.  \ork. 

E.  Milltown. 

V.  Cranbrook. 

E.  Bel  more 

(/>.  President.) 

K.  Blinto. 

M.  Salisbury. 

E.  Beuuchamp. 

M.  B.tth. 

K.  Strafford. 

E.  Stanhope. 

E.  Selborne. 

L.  J5p-  Carlisle. 

V.  Oxenbridge. 

L.  Up.  Oxford. 

V.  Cross. 

L.  Clinton. 

L.  Watson. 

L.  Cii'turd    of    Chud- 

L.  Brabourne. 

leiijh. 

L.  B ram  well. 

li.  CulcJiester. 

L.  Monk-Bretton. 

L.  llusebery. 

L.  Northington. 

{E.  H'sebery.) 

(A.  llmUy.) 

L.  Clanwilliam. 

L.  Monks  well. 

( K.  Clauwilliam. ) 

L.  Hobhouse. 

L.  Chaworlh. 

L.  Lin  gen. 

(E.  Meath.) 

L.  Ashbourne. 

L.  Sudeley. 

L.  Esher. 

L.  Leigh. 

L.  Herschell. 

L.  Monteagle  of  Bran- 

L. Grimthorpe, 

don. 

L.  T  bring. 

L.  Elgin. 

L.  Macnaghten. 

( fc".  Klgin  and  Kin- 

L.  Basing. 

car  dine.) 

L.  Morris. 

Jj-  Aberdare. 

VOL.    CCOXTiT. 

[third   series.] 

That  the  Committee  have  (in  pnrsnance 
of  Standing  Order  No.  XLVII.)  nomi- 
nated the  following  Lords  to  serve  on 
"the  Standing  Committee  for  General 
Bills":— 


Lord    Archbishop    of 

Canterbur}'. 
E.  Cadogan. 

{Ld.  Privy  Seal.) 
D.  Saint  Albans. 
D.  Bedford. 
D.  Hutland. 
D.  Westminster. 

D.  Fife. 

M.  Abercom. 

(Z).  Abercom,) 
M.  Ripon. 

E.  Mount- Edgcumbe. 

(L.  Steward.) 
E.  Lathom. 

(£f.  Chamberlain.) 
E.  Derby. 
E.  Pembroke      and 

Montgomery. 
E.  Suffolk  and  Berk- 
shire. 
E.  Jersey. 
E.  Lauderdale. 
E.  Cowper. 
£.  Radnor. 
E.  Spencer. 
E.  Bathurst. 
E.  Carnarvon. 
E.  Luran. 
K.  Harrowby. 
E.  Brownlow. 
E.  Vane. 

(M.  Londonderry.) 
E.  Camperdown. 
K.  Granville. 
E.  Kimberley. 
E.  Ravensworth. 
E.  Wharnclifie. 
E.  Northbrook. 
V.  Sidmouth. 
V.  Gordon. 

{E.  Aberdeen.) 
L.  Bishop  of  London. 


L.  Bishop  of  Uochester 
L.  Knutsford. 

{One  of    "Her  Jfa- 

jesty*»      Principal 

Secretaries.) 
L.      Willoughby     de 

Eresby. 
L.  Zouche  of  Haryng- 

worth. 
L.  Ashford. 
li.  Balfour. 
L.  Boyle. 

£.   Cork  ani  Or- 

rery.) 
L.  Lovaine. 
L.  Foxford., 

{E.  Limerick.) 
L.  Ker.   (if.  Lothian.) 
li.  Wemvss. 

{E.  JFemyit.) 
L.  Toltimore. 
L.  Wenlook. 
L.  Belper. 
L.  Egerton. 
L.  Romilly. 
L.  Kenry. 

(E.  Dunraven  and 

Afnunt'Eirl.) 
L.  Sandhurst. 
L.  liowton. 
L.  Hothfield. 
li.  de  Vesci. 

( V.  de  Vnci.) 
L.  Rothschild. 
L.  Wantage. 
L.  Elphinstone. 
L.  Coiville  of  Gulross. 
L.  Herschell. 
L.  Hillingdon. 
L.  Sttdbridge. 
L.  Kensington, 
L.  Thring. 
L.  De  llamsey. 


Read,    and    ordered    to    lie    on    the 
Table. 

PUBLIC  TRUSTEE  BILL— (No.  19.) 
SECOND   READING. 

The    lord     CHANCELLOR:     My 

Lords,  in  moving  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  Bill,  I  need  not  repeat  the  ste.te- 
ment  of  its  scope  and  objects  made  in 
the  discnssion  which  took  place  upon  it 
last  time.  The  only  observation  I  have 
to  make  about  it  is  in  reference  to  the 
new  provisions  of  the  Bill,  which  I  ima- 
gine will  incrdase  the  probability  of  its 
being  passed.  The  first  of  those  pro- 
visions is,  in  Clause  3,  that  where 
proceedings  have  been  instituted  in  the 
High   Court   for   the  administration    of 
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the  estate  of  any  deceased  person,  and, 
by  reason  of  the  bmall  value  of  3uch 
estate  or  otherwise,  it  appears  to  the 
,Coxirt  that  the   estate   could   be    more 

"economically  or  better  administered  by 
the  Public  Trustee,  the  Court  may  order 
that  to  be  done.  The  other  provision  is 
one  which  may,  perhaps,  conciliate  and 
secure  the  advocacy  of  a  large  class  of 
persons  who,  I  am  afraid,  did  not  quite  con- 
cur in  the  Bill  as  it  stood.     Section  11  of 

.  the  Bill  as  it  now  stands  provides  that 
where  a  testator,  settlor,  or  other  creator  of 
any  Trust  directs  or  authorisesthe  employ- 
ment of  any  particular  solicitor  or  bank, 
or  where  either  the  co-Trustees  of  the  Pub- 
lic Trustee,  or  the  persons  appearing 
to  the  Public  Trustee  to  be  for  the  time 
being  entitled  to  tlio  income  of  the  Trust, 
or,  if  they  are  infants,  their  guardians, 
shall  require  the  employment  of  any 
particular  solicitor  or  bank,  they  may  so 
direct,  subject  to  proper  restrictions,  and 
such  solicitor  or  bank  shall  be  so  ap- 
pointed, but  subject  to  removal  upon 
good  cause  on  the  apphcation  of  the  Public 
Trustee  or  persons  appearing  to  the 
Court  to  be  interested  in  the  Trust. 
My  Lords,  I  believe  that  new  provision 
may  possibly  conciliate  and  obtain  for 
the  Bill  the  support  of  those  who  dis- 
approved of,  though  they  were  not 
perhaps  altogether  responsible  for  the 
rejection  of  the  measure  last  year  ;  and, 
under  these  circumstances,  I  venture  to 

■  hope  that  the  public  and  your  Lordships' 
House  will  now  welcome  this  Bill. 

*The  Earl  of  BELMORE  :  May  I  ask 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  one  question. 
The  Bill  applies  only  to  English  wills. 
Is  it  meant  by  English  wills,  those 
deposited  in  Somerset  House,  or  would 
it  include  wills  which  were  proved 
partly  in  England  and  partly  in  Ireland? 
What  I  want  to  know,  in  other  words, 
is  whether  it  applies  solely  to  wills  of 
persons  domiciled  in  England,  or  to  those 

,  cases  in  which  the  trust  property  is  in 
England  1 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:    I  am 
afraid  I  cannot  give  an  absolute  answer 

.  to  the  inquiry  of  my  noble  Friend.  The 
Bill  provides  for  the  appointment  of  the 
Public  Trustee  in  regard  to  any  English 
will  settlement  or  Trust  by  an  order  made 
in  accordance  with  the  section.  Tliat 
may  be  subject  to  exceptions.  I  am 
afraid  I  cannot  absolutely  reply  to  my 
noble  Friend. 

Lord  Uolsbury 


Bill  read  2*  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  the  Standing  Committee  for 
Bills  relating  to  Law,  &c. 

TRUST  COMPANIES  BILL.— (No.  21  \ 
SECOND   BEADING. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  I  need  detain 
your  Lordships  but  a  few  moments  in 
moving  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill, 
because  it  is,  vnth.  one  exception,  in 
exactly  the  same  terms  as  those  in  which 
it  passed  this  House  last  Session  after 
careful  consideration  by  the  Law  Com- 
mittee. The  object  of  the  Bill  is  to 
enable  Trust  Companies  to  be  appointed 
Trustees  of  wills  or  settlements,  and  its 
main  provisions  apply  to  the  voluntary 
act  of  those  who  desire  to  make  Trust 
Companies  their  Trustees.  I  have  never 
been  able  to  see  why  those  who  desire  to 
make  such  appointments  should  not  be 
at  perfect  lil^rty  to  do  so,  or  why  the 
necessary  machinery  should  not  be 
afforded  by  the  law  as  regards  the 
appointment  of  those  companies  as 
Trustees  of  existing  Trusts  That  is  a 
matter  which  will  be  left,  as  has 
been  proposed,  carefully  guarded  by 
the  action  of  the  Courts,  so  that  in 
no  case  will  a  company  be  appointed 
Trustees  under  an  existing  Trust,  unless 
the  Court  should  be  satisfied  that  that  is 
really  a  beneficial  and  desirable  course. 
My  Lords,  this  Bill  is  not  intended  to  be 
in  any  respect  antagonistic  to  that  of 
which  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  has 
moved  the  Second  Reading.  It  i^  quite 
consistent  with  the  existence  of  a  Public 
Trustee  and  the  power  to  create  that 
public  official  Trustee  under  a  will  or 
settlement  that  those  who  desire  it 
should  be  allowed,  if  they  please,  to 
appoint  a  Trust  Company  to  the  office  of 
Trustee.  One  cannot  conceal  from  one^s- 
self  that  there  are,  perhaps,  some  people 
who  have,  I  may  say,  a  suspicion  of  any 
official,  and  who  may  imacrine  that  there 
would  be  delay  or  rigidity  in  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  office  which  might  be 
likely  to  exceed  that  which  would  be 
experienced  in  the  case  of  a  Trust  Com- 
pany. At  all  events,  I  do  not  understand 
why  there  should  bo  any  objection  to 
thc^se  who  aWsIi  to  a])point  a  responsible 
company  of  this  description  their  Trustee 
if  thoy  please.  Security  is  provided  for 
in  the  Bill  for  the  solidity  of  the  com- 
panies who  are  allowed   to  fulfil  those 
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functions,  and  care  must  be  taken  that 
they  are  so  far  under  public  control  as  to 
ensure  that  they  are  not  companies  or 
undertakings  which  are  obviously  unfit 
for  such  a  purpose.  It  has  been  thought 
by  some  that  there  is  less  security 
in  the  case  of  a  company  of  this 
description  than  in  the  case  of  an  in- 
dividual Trustee  appointed  by  a  testator 
or  a  person  who  makes  a  settlement. 
I  own  I  am  unable  to  take  that  view. 
When  a  Trustee  is  appointed,  no  doubt 
he  is  expected  and  supposed  to  be 
a  solvent  and  upright  man;  but, 
unfortunately,  that  expectation  is  not 
always  realised,  and  my  belief  is 
that  Trusts  would  be  safer  in  the 
bauds  of  a  carefully-selected  company, 
and  with  the  liability  of  the  share- 
holders in  that  company  to  make  good 
any  breach  of  trust,,  than  tbey  would  be 
in  cases  of  appointment  of  private  in- 
dividuals. At  all  events,  what  I  have 
to  submit  to  your  Lordships  is  that 
where  persons  desire,  in  making  a  settle- 
ment, or  a  will,  to  repose  the  Trust  in  a 
company,  there  should  be  no  impediment 
in  the  way  of  their  doing  so.  There  is 
only  one  iprovision  in  the  Bill  of  this 
year  which  I  need  specially  mention, 
but  I  think  I  ought  not  to  omit  mention- 
ing it.  It  is,  of  course,  expedient  that  a 
Trust  Company,  which  undertakes  a 
variety  of  Trusts,  under  which  it  holds 
large  sums  in  Consols,  should  not 
mix  together  the  funds  which  it 
holds  under  its  various  Trusts. 
A  8  the  regulations  of  the  Bank  of 
England  stand,  I  believe  the  Bank  will 
not  earmark  more  than  four  different 
sums  of  Consols  held  in  the  same  name. 
If  an  individual  holds  four  different 
funds  of  Consols  they  will  earmark  them 
and  keep  them  distinct.  Now,  there  is 
a  clause  in  the  Bill  that  a  Trust  Company 
shall  not  be  limited  to  four  such  funds, 
and  that  the  Bank  shall  be  required  to 
earmark  by  letter  or  number,  or  in 
some  other  way,  all  funds  which 
these  companies  may  hold  for  other 
people.  It  is  not  intended  that  the  Bank 
is  to  be  affected  with  notice  of  the  Trust 
or  with  knowledge  of  it  or  to  be  bound 
by  it  in  any  way  ;  it  is  simply  desii*able, 
as  a  matter  of  convenience,  that  those 
funds  should  be  kept  separate  in  the 
books  of  the  Bank.  That  is  the  object 
of  this  provision  in  the  Bill,  which,  in 
the  same  form  with  that  exception,  was 


passed  fest  Session  after  careful  con- 
sideration. I  hope,  therefore,  your 
Lordships  will  have  no  hesitation  in 
giving'  it  a  Second  Reading. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  My 
Lords,  there  are  only  two  observations 
which  I  think  require  to  be  made.  One 
is  with  regard  to  the  solvency  of  these 
companies  which  my  learned  and  noble 
Friend  has  referred  to.  When  he  says 
there  would  be,  as  a  guarantee  of  solvency, 
the  liability  of  the  members  of  the 
company,  it  must  not  be  forgotten  that 
these  are  limited  companies,  and,  there- 
fore, their  shareholders  are  not  like 
ordinary  Trustees  liable  to  the  last 
farthing  they  are  possessed  of.  The 
shareholders  would  only,  of  course,  be 
liable  to  the  extent  of  the  shares  they 
held.  I  do  not  put  that  forward  as  an 
objection  in  any  way.  I  only  say  it 
by  way  of  caution.  Then  there  is  another 
matter,  and  that  is  the  amount  of  reserve 
fund.  Considering  that  a  large  Trust 
Company  might  be  carrying  on  an 
extensive  business  in  this  •  way, 
£50,000  would  be  a  very  small  reserve. 
In  such  cases  the  amount  of  the  estates 
held  in  Trust  might  be  enormous  ;  and  a 
breach  of  the  trust  might  easily  destroy 
the  entire  company  if  that  breach  of 
trust  was  to  any  considerable  extent. 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  when  the 
Bill  gets  into  Committee,  some  principle 
of  this  sort  should  be  adopted :  c^re 
should  be  taken  that  some  sort  of 
proportion  should  exist  between  the 
amount  of  reserve  fund  and  the  extent 
of  the  funds  of  which  the  company  may 
have  the  disposal.  It  is,  I  think,  very 
desirable  that  some  enactment  should  be 
made  that  tho  funds  committed  to  the 
care  of  such  companies  should  be  pro- 
portionately covered  by  the  reserve 
funds. 

*LoRD  TEYNHAM:  My  Lords,  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  who  has  pre- 
sented this  Bill  remarked  that  it  was 
perfectly  consistent  with  the  Bill  which 
has  been  brought  in  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack ;  but  the 
question  which  I  should  like  to  suggest 
for  your  Lordship's  consideration  if  you 
should  think  it  of  any  value  is  whether 
the  mode  of  (Jealing  with  Trust  Funds 
under  this  Bill  is  not  preferable  to  that 
provided  for  by  the  Public  Trustee  Bill. 
And  I  make  the  suggestion,  my  Lords, 
for  this  reason.  Only  fancy  what  might 
2  P2 
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be    the    consequence    if    a  vary    large 
proportion    of   the    s.^ttlod   propirty    of 
the    country    were    in    the    hands   I'f   a 
single   Public   Trustee !     I   believe,  my 
Lords,   that  a  Romau  Emperor — wos  it 
Nero  ? — expressed  the  wish  that  all   the 
rich  men  in  Rome  had  but  a  single  neck 
that   he  might  decapitate  thtm  at  one 
blow.     It  seems  to  me  that  the   noble 
and  learned  Lord  has  been  so  good  as  to 
supply  that  single  neck  in  the  person  of 
the   Public   Trustee.     I    do  think,  my 
Lords,  that  any  legislation  is  danger(»us 
which   proceeds   upon    the   assumption 
that  the  institutions  of  this  country  are 
based  upon  adamantine  rock  ;  I  s*y  they 
are  not,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  the 
Bill  which  hns  been  presented  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wo«>lsack 
might  very  prop  rly  be  styled  a  Bill  for 
the  purpose  of  ofE<?ring  hisfh  premium 
to  Socialistic  agitati(m.     Take,    for    in- 
stance,   the    5th  clause.     The  Bill    has 
been   most  cirefully  drawn,  and  it   ha** 
been  carefully  pr(;vided  that  the  Public 
Trust  e  should  have  proper  protection  in 
the  execution  of  the  office  committed  to 
his   charge ;    bat   take   the   5th   clause 
and   see    how  his  office   is  couhtituted : 
The  Treasury,  with  the  concurrence  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  shall  appoint  a  fit 
person — it  may  be  Mr.  John  Burns — to 
the  office  of  Public  Trustee  during  plea- 
sure !     It  appears  to  me,  my  Lords,  that 
such    an    administration    of    advanced 
Liberalsas  might  fn-ssibly  preside overthe 
destinies  of  this  country  within  the  next 
20  years  mi^lit  make  very  short  work  of 
everything  umler  an  Act  of  this  descrip- 
tion ;  and  I  must  say,  th-refore,  that  1 
prefer  the  Bill  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  in  reference  to  Trust  Companies. 
I    would    suggest    to     your    Lordships 
whether  that  altc?rnative  is  not  preferable 
to  the  system  of  pi  vcing  so  much  in  the 
power  of  an  individual  Public  Trustee. 

Bill  read  2*  (according  to  order). 

Lord  HBRSCHELL  :   My    Lords,    1 

should  under  ordinary   circumstances,  if 

this  were  a  new   Bill,  propose  that   it 

should  go  to  the  Law  Committee.  Of 
course,  if  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
on  the  Wools'wk  desires,  I  will  do 
80  ;  but  as  the  Bill  passed  through  Com- 
mittee last  year,  and  there  is  only  that 
one  clause  in  it  different,  I  do  not  suppose 
it  is  necessary. 

Lord  Teynham 


The  lord  eUANCELLOIl:  I  think 
s% 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  Then  T  move 
that  it  be  referred  to  the  Law  Com- 
mittee. 

Bill  committed  to  the  Standing 
Committee  for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  (&c. 

CROWN  OFFICE  BILL «- (No.  20.) 
COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order). 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  My 
Lords,  the  other  day  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack  stated  that  there 
would  be  a  saving  effected  by  the 
abolition  of  the  office  of  Secretary  of 
Presentations  of  aboi^t,  I  think,  ^425  a 
year,  but  I  am  told  there  will  be  an 
additional  salary  of  £200  to  be  paid  to 
another  person  in  the  Department  of  the 
Lord  Ciiancellor  for  performing  the 
(luti;  s  which  liave  hitherto  been  curried 
out  by  the  Secretary  of  Presentations. 
I  shall  be  glad  if  the  noble  and  learned 
Lurd  will  inform  me  whether  that 
is  the  case.  I  think  it  is  desirable 
we  should  know  whether  £225  is  the. 
net  amount  of  the  saving  that  will  be 
effected. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :'  I  think 
the  statement  referred  to  was  made  by 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  Selborne ;  but 
I  think  that  is  the  amount  which  has 
been  stilted  as  the  saving  effected. 

TheEaklof  KIMBERLEY:  Then  I 
under  ^t^Ind  that  the  net  saving  will  only 
be  £225  ? 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :     No. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY:  Then 
perhaps  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who 
introduced  the  Bill  will  kindly  inform 
me  of  the  exact  amount. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  :    I  wiU 

ascertain  it  exactly. 

Bill  reported  without  amendment;  and 
to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 


House  adjoum<^  at  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

qaarter  paflt  Ten  o'olpclr. 
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NEW  WRITS. 
For  Lincolnshire  (South  Kesteven  or 
Stamford  Division),  .  .v  . .  John  Compton 
Lawrance,  esquire,  one  of  the  Justic3S  of 
Her  Majesty's  High  Court  of  Justice  ; 
f  )r  St.  Pancras  (North  Division),  .  .  v  .  . 
l^he  honble.  Charles  Wallace  Alexander 
Na])ier  Cochrane -Baillie,  now  Lord 
Laiiiington,  called  up  t^o  the  House  of 
Peers. 

Q  U E  S  T 10  N S. 


DESTITUTE  FOREIGNERS. 
Sir  JOHN  COLOMB  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presidvint  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  if  it  is  true 
destitute  foreigners  have  been  inmates 
of  our  poor  house  at  D:iver  and  sapp  »rted 
at  tiie  cost  of  the  ratepayers ;  wiiat  was 
their  nationality  ;  under  what  uircum- 
stauces  were  they  received  as  inmates  ; 
have  any  complaints  reached  him  as  to 
th'iir  general  habits ;  were  British 
inmates  compelled  to  ass)ciate  with 
tlijin  ;  were  special  arrangements  made 
for  their  accommodation,  and,  if  so,  how  is 
t!ie  expense)  to  he  d  frayed ;  can  they  be 
c  mpelled  to  return  to  their  own  countrv  ; 
a  ul  liow  will  their  travelling  expense  to 
tlicir  own  country  be  met? 

*rnE  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
CrOV'ERNxMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets  St.  George's)  :  It  is  the 
(?  sj  that  a  Patagonian  Indian,  with  his 
moi  her,  his  two  wives,  and  three  child- 
ren, were  for  four  days  maintained  in 
t.io  Djver  WorkhoiLsa  at  the  cost  ()f  the 
Union.  It  appears  that  they  were  landed 
at  Dover  in  a  state  of  destitution,  and 
were  taken  to  the  relieving  officer,  who 
gave  an  order  for  their  admission  to  the 
workhouse.  As  to  their  habits,  I  am 
informed  that  the  description  of  auother 
savage  tribe  given  by  a  midshipman  in 
oiic  of  Captain  Marrynt's  novels  exactly 
a.»p^ies — "Manners  they  had  none,  and 
I'lcir  cust  ms  were  beastly."  TJiey 
were  placed  in  sjparate  wards,  and  the 
other  inmates  were  not  required  to 
ass  ciate  with  them.  Tne  total  cost  to 
the  Guardians   in  this  matter  was  only 


£\  16s.  8d.,  and  it  will  be  borne  by  the 
common  fund  of  the  Union.  The  persons 
in  question  were  taken  away  from  Dover 
by  an  agent  from  the  Consn  1  General  for 
Chili  for  the  purpose  cf  b  'ing  returned 
to  their  own  conntrv,  and  the  Guardians 
were  informed  that  the  Chilian  Govern- 
ment would  bear  the  cost. 

IRELAND— JUDICIAL  LEASES. 

Mr.  MAONEILL  (Donegal,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  how  many 
tenants  in  the  County  of  Donegal  who 
applied  to  the  Land  Commission  before 
the  Ist  November  1887,  to  fix  the  fair 
rent  of  their  holdings  have  subsequently 
accepted  judicial  leases  at  a  rent  agreed 
upon  by  landlord  and  tenant  without 
adjudication  by  the  Land  Commission  ; 
and  do  the  agreements  so  entered  into 
between  landlords  and  tenants  out  of 
Court  owe,  in  m>iny  crses,  their  origin  to 
the  dijlay  of  the  Land  Commission  in 
hearing  applications  to  have  fair  rents 
fixed  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.) :  The  Land  Commi  sioners  ref)ort 
that  it  would  not  be  possible  to  furnish 
the  information  indicited  in  the  first 
paragraph  unless  by  referring  to  the  file 
in  each  individual  case  where  rents  were 
fixed  by  an  agreement,  and  then  compar- 
ing the  entire  12,027  in  those  coses 
in  which  originating  notices  were  served, 
a  work  which  would  seriously  interfere 
with  the  ordinary  duties  of  their  D.  part- 
ment.  The  Commissioners  can,  however, 
state  that  between  Januiry  1,  1888,  and 
January  1,  1890,  reiits  were  fixed  on 
consent  by  the  Hend  Commissioners  in 
27  cases  where  originating  nc  tices  had 
been  served  prior  to  November  1,  1887. 
The  Commissioners  have  no  irformi  tion 
as  to  the  motives  which  led  the  parties 
to  agree  to  the  rents  being  fixed  without 
a  trial  in  Court. 

THE  WATERFORD  ARTILLERY. 
Dr.  TANNER:  1  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  if  it  is  a  fact 
that  during  the  non-training  period  the 
battory  sergeant-majors  and  s..*rpeants  of 
the  Waterford  Artillery  are  obliged  to 
show  their  kits  once  a  month,  and  shake 
out  their  shirts,  socks,  &c.,  side  by  side 
with  the  trumpeters,  and  in  view  of  the 
non-commissioned  officers  and  men  of  the 
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Cavalry  in  the  barracks ;  if  if-  is  usual 
for  battery  sergeant-majors  of  the  Royal 
Artillery  or  colour-sergeanta  of  the  Line 
to  show  kits  with  the  men  of  their 
corps  ;  if  it  is  true  the  non-commissioned 
officers  of  the  corps  in  question  made  a 
representation  on  the  subject  complained 
of  in  1885,  to  Colonel  Shortland,  R.A., 
Commanding  Auxiliary  Artillery,  Cork 
District;  whetlier  he  gave  orders  it 
should  be  discontinued  ;  and  whether 
this  was  done  while  he  remained  in 
commajid  ? 

*The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincoln,  Horn- 
castle)  :  Although  1  have  telegraphed 
forthe  information  I  have  not  yet  received 
it.  Perhaps  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  be 
^•ood  enough  to  put  the  question  down 
again. 

LENZIE  ACADEMY. 
Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St.  Rol- 
lox)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Lenzie 
Ac^e my,  termed  in  tlie  prospectus  as 
"  a  new  higher  grade  public  school,"  is 
in  reality  a  Board  school  supported  by 
the  local  rates  and  in  receipt  of  Grovern- 
meut  grant;  whether  complaints  have 
peached  him  that  the  school  fees  charged 
ill  class  4  of  the  junior  department  for 
'•  scripture,  reading,  recitation,  writing, 
(liotation,  arithmetic,  grammar,  history, 
fjf^ography,  drawing,  singing,  needlework, 
:iud  cookery,"  are  15s.  per  (quarter,  or  £3 
per  annum  per  ])upil,  which  are  pnicti- 
cally  proliibitory  to  the  children  of  the 
working  classes  in  Lenzio,  and  that  there 
are  close  on  100  children  resident  in 
Lenzie  district  who  have  to  travel  to 
othjr  Boird  schools  at  a  distance  of  fixmi 
one  to  two  miles  further  from  their 
lioraes  than  Lenzie  Academy  ;  whether, 
when  the  wants  of  Lenzie  district  to 
Sehoi)!  Ji  )ard  accommodation  were  origin- 
ally sot  forth,  all  the  children  in  Lenzie 
district  were  included  in  the  number  of 
cliildren  foi-  whose  acconiniodation  a 
Board  scht)ol  was  r^Hjuired  at  Lenzie  ; 
what  is  the  school  accommodation  of 
Ljnzie  Academy,  an< I  what  is  the  average 
attend  mc?  ;  and  whether  the  Scotch 
Education  Department  will  take  steps  to 
srcure  tiiat  the  children  in  Lenzie 
district,  f)r  whnse accommodation  Lenzie 
B  nird  sciiool  (termed  ''Lenzie  Academy") 
wiis  built,  sliall  receive  the  benefit  of  the 
Probate  Duty  grant  for  free  education  in 
Dr.  Tanner 


the  compulsory  standards  in  the  school 
specially  built  for  their  aocommodation  ? 
The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Robertson*,  Bute) :  I  understand 
that  Lenzie  Academy  is  termed  in  the 
prospectus  a  higher  grade  public  school. 
As  that  name  would  import,  it  is  under 
School  Board  management,  and  it  re- 
ceives support  from  the  School  Rate  and 
the  Parliamentary  grant.  A  complaint 
was  received  by  tho  Department  in 
October  last  referring  in  general  terms 
to  the  fees  as  being  beyond  the  reach  of 
the  working  classes.  A  reply  was  sent 
stating  that  sanction  had  been  given  to  this 
as  a  fee-paying  school,  only  upon  the  assur- 
ance of  the  two  School  Boarids  interested 
in  the  school,  with  whom  the  primary 
responsibility  rested,  that  there  was  u 
supply  sufficient  for  all  who  desired  them 
of  schools  suitably  situated  in  which  free 
places  were  provided.  Neither  in  the 
original  letter  of  complaint,  nor  subse- 
quently, have  any  such  particulars  been 
received  as  regards  fees  and  number  of 
children  as  are  given  in  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's questioiu  The  Depfirtment  is 
unable  to  say  what  lines  were  followed 
by  the  School  Boards  interested  in  esti- 
mating the  number  of  children  for  whom 
the  Kchool  should  be  built,  but  it  \m  pre- 
sumed that,  in  the  circumstances  of  the 
locality,  the  School  Boai'ds  allowed  for  an 
incrense  of  population.  The  school  is 
sullicient  for  660  children,  and  the 
average  attendance  for  the  year  ended 
May  last  was  201.  Any  statistics  show- 
ing that  hardship  exists  will  receive  the 
consideration  of  the  Department,  but 
until  the  reasons  upon  which  the  pro- 
posals of  the  School  Boards  under  the 
minute  of  26th  August  last  were  besed 
can  be  shown  to  be  unfounded  the 
sanction  already  given  to  these  proposab 
cannot  be  withdrawn. 

IRELAND— THE  CORK  UNION. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretfiry  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
LiTid  if  the  Local  Government  Board 
have  at  length  consented  to  give  the 
grant  due  to  the  Cork  Union  for 
labourers'  cottages;  and  how  long  and 
for  what  period  the  grant  in  question  has 
been  left  unpaid  to  the  Board  ? 

]\Iii.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  late  Board 
of  Guardians  of  the  Cork  Union  had 
already  received  out  of  the  sanctioned 
loan  a  sum  in  excess  of  the  amount  re- 
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quired  for  the  houses  proceeded  with. 
Their  application  of  November  28  for  a 
further  instalment  could  not,  therefore, be 
considered  without  further  information, 
Avhich  the  Local  Government  Board 
applied  to  them  for  on  December  11,  but 
this  information  was  not  furnished  by 
the  Guardians.  The  Local  Government 
Board  are  now  in  communication  with 
the  Vice  Guardians  on  the  subject. 

Dr.  TAN"]!^ER  :  For  how  long  a  period 
has  the  grant  in  question  been  left  un- 
paid to  the  Board,  and  what  is  the  sum 
due  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  grant  was 
applied  for  on  the  28th  of  November,  but 
the  amount  was  not  part  of  the  hon. 
Member's  question. 

Dr.  tanner  :  As  the  answer  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  most  unsatisfac- 
tory I  will  put  the  question  down  again 
for  to-morrow,  and  from  day  to  day  until 
I  get  an  answer. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  if  he  has  seen  a  Report 
of  the  meeting  of  the  Cork  Dispensary 
Committee  on  the  18th  instant,  at  which 
complaint  was  made  of  the  action  of  the 
recently  appointed  Vice  Guardians  in 
stopping  an  outdoor  relief  grant  of  4s. 
per  week  from  a  m,an  named  James 
Madden,  who  has  recently  lost  his  sight 
and  has  a  wife  and  family  dependent 
up")n  him ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  a 
large  number  of  complaints  of  a  similar 
character  in  connection  with  the  stoppage 
of  outdoor  relief  have  been  made  in  the 
Cork  Union  District ;  and  if  he  will 
direct  the  Local  Government  Board  to 
institute  inquiry  into  the  matter  of  these 
repeated  complaints  1 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  trust  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  (Dr. 
Tanner)  will  take  this  as  an  answer  also 
to  his  Question  No.  24. 

Dr.  TANNER:  I  am  afraid  that  I 
cannot  do  so,  especially  in  reference  to 
the  fourth  paragraph  of  my  question,  in 
which  I  ask  what  economy  would  be 
effected  by  the  action  of  the  Vice  Guar- 
dians. Wliat  I  desire  to  know  is  whether 
a  remonstrance  has  reached  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  with  regard  to  the  treatment 
of  the  poor  old  blind  man  by  the  recently 
appointed  Vice  Guardians  to  the  Cork 
Union  ;•  whether  it  is  true  that  for  some 
considerable  time  past  Madden  has 
been    in    receipt    of     4s.    weekly    out- 


door relief,  which  helped  him  and  his 
wife  and  six  children  to  keep  out  of  the 
workhouse  ;  whether  the  Vice-Guardians 
have  recently  made  the  following  order 
respecting  him  in  the  relief  book  : 
"  Stopped,  Order  Ticket  for  Workhouse  ;" 
what  economy  would  be  effected  by 
such  action  in  such  a  case  ;  and  whether 
the  facts  of  the  particular  case  referred 
to  have  been  received  by  him  from  the' 
Cork  Dispensary  Committee  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  have  already 
in  subsiance  answered  the  question. 
The  action  of  the  Guardians'  is  un- 
doubtedly in  the  direction  of  economy. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Did  not  this  poor  man 
beg  and  implore  to  continue  in  the  receipt 
of  this  4s.  a  week  out-door  relief?  Did 
he  not  request  again  and  again  td'bfe 
allowed  to  live  with  his  wife  and  family, 
and  not  be  separated  from  them  by  being 
sent  to  the  workhouse  ?  Is  it  not  the 
fact  that  instead  of  an  expenditure  of 
some  j£10  a  year  the  rates  will  be  in-^ 
creased  to  ^70  in  consequence  of  th6 
action  of  the  Vice  Guardians  ? 

Mr.  a.  jr.  BALFOUR  :  No,  I  should 
think  that  that  is  not  the  case.  The 
object  of  the  Guardians  was  to  get  this 
man  into  the  hospital. 

Dr.  tanner  :  There  is  another  part 
of  the  question  wliich  the  right  honl 
Gentleman  has  not  answered.  Has  he 
received  any  information  in  regard  to  the 
facts  of  this  case  from  the  Cork  Dispeun 
sary  Committee  recently  appointed  by 
the  Vice  Guardians,  forwarded  by  thfe 
High  Sheriff  of  the  City  of  Cork  1 

Mr.  a.  J  BALFOUR  :  I  have  re- 
ceived  an  account  of  a  meeting  which 
has  been  held. 

*Mr.  FLYNN  :  Had  the  Vice-Guardians 
any  knowledge  that  the  stopping  of  out- 
door relief  would  drive  this  man  into  the 
workhouse,  and  consequently  lead  to  a 
large  increase  of  the  rates  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  have  no  in- 
formation that  there  has  been  a  large 
increase  of  the  rates  ;  on  the  contrary,  I 
believe  that  the  action  of  the  Vice- 
Guardians  has  conduced  to  economy. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Is  it  not  the  fact  that 
the  Dispensary  Committee  has  quite  re- 
cently been  appointed  by  the  Vice- 
Guardians,  and  that  it  is  in  consequence 
of  their  protest  and  in  the  interests  of 
humanity  that  I  have  been  induced  to 
ask  these  questions  ? 
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Mb.  A.  J.BALFOUR:  I  do  not  know 
what  reasons  may  liave  induced  the  hon. 
Member  to  ask  these  questions,  but  I 
cannot  give  him  any  farther  infor- 
mation. 

THE  SUPPORT    OF  PAUPER  PARENTS. 

Mr.  WINTERBOTHAM  (Gloucester, 
Cirencester)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  case  tried  by  the  Magistrates  at  Eves- 
ham, on  Monday,  10th  February,  in 
which  Charles  Taylor,  a  labourer,  of 
Honeybourne,  was  summoned  by  the 
Relieving  Officer  for  non-payment  of  37s. 
arrears  of  payment  under  orders  to  con- 
tribute Is.  per  week  towards  the  main- 
tenance of  his  father  and  mother  in  the 
workhouse  ;  whether  his  attentio.i  has 
I  sen  drawn  to  the  evidence,  Avhich 
•bowed  that  Taylor  had  a  wife  and  a 
crippled  son  to  support,  and  had  further 
had  a  daughter  on  his  hands  for  12 
months  ;  that  Taylor's  wages  being  10s. 
a  week  nominally,  but  subject  to  deduc- 
tion for  wet  weather,  had  averaged  not 
more  than  9s.  a  week  ;  and  that,  for  the 
last  six  weeks,  Taylor's  earnings  had  ohly 
been  a  total  of  20s.,  or  3s.  6d.  a  Avoek  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  it  was  urged 
in  favour  of  Taylor's  ability  to  pny  that 
he  had  an  allotment  of  one  and  a-half 
acr^s,  for  which  he  had  to  pay  four 
times  the  agricultural  rjnt;  whether 
the  Bench,  in  condemning  Taylor 
to  pay  20s.  in  satisfaction  of  the 
claim  and  costs,  stated  "  that  they  had 
been  very  lenient  with  him  "  ;  whether 
the  law  requires  that  agricultural 
labourers,  earning  9s.  to  10s.  a  week, 
should  be  called  upon  to  contribute 
towards  the  support  of  relatives  in  the 
workhouse  ;  and  whether  he  will  con- 
sider the  advisability  of  transferring  the 
appeal  from  Petty  Sessions  to  the  County 
Court,  considering  that  the  decision  rests 
entirely  on  ability  to  pay,  and  that  the 
practice  of  different  Petty  Sessional 
Courts  varies  very  considerably  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matiiiews, 
Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  liave  made  inquiry 
of  the  Justices  and  have  seon  a  newspap'jr 
report  of  the  procjedings.  It  ai)pears 
that  two  orders  were  made  upon  this 
man  in  June,  1886,  to  pay  two  sums  of 
6d.  per  week  towards  the  maintenance  of 
his   father   and   mother.       He  fell   into 


arrears  of  18s.  6d.  under  each  order. 
The  Guardians,  having  made  inquiry  into 
his  ability  to  pay,  applied  to  the  Bench 
to  enforce  payment  in  full.  The  Bench 
decided  to  enforce  payment  to  the  amount 
of  10s.  on  each  order,  but  not  to  issue 
process  until  such  time  as  the  man  could 
pay.  They  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
his  average  income  would  be  about  15s. 
a  week.  He  was  not  at  that  time 
supporting  a  daughter.  He  occupied  on 
allotment  of  about  two  acres,  but  the 
Bench  do  not  know  at  what  rent.  I 
understand  the  law  to' be  that  orders  to 
c  >ntribute  towards  the  relief  of  pmper 
relatives  should  only  be  made  on  persons 
of  sufficient  ability,  and  that  is  a  question 
of  fact  for  the  Justices  to  decide.  I  have 
no  reason  to  believe  that  County  Court 
Judges  would  decide  this  question  with 
more  uniformity  than  the  Justices  in 
Petty  Sessions. 

Mr.  WINTERBOTHAM  :  Upon  what 
evidence  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
say  that  this  man  had  15s.  a  week? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  ITint  is  the 
information  the  Bench  of  Magistrates 
communicated  to  me  in  answer  to  my 
question.  ^ 

MERTHYR  TYDVIL  WORKHOUSE. 
Mr.  DAVID  THOMAS  (Merthyr 
Tydvil)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  ctf 
the  Local  Government  Board  if  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  action  of 
the  Rjv.  T.  L.  Davies  and  Sister  Naomi, 
of  the  Church  of  England,  in  entering 
the  Union  Workhouse  at  Merthyr  Tyd- 
vil, on  8th  February  last,,  without  the 
knowledge  of  the  master,  and  at  a  time 
when  they  had  expressly  been  told  it 
would  be  inconvenient  for  them  to  visit 
any  of  the  inmates ;  whether  it  is  true 
that  they  were  found  by  the  master  at 
8  o'clock  on  the  morning  of  that  day  at 
the  bedside  of  James  Bennett,  who  was 
not  dangerously  ill  at  the  time,  with  two 
lighted  wax  candles ;  and  whether  any 
person  has  a  legal  right  to  enter  a  work- 
house without  the  permission  of  the 
Guardians,  and  in  opposition  to  the 
anthority  o^  the  master? 

*Mr.  RITCHIE:  ]\ry  a^ention  had 
not  been  drawn  to  this  matter  before 
notice  was  given  of  the  question  ;  but  I 
have  sine-  received  communications  from 
the  Gaardiai  s  and  the  rector  of  the 
parish  on  the  subject.  The  facts  appear 
to  be  substantially  as  given  in  the  ques* 
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tion,  except  that  Mr.  Davies,  the  clergy- 
man who  visitsd  the  workhouse,  states 
that  he  had  previously  obtained  the  per- 
mission of  the  matron  to  attend  at  the 
w^orkhouse  at  the  time  mentioned  for  the 
purpose  of  administering  the  Holy  Com- 
munion to  the  inmate  in  question. 
Speaking  generally,  persons  have  no  right 
to  enter  a  workhouse  without  the  per- 
mission of  the  Guardians ;  but  the  licensed 
minister  of  the  religious  persuasion 
of  any  inmate  may  at  all  times  in  the 
day,  on  the  request  of  the  inmate,  visit 
the  workhouse  to  afford  religious  assist- 
ance to  such  inmate. 

REPORTS  ON  IRISH  AGRICULTURE. 

Mr.  lane  (Cork  Co.,  E.) ;  1  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutanant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
Reports  on  Irish  Agriculture,  which  are 
furnished  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  by  the 
Registrar  General,  and  subsequently 
prcsentad  to  Parliament,  are  entirely 
prepared  by  members  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary  and  Metropolitan  Police 
Fore  J ;  what  special  training  do  Irish 
policomen  undergo  to  qualify  them  to 
report  on  agricultural  matters ;  has  his 
attention  been  called  to  the  Report  of 
the  polic3  officer  at  Kanturk,  that — 
"Prices  ara  fairly  high  and  remunera- 
tive ;  I  attribute  this  to  a  better  feeling 
existing  in  the  country ;  "  and  is  there 
any  source  of  information  on  Irish 
agricultural  matters  available  to  the 
Government  of  Ireland  other  than  the 
Irish  Police  Force  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Reports 
on  Irish  Agriculture  issued  by  the  Regis- 
trar General's  Department  are  not  pre- 
pared by  members  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary  and  Metropolitan  Police. 
T.ie  information  on  which  these  Reports 
are  founded  is  collected  by  enumerators 
select  id  from  these  forces,  who  have 
considerable  experience,  a  large  number 
of  them  having  been  employed  in  this 
work  from  time  to  time  for  many  years. 
The  District  Inspectors  report  from  their 
local  knowledge  as  to  the  probable  cause 
to  which  the  oood  or  bad  yield  may  be 
atti'ibuted.  The  District  Ins  )ector  at 
Kauturk  statjd  his  opinion  as  given  in 
the  quistion.  There  are  various  sources 
of  information  on  such  matters  available 
to  the  Registrar  General,  who,  wherever 
necessary,  communicates  direct  with  the 
agriculturists  themselves.      I.  may   say 


that  the  Return  of  the  Registrar  General 
cannot  be  described  as  the  Report  of  the 
Government,  although  it  is  an  official 
Return.  I  may  also  remind  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  persons  employed  in 
collecting  the  statistical  information  on 
which  the  schedule  of  prices  of  the 
Land  Commission  was  based  were  not 
members  of  the  Police  Force. 

*Mr.  lane  :  Does  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  consider  that  the  time  has 
come  when  there  should  be  some  De- 
partment of  the  State  appointed  in 
Dublin  for  the  purpose  of  looking  after 
agricultural  matters  in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  not  at  all 
sure  that  some  improvement  might  not 
be  effected  in  the  direction,  mentioned 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

THE  IRISH  TELEGRAPH  SERVICE. 
Mr.  lane  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether  "  learners,"  who 
have  neither  pay  nor  responsibility,  are 
permitted  to  have  access  to  the  Mallow 
and  other  telegraph  offices  in  Ireland  • 
is  it  in  accordance  with  the  Rules  of  the 
Telegraph  Service  that  such  persons 
should  deal  with  and  learn  the  contents 
of  telegrams  passing  through  these 
offices  in  small  country  towns ;  can  he 
explain  why  those  learners  are  sent  to 
relieve  the  regular  staff  at  other  stations ; 
and  whether  he  will  consider  the  desir- 
ability of  sending  duly  appointed  clerks 
on  this  duty  ? 

♦The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raiees,  Cambridge  University) :  At 
Mallow,  as  at  other  places  throu2fhout 
the  United  Kingdom,  learners  withont 
pay  have  access  to  the  telegraph  office  ; 
but  it  cannot  be  said  that  they  have  no 
responsibility,  as  they  are  all  required  to 
make  the  official  declaration  before  a 
magistrate.  It  is  obvious  that  .unless 
persons  were  allowed  to  learn  the  tele- 
graph work  it  would  be  impossible  for 
the  Department  to  provide  itself  with 
qualified  telegraphists.  It  is  both  in 
accordance  with  the  Rules  of  the  Service 
and  with  the  necessities  of  the  case  thnt 
such  persons  should  deal  with  actual 
t  legrams.  Aftjr  the  learners  b.c  ^me 
thorou^rhly  competjnt,  and  while  t'l  y 
are  waiting  for  vacancies  on  the  establish- 
mant,  they  are  employed  to  relic va 
abs3nt  officers  at  other  places.  This  is 
economical  to  the  Department,  and  it  is 
beneficial   to    the    learners,  in   that    it 
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affords  them  some  emolnment  wKilet  they 
are    'vraiting     for     permanerlt    appoint- 


•Mr.   lane  :     Arising    out     of    tliiit 


QUAiiD  ROOM  AT  GIBRALTAR. 
Mr.  MOUNT   (Berks,    Newbury):    I 

beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
ji        J.V.       .  .  ,  T         f.     ,.  Wat.  wkether  the    New    Mole    Guard 

answer  does  the  right  hon.  GeiUloman  ^^^^^  ^^  Gibraltor,  which  was  dosed 
think  it  desirable  that  perttous  should  be 
employed  in  learning  the  business  in 
such  very  small  places  as'  Mallow  1  Is  it 
not  more  desirable  that  they  should  be 
stationed  in  the  larger  towns  ? 

•Mr.  RAIKES  1  I  will  make  inquiry, 
and  ascertain  how  far  that  sng^etion  can 
be  acted  upon. 

•Mr.  lane  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General,  with  reference  tfl  the 
fact  that  within  the  past  few  years  six 
vacancies  (five  for  males  and  one  for 
females)  have  occurred  in  the  Cork 
Telegraph  Office,  and  that  five  males  and 
one  female  clerk  have  been  drafted 
from  country  towns  and  railway  stations 
to  fill  these  vacancies,  if  he  will  explain 
why  those  vacant  positions  in  Cork,  or 
the  ones  vacated  in  the  country  towns 
and  railway  stations,  were  not  given  or 

offered  to  the  "  learners,"  who  have  been 

waiting  at  and  performing  the  duties  of 
substitutes  in  the  Cork  Office  for  four  or 

five  years  ? 
•ilB.  lUIKES  :  Since   January,    188G, 

there  have  been  nine  vacancies  for  male 

telegraphists  at  Cork,  of  wliich  four  havi 

been  filled  by  learners  in  that  office  and 

five  by  telegra,[)hists  from  other  office 

Of   the    five    vacancies   thus    civiitcd    at 

other  offices,  one,   at   Liniei'ick  Junction, 

was   offered   to  a  learner  at   Cork,    who 

declined  it ;  a  second  was  not  tilled  at  all, 

the  situation  being  abolished  ;  and  of  the 

other  three  two  were  filled   by  learners 

in   the  respective  offices   in    which  the 

vacancies  occurred.  For  female  tele- 
graphists eight  vacancies  have  occurred 

at  Cork  since  April,  1884,  and  of  these 

seven  have  been  filled  by  leai'ners  in  the 

Cork  office,  and  the  eighth  by  a  tele- 
graphist from  Knocklong  Railway  Station, 

the    viuiancy     there    being  given   to    a 

learner  from  Cork. 
•Mr.  LANK:  Was  there  no  learner  in 

the  Cork  Office  capable  of  tilling  either  ol 

these  vacancies,  so  that  it  was  necessary 

to  introduce  straiigei-s  from  other  offices" 
•Mk.  RAIKES ;  I  have  no   reason   to 

believe  that  the  persons  referred  to  wert- 

unfitted;    but-  the   individuals  selected 

were  thought  to  be  more  competent. 
Mr.\RaikM 


■luring  the  summers  of  1888  and  188« 
jn  account  of  its  nnhealtby  position  from 
Iteing  over  the  sewer  of  the  town,  has 
been  re.opened  with  the  sanction  of  the 
medical  authority ;  and  whether  it 
lontinuance  is  essential  to  the  Service  t 
•Mr.  B.  STANHOPB  :  The  New  Mole 
Guard  Room  was  re-opened  in  1889  with 
the  sanction  of  the  priucipal  medica 
officer,  but  it  has  been  again  closed  a 
his  suggestion.  The  position  of  thi 
nx>m  is  at  the  entrance  to  the  fortress 
and  the  General  Officer  commanding 
considers  a  guard  room  necessary  there. 

PRISON  LABOUR. 
Me.  QUILTEtt  (Suffolk,  Sudbury)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  wlietlier  any  prison 
labour  is  let  out  by  tender  for  any  sort 
uf  Hianufactnre  except  mat  making  ;  and 
can  he  state  in  what  j>risons  labour  is  let 
out  by  tender  for  mat  making ;  the 
number  of  hands  employed  under 
tender  in  thosj  prisons ;  the  names  of 
the  contractors  for  laboor  in  such 
prisons ;  and  for  how  long  each  con- 
tractor has  hired  labour  in  the  prison  or 
jirisons  1 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  answer  to 
■hon.  Member's  first  question  is  that  it 
tme  that  in  some  prisons  contractors 
undertake  to  fuiiush  materials  to  the 
prison  authorities  for  the  making  of 
certain  articles  otiier  than  mats,  and  to 
tike  the  products  at  a  certain  agreed 
price.  This  work,  however,  is  oil  done 
in  the  prison,  and  under  the  supervision 
of  prison  officers.  As  to  the  hon. 
Member's  second  ijuestion,  I  cannot,  in 
the  interest  of  the  Public  Service,  give 
any  information  beyond  that  which  is 
already  given  to  Parliament  in  the 
annual  Reports  of  the  Prison  Commis- 
sioners ill  accordance  with  the  Prison 
Act  of  1877. 

•Mr.  QUILTER  :  I  hog  to  give  notice 
that,  in  couscijuerce  of  the  unsatisfactory 
answer  of  the  rigiit  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
sliall  repeat  the  (luestion  again  in  some 
form  or  another  until  I  get  a  satisfactory 
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*Mr.  CAUSTOlSr  (Southwark,  W.)  :  Is 
it  notfnie  that  these  mats  are  sold  in  com- 
petition with  mats  manufactured  outside 
at  considerably  lower  prices  than  they 
can  be  produced  by  outside  makers  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  Commis- 
sioners have  nothing  to  do  with  the  sale 
of  the  mats. 

SCOTTISH  ISLANDS— POSTAL 
COMMUNICATION. 
Mr.  eraser -MACKINTOSH  (In- 
verness-shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  if  there  be  any  rules  as 
regards  population  or  otherwise  which 
guide  the  Post  Office  in  dealing  with 
outlying  localities ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Island  of  Tarrinsay  in 
Harris,  with  a  population  of  60,  depen- 
dent on  the  Post  Office  at  Tarbert,  and 
the  Island  of  Heisker  in  North  Uist, 
dependent  on  Lochmaddy,  and  with  a 
population  of  143,  have  neither  of  them 
any  postal  communication  whatever ; 
and  whether  he  will  take  their  isolated 
case  into  his  consideration,  with  the  view 
of  granting  them  at  least  a  weekly 
post? 
•Mr.  RAIKES  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member,  I  have  to  state  that  the  ques- 
tion of  establishing  new  posts  must,  in 
some  degree,  be  determined  by  the  con- 
sideration whether  the  expenditure  bears 
a  reasonable  proportion  to  the  revenue 
available.  In  the  case  of  the  two  Islands 
named,  I  regret  that  no  arrangement 
is  practicable  for  affording  postal  com- 
munication, except  at  an  outlay  largely 
in  excess  of  the  revenue  from  the  cor- 
respondence, which  is  small  in  amount ; 
and  I  may  add  that  even  now  the  main 
service  to  Harris  and  North  Uist  entails 
a  heavy  loss  to  the  revenue.  At  the 
same  time,  I  shall  be  happy  to  again 
examine  the  question  raised  if  any  per- 
sons interested  should  be  prepared  to 
enter  into  a  guarantee  to  meet  the  neces- 
sary increased  expense. 

SOUTH  AFRICAN  AFFAIRS. 

CoLONKL  LAURIE  (Bath):  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  the  dispute  as  to  the 
territory  comprised  between  the  Rivers 
Shashi  and  Macloutsie,  claimed  by 
Khama,  Chief  of  the  Bamaugwate,  and 
Lo  Bengulo,  King  of  the  Matabele,  has 
been  settled,  and  in  whose  favour  the 
award  haa  been  given  ? 


'  Thb  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  THB  COLONIES  (Baron  H. 
de  Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth):  The 
chiefs  named  have  not  agreed  to  submit 
their  competing  claims  to  this  territory 
to  the  award  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  its  neutrality  is  therefore 
being  maintained  for  the  present  under 
the  police  of  the  Protectorate. 

THE  AMERICAN  MAILS. 
Mr.  LENG  (Dundee):  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that 
on  every  voyage  during  the  year  1889, 
as  well  as  on  her  first  voyage  in  1890, 
the  steamer  City  of  Paris  arrived  at 
New  York  from  36  to  48  hours  in 
advance  of  the  mail-carrying  steamer, 
which  left  Queenstown  at  the  same  time 
with  her;  and  will  he  state  why  Her 
Majesty's  mails  are  sent  by  the  slower 
steamer  instead  of  the  faster  ? 

*Mb.  RAIKES:  As  the  steamer  City 
of  Paris  does  not  belong  to  either  of  the 
two  companies  contracting  for  the  con- 
veyance of  Her  Majesty's  mails  twice  a 
week  from  Queenstown  to  New  York,  the 
Post  Office  does  not  take  official  cognisance 
of  her  performances,  though  I  was  aware 
that  she  was  making  excellent  passages. 
It  is,  of  course,  not  practicable  to  bring 
within  the  scope  of  the  contract  every 
fast  Atlantic  steamer  that  may  be  put 
upon  the  line  by  a  rival  company.  But 
the  public  can  always  obtain  the  use  of 
fast  outside  steamers  by  specially  super- 
scribing their  letters  to  go  by  such 
steamers,  and  this  arrangement  Avorks 
very  satisfactorily.  Her  Majesty's  mails 
are  conveyed  by  the  Cunard  and  White 
Star  Lines  of  steamers  under  contracts 
approved  by  Parliament  in  June,  1887. 

COLLIERY  EXPLOSION  AT  LONGTON. 
Mr.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  vei-dict  of  the  coroner's  jury,  as 
reported  in  the  Manchester  Gtuirdian  on 
31st  January,  in  the  case  of  the  64  lives 
which  were  lost  through  the  explosion  at 
Mossfield  Colliery,  Longton,  on  the  17th 
of  October  last,  from  which  it  appears 
that  the  jury  declared  the  manager,  Mr 
Potts,  was — 
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"Deserving  of  severe  censure  in  not  personally 
inspecting  the  mine  for  bo  long  a  tiinu  previous 
to  the  explosion," 

and  that  the  coroner,  in  addressing  Mr. 
Potts,  said — 

"He  had  systematicilly  broken  Kule  21, 
which  required  his  daily  supervision  of  the 
mine,  and  had  also  disregarded  Rule  7  of  the 
General  Ruled,  which  required  that  he  should 
withdraw  the  men  from  the  pit  in  the  case  of 
danger;" 

and,  if  so,  whether  the  Government  pro- 
pose to  take  any  further  action  in  the 
matter  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  Yes,  Sir ;  I  am 
aware  of  the  finding  of  the  coroner's  jnry  ; 
but  until  1  receive  the  Rj:port  of  the 
counsel  who  attended  the  inquest  on 
bahalf  of  the  Home  Office  I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  say  what  action,  if  any,  the 
Government  will  ba  able  to  take  after  the 
lapse  of  time  that  has  occurred.  I  am 
expacting  the  Report  every  day. 

Mr.  fen  wick  :  Will  the  Report  be 
presented  to  Parliament,  and  will  copies 
be  obtainable  by  lion.  Members  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  will  make 
inquiry,  and  inform  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. 

COUPLING  APPLIANCES. 

Mr.  CHANGING  (Northamptonshire, 
E  )  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Bjard  of  Trade  when  the  Roturiis 
ordered  of  Coupling  Applianci^s  in  nsj 
on  the  goods  waggons  cif  the  Railway 
Companies,  and  also  on  waggons  belong- 
ing to  privat3  owners,  will  be  completed 
and  presented  to  the  House  ? 

♦The  PRh;SIDli:N'T  oi<'  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.)  :  The  Rotiirns  were  presented  on 
the  first  (lay  of  the  Sjssion. 

THE  PIICEN'IX  PAKK,  DUBL1N-- 
BAND  SSTAND. 

Mr.  murphy  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  the  Board  of  Works  are  taking 
steps  to  erect  the  band-stand  in  the 
PJioenix  Park,  Dublin,  promised  last 
year  ;  and  when  it  will  be  C)mplet3d  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SJRY  (Mr.  Jaciv^on',  L.-ds,  N.) :  The 
f  St  of  orv'cting  t'ae  baiid-stiiiid  in  the 
Piiceuix  Park,  Dublin,  will  be  provided 
in  tUe  Estimites  for  181)0-1891,  and  as 
soon  a.s  tiie  money  is  made  available  tlu 
work  will  be  proceeded  with. 
Jdr,  Fenwick 


BANTRY  HARBOUR. 

Mr.  MURPHY  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  anything 
has  been  done  since  last  Session  to  mark 
with  buoys  the  entrance  to  Bantry 
Harbour  ;  and  whether  several  accidents 
have  occurred  to  Her  Majesty's  Sliips, 
which  frequently  resort  to  this  Harbour, 
from  want  of  proper  marks  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middle- 
sex, Ealing)  :  A  temporary  buoy  has 
been  placed  at  the  entrance  to  Bantry 
Bay  pending  the  supply  of  buoys  of  a 
more  permanent  character.  With  the 
exception  of  the  first  reserve  ship,  which 
is  stationed  there,  Her  Majesty's  ships 
very  rarely  \4sit  Bantry  Harbour.  Only 
one  accident,  and  that  a  slight  one,  has 
happened  to  Her  Majesty's  ships  in 
Bantry  Bay  for  a  considerable  number 
of  years  past. 

Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.)  : 
Does  the  noble  Lord  mean  Bantry 
Harbour  or  Bantrv  Bay  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  I  presume  that 
Bantry  Harbour  is  B.iutry  Bay. 

Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON:  Certainly 
not. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  If  the  hon. 
Member  Avill  put  tlie  question  down 
I  Avill  miike  furtlier  inquiry. 

INFLUENZA  AT  SHKERNESS. 

.AfR.  EDWARD  KNATCHBULL- 
HUGKSSKN  (Rochester):  I  beg  to  ask 
tlie  ¥h\>t  Lord  of  the  Admirjilty  whether 
his  attention  his  been  calLd  to  a  state- 
ment which  recently  appeared  in  a  naval 
and  military  journal  to  the  effect — 

"  I  h.it  a  Sriilor  was  la*ely  takftn  from  one  of 
the  8hi|  s  at  Sheerness  sutfrtring  from  iriHuenza  ; 
ih;it  the  noxt  day  he  was  sent  in  a  lug  to 
Chitham  H<»aj»itHl.  a  two  hours' journoy  ;  that 
on  the  loUowiiig  day  hi;  died  ;" 

and,  if  this  be  true,  whether  he  will 
take  stej)s  to  insure  that  in  the  future 
such  casL's  shall  be  treated  in  the  locality 
where  tliey  occur  ? 

Lord  G.*'  HAMILTON  :  I  presume  that 
the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  refers 
to  a  s  jaman  named  James  Goulin,  quarter- 
master of  Her  Majesty's  ship  Wyp,  who 
was  sent  to  tlie  iufi.'niaiy  Avards  at  Sheer- 
ness  Bari'ac'cs  on  the  9t'i  of  January  last 
md  transferred  to  Chatham  Hospital  on 
the  following  day  sufferino-  from  iiitluenza. 
This  man  died  o.i  the  tliii'd  day  afterwards 
from  pneumonia,  a  frequent  sequence  in 
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t!i2  case  of  the  pr.'ssnt  epidemic  of  tliis 
d;^3(iao.  Gimliii  w:is  coiiveyel  1 1  Cliatliani 
in  ft  Cut  OH  biKlnl  tho  tossl'I  apeciaVy  fitted 
for  t!i3  removft!  of  tlu  sick  from  Shcer- 
ni  S5,  accjEQpn,ni-jd  by  the  surgeon  of  the 
Wye,  wlio  took  every  care  of  him  during 
the  passage,  and  bandjd  him  over  him- 
self to  the  principal  medical  officer  of  the 
hospital.  The  reason  why  thie  man  was 
remoi-ed  from  the  barrack  infirmary  at 
Sbeemess  was  that  the  wards  were  over- 
crowded at  the  time  with  serious  caa^s  ol 
iaflusiiza.  Under  the  circumstances, 
eviiry  care  ssems  to  hava  been  taken  by 
the  medical  ofBcjrs  in  charge  of  the  case. 

CAEETAKEItS  IN  IRELAND. 

Sib   GEORGE   TBEVELYAN  (Glaa- 

gow,    Bridgeton) :    I    beg    to    ask    the 

Chief  Secret  iry  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  in  view  of  the  labonr  which 
would  be  involved  in  preparing  a  Bettirn 
fur  the  whole  of  Ireland  of  the  number 
of  tenants  made  caretakers  under  Section 
-  7  of  the  Land  Act  of  1887,  and  subse- 
quently re-inBtated  as  tenants  in  full 
possession  of  their  rights,  whether  a 
Rjtarn  could  be  prepared  over  certain 
districts  BuiEciently  large  to  enable  an 
approximate  judgment  to  be  formed  ; 
anil  whether  the  Government  will  con- 
sent to  give  such  a  Return  for  the  county 
in  each  of  the  four  Provinces  of  Ireland 
in  which  looBt  notices  of  ejectment  have 
bsen  served ! 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  suggested 
Return  would,  no  doubt,  be  very  intLTcst- 
ing  and  important  if  it  could  be  obtained. 
But  1  am  not  sure  thiit  the  necessary 
information  could  be  procured  from  any 
official  sources.  Andlwouldpointouttfaat 
while  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  admits 
the  labonr  that  would  be  involved  ii 
attempting  in  an  unofficial  way  to 
collect  the  details,  his  present  proposal 
is  that  the  attempt  sbould  bo  made  where 
the  labour  would  be  greatest.  I  mnst 
also  point  out  that  even  were  the  at- 
tempt made  the  result  would  not  afford 
a  safe  ground  for  calculation  as  to  what 
had  happened  in  other  parts  of  Ireland, 
since  the  eviction  notices  are  naturally 
highest  in  counties  where  illegal 
conspiracies  have  prevented  settlements 
between  landlord  and  tenant. 

PLEU  RO- PNEUMONIA. 

Dr.    FARQUHARSON    (Aberdeen- 

•hire,  W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Minister 


(Irelaiid)  Act.  1018 

f.T  Agriculture  whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Guvaromeut  to  establish  an 
ax  perimental  station  where  the  exact 
nature  of  plenropneuraimia  can  be 
as.-ertained,  and  conditions  established 
under  which  inoculation  ca'i  be  scientific- 
iilly  carried  out ;  and,  failing  this, 
whether-  they  ivill  contribute  to  the 
expenses  of  any  Local  Authority  which 
will  undertake  to  carry  out  thesj  ex- 
periments t 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRlCULTaRE  (Mr.  Chaplin 
Liocolu,  Sleaford)  :  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member's  question,  I  am  advised 
that  experiments  have  b^en  carried 
years  in  tbis  country  and  abroad 


without  any  satisfactorj-  result.  This 
inquiry  is  still  b^^iug  continued  at  the 
Royal  "Vetarinaiy  College,  London.  The 
annual  Report  of  the  Vtterinary  Depart- 
ment will  contain  a  statement  of  all  that 
has  bjen  done  on  this  subject  by 
scientists  up  to  the  present  time.  It  is 
baing  prepared  ;  and,  having  regard  to 
this  fact,  and  to  the  conflicting  evidence 
given  before  the  Departmental  Com- 
mittee which  was  appointed  to  inquire 
into  pleuro-pneumonia  and  tuberculosis 
in  1888,  it  appears  desirable  to  wait  for 
the  statement  which  I  have  referred 
to  before  any  further  steps  are  taken. 

IBISH  LIGHT  KAILWAYK. 

Me.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  tb;  Loril  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land when  he  will  make  known  the  • 
result  of  the  inquiries  held  by  the 
Special  Commission  into  the  various  pro- 
posed lines  of  Light  Railways  along  the 
West  Coast  of  Ireland,  and  the  decision 
come  to  by  the  Irish  Government  1 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR, :  I  hope  that 
the  information  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man refers  will  be  ready  next  week,  so 
that  it  may  be  brought  before  the  grand 
juries. 

THE  TRAMWAYS  (IRELAND)  ACT. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BtTXTON  :  I  beg  to 
aek  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Ceu- 
tanant  of  Ireland  whether  he  proposes 
any  legislation  to  counteract  the  strin- 
gency of  the  10th  clause  of  the  Tram- 
ways  (Ireland)    Act  of  18t)3,    so  as   to 
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enable    counties    or    baronies     to    g^'ve  fortunate  result  of  quartering  the  Gre- 

g^rantees  limited  to  their  means  ?  nadier  Guards  there.     All  arrangements 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  subject  is  for  accommodation  of  troops  in   Ireland 

one  of  interest,  and  is  at  present  under  are  made  by  the  Greneral  Officer  com- 

cousideration.  manding,  and  are  subject  to  local  ooa- 

siderations,  with  which-  the  War  Office 

MR.  CUFFOED  LU)YD.  Authorities  have  nothing  to  do.    . 

SiK    GEORGE    CAMPBELL    (Kirk- 
caldy) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  JUDICIAL  FACTORS, 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  what  is  the        ^^  CALDWELL :  I  beg  to  ask  the 

!^^^^vt*^!  x^*'^ '?  ^i"''"'*  *"  ^^x'*?  liord  Advocate   whether  hi«   attention 

Mr    Clifford  Lloyd  has  been  appomted,  ^^8  been  called  to  the  fact  that,  under 

and  whether    he   has  succeeded  to  an  ^j^^   j^^j^j^i  j,^^^^^  (Scotland)  Act  of 

office    and    salary   already   existmg,  or  j^,^  g^^^j^^  ^^  accountant  of  thp  Court 

whether   in   either  respect  the  appoint-  ^f  g^^^j^^  j^  authorised  to  be  appointed, 

ment  is  new  or  special;    and   whether  ^^  ^  ^,        ^^  ^  provided  by  ihe  Trea- 
Mr.  Lloyd  has  been  sent  with  a  view  to  ^^/^^^        J^^^  ^j  super&tending 

composing    the   unhappy    quarrels  and  ^nd   auditing   the^  accounts   of   iudiciS 

distractions  among  the  various  popula-  fa^tori  and  other  persons  thereinreferred 

*"^B   ^7r      SECRETARY     o.  ^^t^^^,  '^'^  *™r?  °'f  '"^ 

«,«  A  mnn,  T^/^T,T^Ti-.xT    A  TiTii  ATT^c^  /CI-  »«<!  ludicial  factoM  111  bankruptcv  cases  : 

STATE  FOE  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  ^^J^       ^^^^^  ^^e  Act,  fees  for  such 

James    Febgusson     Manchester,    N.E.) :  ^ffieial  work  are,  for  the  first  time  in 

^'"'^i^^L'A     -S'  i'i'?**     «"""  Scotland,   directed    to    be    charged    in 

anceofj£300.     Se  succeed.ed  to  an  office  ba^k^u  ^y  cases,    whilst   no  f^s   are 

and    sa  aiy     already     existing.       The  authorised  to  be  charged  in  the  case  of 

answer  to  the  second  question  is  m  the  other  and  solvent  estates ;  whether  there 

negative.  is  any  jjifood  reason  why  insolvent  estates 

TYPHOID  FEVER  AT  TBE  CURRAGH  ^^^^^f  ^  ''^'"[g''^  ^""f  .*\^  ^^f^'^f  <"*  *•»• 

p .  ,jp  official  acconntant,  whilst  solvent  estate 

^  T^  4  TXT-vT  1  aV      x-rr    ,       -.^-r  -«  shouM  obtain  sncli  services  without   any 

CoLONEi,     DAWNAY     (York,    N.R  charge  ;  and  whether  he   will    consider 

Thirsk)  :  IjK'ixto  ask  the  Secretary^  of  ^j^^  ^^^^ter   of   putting  both   classes   of 

State  for  War,  having  regard  to  the  fax!t  ^^^^^^^^   solvent   and    insolvent,    on    an 

that   owiug   to    a    severe    outbreak    of  ^       j  footing  ? 

typlioid  fovor  during  the  autumn  of  1888       \'      y  r.   d   Dnnr^orrorkTST     t  i 

a   .ortion  of   the    huts   in    the    Cnrragli  ,    ^^-  ^-  ^-^^  ^P?J^^^^^J  ^\ "^P^l 

Camp  were  condemned  by  the    medical  to  the  question  of  the   hon.    Member,  1 

authorities,  and  that  the  War  Office   re-  ^^  to   inform    him   that   every   estete, 

fused    the    £100    then    asked   for   the  ^I'^ther    solvent   or    insolvent,   coming 

restoration  of  these   huts  to  a  sanitaiy  under  the  snper^•ISlon  of  the  Accountant 

•    condition,  whether  he  can  explain  how  it  f  ^^^   v'o  "j"""^''?      X  T     li 

happened  that  the  War  Office  Authorities  ^  ^"^  "[  bedernnt.      Cases   under   the 

quartered  the    3,-d   Battalion   Grenadier  Bankruptcy  Acts   were    not   so  charged 

Guards  in   these    condemned   huts   last  ^^°''«  *''^"  ^"'^  "^  ^^  ^«"°°- 
autumn,  Avitli  the  result  that  there  was 

another  outbreak  of  t>^phoid   fever,  from  THE     NORDENFELT    GUN     COMPANY. 
the  effects  of  which  four  officers  of  the        Mr.  JAMES  ROWLANDS  (Finsbnry. 

regiment  nearly  died  ?  E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 

♦Mr.    E.    stanhope  :  There  was   no  for  War  whether  the  Maxim-Nordenfel^ 

outbreak  of  enteric  fever  in  1888  in  that  Gun    and    Ammunition    Company    are 

part  of  the  Curragh  Camp  in  which  the  executing  an  order  for  English  guns  for 

Grenadier  Guards  were  quartered  in  the  the    Government;  and   whether  he  ha^ 

autumn  of  1889.     In  fact,  only  one  case  any  information  to   the  effect  that  the 

was  reported  as  haidng  originated  there  workmen    at    present   engaged    on    this 

in  1888.     During  the  previous  months  of  work    are    foreigners    who    have    been 

1889   other   troi>ps    had   occuj)icd    these  brought    into    the    country  to    take    the 

huts   without  any  ill-effects,  and   there  place  of  the   English  workmen  now  out 

was  no  ground  for   anticipating   the  un-  on  strike  ? 
Mr.  Sydney  Buxton 
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•Mb.  E,  stanhope  :  Th«  Marim- 
Nordeiift'lt  Qnn  and  AmnianitioD  Com 
pany  are  executing  aa  order  for  tlie 
Govemment.  I  have  no  information  to 
the  effect  stated  in  the  latter  part  of  the 
qaeation. 


EMIGRATION  TO  CHILI. 
Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.)  ; 
I  bop  to  ask  the  Undersecretary  of  State 
tor  Foreign  Afluirs  whether  the  repre- 
sentatinna  on  which  a  considerable  nam- 
hsT  of  Briti^  Subjects  were  recently  in- 
duced to  emigrate  to  Chili  were  put  for- 
wardby  emigration  ageota  anthorised  by 
the  Government  of  Chili ;  n'liether  these, 
representattrtns  have  been  fulfilled;  and 
whether  Hor  Majesty's  Government  will 
nrge  the  Government  of  Chili  to  help 
these  British  emigrants,  who  are  in  a 
state  of  gr.'at  misery,  to  return  home? 

•SiK  J.  FERGUSSON :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  ni>t  aware  in  what  ex- 
pectations all  the  recent  emigrants  to 
Chili  loft  thia  countiy  ;  but,  os  I  have 
already  stated,  some  of  them  complained 
on  their  arrival  that  they  had  lieen  dis- 
appointed. 1  also  stated  that  the  Chilian 
Government  had  exerted  themselves  to 
procure  employment  for  thrso  persons. 
But  we  cumiot  accept  responsibility  on 
account  of  procoedings  of  which  we  have 
no  knowledge. 

THE  CHtS  LUSIIAI  EXPEDITION. 
Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy) ;  1  l)eg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether 
there  is  any  truth  in  the  statement 
that  tlie  Punjab  coolies  for  the 
expedition  from  Chittagong  towards 
Burmib  were  so  negleeti;d  and  exposed 
on  the  way  there  that  the  majority  of 
them  were  incapacitated  by  sickness 
before  they  joined ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
inquiry  has  been  made  to  fix  the  respon- 
sibility ? 

•Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  ; 
I  have  also  to  a.sk  the  Under  Secretary 
rf  State  wlietlier  he  has  yet  received  any 
reply  from  thi'  GoTernm('nt  of  India  as 
to  the  alleged  serious  mort:ility  amongst 
the  troojiH  engajjed  ia  ttie  Chut  Lushai 
exjwdition  ;  and,  if  so,  can  ho  make  any 
statement  as  to  the  tmth  of  the  tele- 
gram in  the  Timea  of  February  10th  on 
that  subject  ? 


•The  under  SECRETARY  or  STATE 
OR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  GORST,  Chatham)  :  I 
rill  answer  both  of  the  questions  at  the 
ame  time.  The  Secretary  of  State  ha« 
received  information;  from  the  Govern 
ment  of  India  that  the  .statements  in 
{{uestion  alluded  to  in  the  question  of  tlie 
lion.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  are  wholly  in^ 
correct,  and  thjit  the  sickness  on  the 
Chin  Lushai  expedition  has  been  greatly 
xagge  rated. 

STATE  OF  THE  CROPS  IN  SOUniERN 
INDIA. 
Mb.  BRADLAUGH  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Qnder  Secretary  of  Stute  for  India 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  owing  to  the 
deficiency  of  rain  in  October  to  December 
1889  in  Southern  India,  the  collectors 
and  other  revenue  oflicials  in  the  southern 
districts  of  the  Presidency  of'  Madras 
who  were  absent  on  leave  from  their 
stations  and  during  the  Christmas  holi- 
days were,  at  the  end  of  December  last, 
recalled  by  the  GoTommont  of  Madras 
to  their  respective  headquarters,  to 
inspect  personally  and  to  report  at  once 
upon  the  pn^sent  state  of  the  crops  in 
their  respective  districts,  and  what  the 
outcome  of  the  failure  of  the  rains  is 
likely  to  be  ;  whether  such  Reports  have 
been  received  by  the  Madras  Govern- 
ment ;  and  whether  the  Secretary  of 
State  will  lay  them  upon  the  Table  ? 

•Sib  J.  GORST  ;  The  statement  in  the 
first  paragraph  of  th(!  hon.  Member's 
question  is  correct  as  regards  eight  dis- 
tricts to  the  south  of  Madras,  in  which 
up  to  the  last  week  in  December  the  rain- 
fall of  the  North  East  Monsoon  had  been 
deficient.  During  the  last  week  of 
December,  however,  there  was  good  rain 
over  the  threatened  districts;  matters 
have  changed  for  the  better,  and  prosj 
pects  are  reported  generally  fair.  The 
detailed  Reports  by  the  district  officers 
have  not  yet  been  received  by  the 
Secretary  of  State. 

RAILWAY  FROM   CHITTAQONG  TO 
ASSAM. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Stcretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  the  Despatch 
received  by  him  from  the  Government 
of  India  in  July  last,  ri'commending  the 
granting  of  a  concession  of  land  7,600 
miles  in  extent  to  a  syndicate  of  railway 
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promot?rs,  as  one  of  the  conditions  for 
the  co'istructiori  of  a  railway  frjm 
Cbitt\i^oi,iT  to  Assim,  together  with  any 
Corrj'^iJoadcince  therjon  ;  :and  whether 
h3  will  state  if  tha  Secretary  of  Stite  has 
adopt  d  or  rejected  the  recommendations 
of  the  Government  of  India  ? 

Sir  J.  GORST;  In  July  last  the 
Secretary  of  State  received  a  Despatch 
f  i'om  the  G  )vernment  of  India  on  the 
subject  of  the  Chittagong- Assam  Railway. 
T\vi  cout2nts  of  this  Despatch  are  incor- 
rectly described  in  the  question.  The 
matter  is  still  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council. 

*Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  Do  I  undei-stand 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  con- 
tents of  the  Despatch  are  correctly  or 
incorrectly  described  in  the  question  ? 

Sir  J.  GORST :  I  said  that  they  are 
incorrectly  described. 

*Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  As  the  state- 
ment has  been  repeatedly  made,  can  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tell  the  House 
what  are  the  correct  contents  of  the 
Despatch  ? 

Sir  J.  GORST:  No,  Sir.  I  cannot 
state  the  contents  of  the  Despatch  until 
the  matter  has  been  decided.  It  is  not 
usual  to  give  such  information  until  a 
decision  has  been  arrived  at. 

HALFPENNY    POSTAGE   CARDS. 

Mk.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  what  would  be  the  estimated 
loss  for  this  year  to  the  Treasury  by 
selling  halfpenny  postage  cards  at  a 
halfpenny  each  in  place  of  the  present 
price  ? 

Mk.  JACKSON  :  I  am  informed  that 
the  estimated  loss  of  revenue  would 
amount  to  about  £61,000  a  year. 

PERSIAN   KURDS. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  STEVENSON  (Suf- 
folk, Eye)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  AfEiirs 
whether  he  has  received  any  confirma- 
tion of  the  stitement  telegraphed  to  the 
Daily  News  of  the  19th  instant  that  the 
Persian  Kurds  are  being  constantly  sup- 
plied with  Martini-Henry  rifles  by  the 
Turkish  authorities ;  that  more  than 
50,000  rifles  have  been  issued  from  the 
different  Government  stores ;  and  that 
the  armament  of  the  Kurds  is  causing 
anxiety  in  Teheran,  and  alarm  among 
Mr.  Bradlaugh 


the  Armenian  and  Nestorii,n  Christians, 
who  dp?ad  a  greit  massicre  1 
*SiR  J.  FERGUSSON:  We  have  re- 
ceived  no  confirmation  of  the  st  itement 
referrjd  to;  but  t!ie  British  Rjpresinti- 
tive  on  the  s  )ot  has  described  a  similar 
statement,  which  appeared  shortly  before 
it,  as  absurd. 

ASSESSMENT    OF    RATEABLE    PRO- 
PEUTY  IX  LONDON. 

Mr.  MORTON  (Peterborough)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  it  is  necessary  for  occupiers 
to  answer  the  questions,  Nos.  4, 6,  and  7, 
on  the  quinquennirtl  "  Return  for  the 
Assessment  of  Rateable  Property  in  the 
Metropolis  for  the  year  1890;"  and, 
whether  he  is  aware  that  improper 
use  may  be  made  of  answers  to  these 
questions,  and  will  the  penalty  be  en- 
forced if  the  questions  are  not 
answered  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  About  10  years  ago 
the  number  and  character  of  the  ques- 
tio!;s  were  modified.  The  Treasury 
Civnp.ot  interfere  with  an  Assessment 
Committee  in  the  exercise  of  their 
powers  to  call  for  information  ;  and  I  do 
not  see  in  the  questions  referred  to  any 
demand  for  information  which  may  not 
fairly  be  asked  in  the  interests  of  the 
taxpayers  at  large. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green, 
N.E.)  :  If  it  is  not  possible  for  persons  to 
answer  the  questions  will  the  penalty  be 
enforced  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  If  the  hon.  Member 
wishes  to  put  another  question  he  had 
bettjr  give  notice. 

Mr.  HOWELL  :  It  is  the  last  part  of 
the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Peterborouo^h  (Mr.  Morton). 

Mr.  JACKSON:  As  the  Treasury 
have  no  poAver  to  int^jrfere  with  the 
Assessment  Committee,  it  is  obvious 
that  there  would  be  no  power  to  inter- 
fere in  the  case  of  penalties. 

KILKENNY  LUNATIC  ASYLUM. 
Mr.  MARUM  (Kilkenny,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  lieen  directed  to  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Board  of  Governors  of 
the  County  and  City  Lunatic  Asylum  of 
Kilkenny,  and  also  to  that  of  the 
Visiting  Committee  of  Her  Majesty's 
Prison  of  Kilkenny,  and  that  not  even 
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one  of  the  names  of  the  three  represen-  of  Gweedore  and    Falcarragh ;   and  is 

tatives  of  the  ratepayers  of  county  and  the  battering  ram  to  be  employed  in  the 

city  appears  upon  the  lists  ;  and  whether,  carrying  out  of  these  evictions,  and  is  it 

in   view   of   existing   vacancies   in  both  to  be   worked,  as  in  January  and  April 

bodies,    he    will    have    such    omission  last,  by  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulaty  1 

rectified  ?  Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  understand 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  must  ask  the  that  there   are  evictions   impending   in 

hon.  Gentleman  to  defer  ths  question  for  the  districts  named;  but   there    is   no 

tw,)  or  three   days.      Inquiry   is   being  official     information    as     to     its    being 

made.  arranged  to  carry  them   out  on  Tuesday 

next.     As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  ram  was 

Malta  -mission  to  the  pope.  not  used  by  the  constabulary  at  the  evio- 

SiE  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  I  be?  to  *»°P^  ^*  January  and  April  last,  and  I  «un 

ar,::  the   Under  Secretary  of  Stata^for  not  aware  ^at  it  is  to  be  used  at  the 

Forc^n  Affairs  whether  the  appointment  P«°?^''gJ'P£**°°«-^      ^         .  .,.       •  ^x 

of  an  Envoy  Extraordinary  and  Minister  ^  ^R    ^^  NEILL  :  Is   not  the  right 

Plenipotentiary  of  high  rank  to  the  Pops,  '^°"-  Gentleman  aware  that  I  myself,  in 

in    connection     with    an     ecclesiastical  company  with  others,  saw  the  battering 

matter  in  the  Island  of  Malta,  is  in  any  "^^  **  *^«  P^^'^*  barracks  at  Falcarragh, 

way  connected  with  the  desire  of  the  ^^  *^**  \  ^*«,  exercised  at  Gweedore 

Pope  to  be  treated  with  diplomatically,  bj  a  detachment  of  ^nstebukiy  ? 

as  if  he  were  a  Temporal  Sovereign ;  and  ,  ,f  "•  /•   ^-   BALFOUR :  I  have   not 

if  ho  will  explain  why  the  Secretary  of  ?°"«^?'i  *^«  *^°°:.  Gentleman  s  proceed- 

Stp.ti.,  in  making  this  appointment,  ha,3  ^«f  ^l  *'^*  P^^^^^"  P'^"  f ,  ^h^Hf- 

taken  a  course  which  this  country  has  so  ^^^  ^^  *f  .^   ?«^  /***?!  ^   f^l 

long  refused  to  adopt?  S°ff '\''°*  inconsistent  with  the  fact 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  The  answer  to  *^*  *''?,^"^"^?™'^t'^  "''*.''!'!  ; 

the  first   question    is   in  the   negative.  ^  ^R.  MAC  NEILL :  Is  the   right  hon 

Her  Majesty's  Government  in  employing  Gentleman  aware  that   t^is   ";8tniment 

Sir  Lintirn  Simmons  on  a  special  Mission  *"«  *^^«°  P*'^  for  by  the  landlords,  and 

in  regard  to  matters  affecting  the  welfare  ^^  ^,  ,Ti,     ^   the   constabnbry   if 

of  the  people  of  Malta  have  not  acted  in-  •"^J^^^*  *"  *^«  offiror™^  evictions? 

.inconsistently  with  theabstinence hitherto  •  J^^  y '    *^-    B-^^GUR  :    I   have   no 
to    .appoint  a  permanent  representative 

of  Her  Majesty  at  the  Vatican  ARRESTS  AT  CLONGOREY. 

feiu  G.  CAMPBhiLL  :  What  I  want  to  t.^     cjt?  vt^/^-^xt  rT>  ^t    *.  wt  \     t  i.       i. 

1   i.u      •  I  1.  L        r\     Ly           •       T_      •  Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  beer  to 

ask  the  riffht  hon.  (rentleraan  is  why,  m  i     ii       /-n.-  x  a        j.          x      xi.      r     j 

n     t£  '       r  XI--     1  •  J    TT  ask   the   Chief  Secretary    to    the  Lord 

a    very    small   affair   of  this    kind.  Her  r-x         x       utij         i.xi-         xu 

iL^r  '    I  ,     ,*                  x    1        XI        1  X     x  -Lieutenant     of    Ireland      whetner     the 

Maiostys    (jrovernmeut    has    thoui^ht   it  •    j   i       i            •            i_i      !_• 

•^      "^      .             .    ,        ,  .  ,             ^  promised  local  inquiry  enables  mm  now 

necessary  to  appoint  so  hisfh  a  personag^e  T      x  x    x     xu     u           xi.       •            x 

^'^        ,\^,         J.      ^       J  AT-   •  X  to  state  to  the  House  the  circumstances 

as  an  Jijnvoy  hxtraorimary  and  Minister  x  j       -xu  xu              x      r              v 

„,     .     ,     ,n        q                "^  conuecttd  with  the  arrests  of  a  number 

rienipotantiary  f  ^                  •     i    j-       xi.          •  i        •    x     x 

•SiE  J.   FERGUSSON:    The   matters  of  Persons,  includmg  the  parish  pnest,  at 

,       .    ^    c     .,,1     ijii.       r>i-          x  Clonfforey,  on  several  days  of  last  week  : 

treated  of  will  bj  laid  before  rarliament  j          x-     i    i          u  ^.u        xi.               x 

,    ,1        ,           .  ,,              ,.  ,.              ,   T  ai^d    particularly,   whether    the    arrests 

at  the  close  of  the  neofotiations,  and  1  ^      i           •'                 x         i.  x 

.,  .   1    ,,            .,1       i   I  °  r       J   X     i_       J?  were  made    upon  warrants:  what  were 

think  they  aviU  not  m  found  to  ba  of  .i        i                        i.-  i,  xu              x 

fi  .          ,           ,      .                J  ,  the  charges  on  which  the  arrests  were 

very  small  importance  having:  regard  to  j         ^i        xi            •                           «     . 

xu      •        £  xi-    T  1     j\    £  nr  ^L  made ;    why    the    prisoners    were    first 

the  81Z3  of  the  Island  of  Malta.  i      a     a  ;\        j     xx           j       j     -xx  j  x 

handcuffed,  and  afterwards   admitted  to 

bail:  and  upon   what  legal  authority  a 

lUELAND-EVICTIOxNS  AT  GWEEDORE  private  dwellinsr-hous 3   was  broken  into 

AND   FALCARRAGH— THE  BATTERING  ^y  force  ? 

^M-  Mr.  CAREW  (KUdare,  N.)  had;  also 

Mr.  mac  NEILL :  T  beg   to  ask  the  upon  the  Paper  the  following  question  : 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 

of  Ireland  whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 

the  Irish  Times  of  20th  February,  that  tion  has  been  directed  to  the  following 

evictions   on   a   large    scale    aro    to   te  statement  in  the  Daily  News   of    20th 

^rried  out  next  Tuesday  in  the  districts  Februarjj  : — 

VOL.    CCCXLI.      [third  series.]  2  Q 
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"  Twenty-nine  more  workmen  were  arrested 
to-day  in  Clongorey  for  building  houses  for  the 
shelter  of  evicted  tenants.  The  arrests  were 
effected  by  a  force  of  100  policemen,  and  the 
prisoners  were  brought  handcuffed  to  New- 
oridge,  and  were  detained  in  the  Bridewell 
until  6  o'clock,  when  they  were  discharged 
under  bail  to  appear  at  Newbridge  Petty 
Sessions  to-morrow  week.  The  district  has 
been  greatly  excited  by  these  arrests  ;  '* 

whether  it  is  a  fact  that  on  the  previous 
day  14  other  tradesmen  and  labourers 
engaged  in  similar  work  were,  with  Mr. 
Everett,  their  foreman,  arrested  and 
brought  to  Newbridge  police  barrack ; 
whether  these  men  at  the  time  of  their 
arrest  were  working  on  land  from  which 
tenants  had  been  previously  evicted,  or 
on  land  still  in  occupation  of  tenants; 
why  were  they  handcuffed,  or  did  they 
show  any  disposition  to  evade  arrest; 
and,  on  what  grounds,  or  by  whose 
authority,  were  the  forces  of  the  Crown 
so  employed  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  With  the  per- 
mission of  the  House  I  shall  now  also 
reply  to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Kildare  (Mr.  Carew)  on 
the  same  matter.  It  is  a  fact  that  on 
the  19th  inst.  29  labourers  or  workmen 
were  arrested  in  the  act  of  converting 
certain  out-offices  attached  to  the  farm 
of  Mrs.  Kelly  at  Clongorey  into  dwelling- 
houses,  in  defiance  of  a  precept  issued 
by  the  Resident  Magistrate  and  served  at 
Mrs.  Kelly's  residence  on  the  15th  inst. 
Thirteen  of  these  29  pert-ons  had  been 
arrested  for  a  similar  offence  on  the 
previous  day  and  discharged,  being  then 
cautioned  not  to  repeat  the  illegal  act. 
The  persons  were  marched  to  Newbridge, 
having  refused  to  allow  themselves  to  be 
conveyed  by  cars.  They  were  handcuffed 
in  accordance  with  Constabularly  Regula- 
tions, an  attempt  at  rescue  or  escape 
having  been  feared.  As  already  stated, 
13  of  these  29  persons  had  been  arrested 
on  the  previous  day,  brought  to  New- 
bridge, and  discharged.  These  tenants 
were  working  on  a  farm  from  which  the 
tenant  had  not  bee  n  evicted,  as  she  had  paid 
her  rent,  it  is  alleged,  with  the  approval 
of  the  managers  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
conspiracy  on  the  property,  the  object 
being  to  retain  the  farm  as  an  accommoda- 
tion for  tenants  evicted  in  consequence 
of  the  adoption  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
The  constabulary  acted  in  pursuance  of 
a  legal  order  issued  by  a  Resident  Magis- 
trate, under  powers  vested  in  hira  by  the 
23  and  24  Vict.,  c.  154,  section  35,  and 
Mr.  Care?v 


this  precept  was  issued  on  a  sworn  in- 
formation made  by  the  agent  to  the 
estate,  who  deposed  to  having  witnessed 
persons  in  the  act  of  committing  a  gross 
act  of  waste  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Statute  quoted.  The  dwelling-house  of 
Mrs.  Kelly  was  broken  into  in  pursuance 
of  a  warrant  issued  by  a  Resident  Magis- 
trate to  arrest  persons  who  had  been 
engaged  iji  an  unlawful  assembly,  and 
who  were  seen  by  the  police  inside  the 
house.  As  the  inmates  refused  to  admit 
the  police  they  were  compelled  to  force 
the  door. 

Mr.  MACNEILL:  Was  the  precept 
served  upon  Mrs.  Kelly  as  well  as  upon 
the  13  persons  who  were  arrested? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  1  understand 
that  Mrs.  Kelly  was  absent,  and  that  the 
precept  was  served  on  her  daughter. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  any  information  as  to  the 
arrest  of  the  parish  priest  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Yes ;  the  parish 
priest  was  arrested,  as  he  was  engaged  in 
an  illegal  conspiracy. 

SEA   FISHERY   STA'i  ISTICS. 

Mr.  ROWNTREE  (Scarborough) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Tirade  if  statistics  showing  the  quanti- 
ties of  the  various  kinds  of  sea  fish 
landed  in  England  and  Wales  are  now 
systematically  collected  at  the  ports  and* 
fishing  villages  along  the  coast,  and  fur- 
nished to  the  Sea  Fishery  Department 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  ;  if  these  impor- 
tant Returns  are  at  present  available  for 
the  information  of  those  interested  in 
the  different  localities,  and  particularly 
for  the  use  and  guidance  of  the  local 
Sea  Fishery  Committees  to  be  appointed  ; 
and  if  these  figures,  indicating  to  some 
extent  the  localisation  of  the  various 
kinds  of  fish,  cannot  be  included  in  the 
forthcoming  statistics  of  the  Sea  Fishery 
Department  for  the  past  year  ? 

*SiR  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  My  answer 
to  the  first  part  of  the  question  is  in  the 
affirmative.  The  information  collected 
would  be  at  the  service  of  the  local  Sea 
Fisheries  Committees  and  of  pirties 
locally  interested,  on  these  applying  to 
the  Board  of  Trade,  who  would  afford 
every  facility  which  rany  not  involve 
disclosure  of  individual  returns.  The 
quantities  and  value  of  fish  landed  at 
particular  poi-ts  are  already  shown  in  the 
annual  Return  with  as  much  detail  as  has 
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been  found  oonsisfcent  with  not  unduly 
swelling  it.  If  the  hon.  Member  will 
intimate  to  the  Department  what  further 
details  may  be  desii'ed,  the  matter  will 
be  considered. 

Mb.  ROWNTREE  :  May  I  also  ask 
how  many  applications  for  the  forma- 
tion of  Sea  Fishery  Committees  have  as 
yet  been  received,  and  from  how  many 
County  Councils  and  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions respectively  ;  if  there  are  any  con- 
siderable portions  of  the  East  Coast  of 
England  concerning  which  no  such 
applications  have  been  made ;  and  if 
copies  of  any  Schemes  for  the 
representation  of  the  different  fishing 
interests  affected,  sanctioned  by  the 
Board  of  Trade,  may  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  for  the  information  of  Members  of 
this  House  ? 

*SiB  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  Fifteen 
actual  applications  for  the  formation  of 
sea  fisheries  districts  have  been  received, 
namely,  1 1  from  Councils  of  counties  or 
county  boroughs,  one  from  a  municipal 
borough,  two  from  Boards  of  Salmon  Con- 
servators, and  one  from  a  Harbour  Author- 
ity. But  in  the  case  of  proposals  for  com- 
bined districts,  one  application  usually 
covers  several  counties  or  boroughs.  The 
applications,  or  notices  of  intended  aj  »plica- 
tion,  which  have  been  received  cover  the 
whole  East  Coast  of  England,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  portion  between  Ingold- 
mells  Point,  in  Lincolnshire,  and  Aid- 
borough,  in  Suffolk,  Norfolk  being  the 
only  entire  county  on  that  coast  in  re- 
spect of  which  no  application,  or  notice 
of  application,  has  been  received.  An 
Order  conferring  the  powers  of  a  Local 
Fisheries  Committee  on  the  Southampton 
Harbour  Board  was  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  last  Session,  and  Orders  for 
the  creation  of  the  Cornwall  and  North- 
umberland sea  fisheries  districts  will,  I 
hope,  shortly  be  laid  before  the  House, 
and  these  will  show  the  arrangements 
sanctioned  by  the  Board  of  Trade  for 
the  representation  of  the  different  fish- 
ing interests  affected. 

THE  SALFORD  GAS  FRAUDS. 

Mb.  HOWELL:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether,  considering  the  charges 
of  gross  corruption  in  connection  with 
the  gas  contracts  of  the  Salford  Corpora- 
tion, the  fact  that  its  lake  engineer  is  now 
undergoing   a   long  period  of  imprison- 


ment for  participation  in  the  frauds 
which  were  perpetrated,  the  charges 
that  are  now  being  made  of  other  acts 
of  corruption,  and  the  accusations  against 
members  of  that  Corporation  of  complicity 
in  attempting  to  condone  the  offences  of 
those  who  were  parties  to  the  frauds, 
the  Government  will  consent  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  allegations  that  have  been  made, 
and  the  mode  of  contracting  carried  on 
by  the  Gas  Committee  of  that  Corpora- 
tion? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  infm  ed 
that  a  Petition  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Salford,  praying  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Commission  to  inquire  into  this  matter, 
is  now  in  course  of  preparation.  Pending 
its  receipt,  and  a  more  full  and  exact 
statement  than  I  have  yet  had  of  the 
grounds  on  which  the  appointment  of  a 
Commission  of  Inquiry  is  demanded,  the 
Government  are  not  in  a  position  to  say 
what  action  on  their  part,  if  any,  maj 
be  necessary. 

IRISH    BUTTER. 

Mb.  SHEEHAN  (Kerry,  E.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  correspond- 
ence and  articles  which  appeared  recently 
in  the  Irish  Press,  alleging  that  the 
values  of  Irish  butter  are  materially 
reduced  owing  to  the  depreciation  of  the 
standard  of  the  brands  affixed  to  the 
butters  inspected  in  Cork  Butter  Market, 
which  is  regulated  by  the  provisions  of 
a  recent  Act  of  Parliament ;  and  whether 
any  Government  Department  in  Ireland 
has  the  power  to  hold  an  inquiry  into 
the  matter  and  to  enforce  any  necessary 
reforms  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  no 
official  information  on  the  subject  of  this 
question*.  But  the  Trustees  oi  the 
Market  state  that  the  prices  of  Cork- 
branded  butter  compare  as  favourably 
now  as  ever  with  the  prices  obtained  for 
any  other  butters.  So  far  as  I  am  aware, 
the  reply  to  the  inquiry  in  the  second 
paragraph  is  in  the  negative. 

REGISTRARS  OF  COUNTY  COURTS. 

Me.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  whether  any  vacancy 
in  the  office  of  Registrar  of  County 
Courts  has  taken  place  since  the  passing 
of  **  The  %  County  Courts  Act,  1886," 
2  Q  2 
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vhen  the  salary  aad  fees  of  Hnch  office, 
and  of  the  'office  of  District  Begiatrar 
held  with  it,  excoud  £1,000  per  annum  ; 
and  whether  the  Lfird  Chancellor  has  in 
any  snch  case  dirsetsd  that  any  newly- 
appointed  Registrar  aiiall  devote  the 
whole  of  hia  time  to  the  duties  of  hia 
office! 

The  AlTORNEr  GENERAL  (Sir 
R.  Webstbe.  Isle  of  Wight) :  I  am  in- 
formed that  no  casQ  has  yet  arisen. 


NEW  MEMBEE  SWORN. 
Samuel   Thomai;   EranB,    esquire,   for 
the   County  of    Glamoi^n    (Mid-Divi- 
sion). 

NOTICES    OF   MOTION. 


IBELAND-THE      REPORT      OF      THE 

SPECIAL     ROMMISSION. 

Mr.  J.  MORLET  (NewcMtle-on-Tyne) : 
On  behalf  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  I  desire  to  give 
notice  that,  on  Monday  next,  when  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  makes  the 
Motion  of  which  he  has  given  notice 
with  reference  to  the  Report  of  the 
Special  Commission,  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  will  move  to  omit  all  the 
words  after  the  word  "House,"  in  line  5 
of  the  Motion,  in  order  to  insert  the 
following  words  :  — 

"This  House  deems  it  to  be  a  duty  to  record 
\tt  reprobation  of  the  falsn  charjcra  of  the 
^raveat  and  most  odious  deHrriptioD,  baaed 
upon  calumny  and  forger}-,  which  hare  been 
hlought  against  Klerabers  of  this  Ho 


{OOMMONS) 


opinion  that  the  conduct  of  such  Uembara  in 
those  purticulars  is  deserving  of  severe  ean- 
demnatioa." 

BUSINES.S  OF  THE  HODSE. 
•The  first  LORD  of  thbTREASURT 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  Westminster) : 
I  referred  on  Friday  last  to  the  necessity 
that  I  should  be  under  of  asking  the 
House  for  facilities  for  Supply.  I 
assume  that  the  Address  will  be  voted 
this  evening,  and  that  it  will  not  be 
necessary  for  me  to  ask  the  Honse  to 
conclude  the  debate  to-morrow  l^  any 
formal  Motion.  Therefore,  I  now  givS 
formal  notice  that  at  the  sitting  of  the 
House  to-morrow  I  propose  to  ask  the 
House  to  give  facilities  for  Snpply  during 
the  week. 
Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  WiU  that  except 


;  I  pro- 


3t]l, 

I    the   . 


•nd.    while 
of 


these  calumniea,  the  Hi 

for  the  wrong  iDf]lct'<d  and  the  s n fieri n^  and 
Ion  endured  through  a  protracted  period  by 
reason  of  these  acta  of  flagrant  iniquity." 

Sib  C.  lewis  (Antrim,  N.)  :  With 
reference  to  the  notice  just  given,  I  heg 
to  give  notice   that,  in  the  event  of  the    pleasure  of  the  Honse  not  having  beei 


f 
•Mr.  W.'H.  smith  :  Yes,  Sir  ; 
pose  to  except  Wednesdays. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Noi-thampton)  : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  statf 
what  facilities  he  is  going  to  ask  fori 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  propose  to  ask 
for  Tuesday  and  Friday. 

MOTION. 
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C  LONG  ORE  V. 

JlianOS   FOB   ADJOURN MEKT. 

(4.25.)      Mb.    Seston,    Member 


for 

West  Belfast,  rose  in  his  phtce,  and 
asked  leave  to  move  the  Adjournment 
of  the  Hons,',  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
cussing a  definite  matter  of  urgent  public 
importance,  namely,  tlie  illegal  and  violent 
course  of  ciindact  by  which  the  Irish 
Exccutivi!  are  endeavouring  to  prevent 
the  provision  of  abelfcer  for  the  evicted 
tjnants  of  Clnngoroy,  and  are  thereby 
endangering  the  public  pence  and  the 
lives  of    homeless    families ;     bat    the 


Amendment    just     read     becoming 
original  Ricsolution,  I  shall  move  to  add 
thereto — 

"  This  House  neverthelesi  deplores  that,  by 
Bach  Report,  it  is  further  found — first,  that 
John  Dillon,  Witliam  O'fiiiea.  nad  seven  other 
Members  of  this  House  were  parties  to  a 
treasonable  conspiracy;  and,  secondlv.  thut 
Charles  Stewart  Pacnell,  John  Dillon,  William 
O'Brien,  Thomas  P.  O'Connor,  Timolhv  M. 
Healy,  and  3S  other  Membera  of  this  House 
were   parties  to  the   criminal  conspjnicy   de- 


signified,  Mr.  Speaker  called  on  those 
Membera  who  supported  the  Motion 
to  rise  in  their  places,  nnd  not  less  than 
40  Memlvrs  having  accordingly  risen, 

(4.27.)  Mb.SEXTHN;  Ibegtomove 
the  Adjournment  of  the  House,  and  I  do 
so  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  to  the 
notice  of  the  House  with  the  expedition 
which  the  matter  requires  a  state- 
ment of  facts  constituting  in  my  humble 
is  of    judgment  a  case  which  the  House  will, 
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find  to  b3  abundantly  definite,  and  which 
I  venture  to  hope,  the  House  will  con- 
sider to  be  urgent.  I  ask  lion.  Members 
of  all  parties  candidly  to  consider 
wliother  the  course  of  conduct  which  I 
shall  have  to  describe  would  be  ventured 
upon  by  the  Government  in  any  part  of 
Great  Britain  ;  and,  if  not,  whether  there 
is  any  adequate  reason,  or  any  reason 
whatever,  why  such  a  course  of  conduct 
should  be  indulged  in  even  in  Ireland? 
The  name  of  ClongcJrey  is,  unfortunately, 
not  new  to  this  House.  It  has  been 
made,  unhappily,  too  familiar.  Last 
year,  after  a  number  of  families  had 
been  evicted  from  their  homes  on  this 
estate,  a  body  of  emergency  men  went  to 
these  houses  in  the  dead  of  night 
carrying  with  them  a  stock  of  petroleum. 
They  were  accompanied  by  a  force  of 
armed  police,  and  in  the  dead  of  night 
they  gave  these  houses  to  the  flames, 
and  left  standing  in  the  whole  of  that 
village  but  one  house  which  was  required 
for  the  use  of  the  police.  That  outrage 
sent  a  thrill  of  horror  through  the  whole 
community.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  if  he  did 
not  in  express  terms  approve  of  it,  at  any 
rate  did  not  condemn  it,  and  to  the 
substantial  encouragement  which  he  gave 
on  that  occasion  I  attribute  the  develop- 
ments which  it  is  now  my  duty  to  describe. 
I  may  inform  the  House  that  these 
Clongorey  farms  are  simply  minute  strips 
of  reclaimed  bog-land  obtained  by  cutting 
away  the  bog  which  forms  the  bed  or 
bottom  of  the  land  after  the  turf  has 
been  removed.  These  strips  of  land 
were  reclaimed  exclusively  by  the  labour 
of  the  tenants.  Every  penny  of  value 
which  has  been  given  to  the  land  is  the 
result  of  the  labour  of  the  tenants,  who 
liave  built  the  houses  which  stand  on  the 
holdings  with  their  own  hands.  Not 
only  are  the  houses  erected  on  mere 
strips  of  reclaimed  bog,  the  equitable 
value  of  which  belongs  to  the  tenants, 
but  it  was  originally  the  system  to 
allow  the  tenants  to  remain  in  pos- 
session of  them  for  nothing.  Not  only 
are  they  strips  of  bog-land,  but  they 
lie  lower  than  the  adjacent  river. 
In  the  Near  1886,  there  occurred  a  disas- 
trous  flood,  by  which  the  tenants'  scanty 
crops  were  destroyed  and  their  farms 
seriously  injured.  The  tenants  applied 
to  the  landlord  for  an  allowance — or, 
perhaps,  I  should  not  say  to  the  landlord, 


because,  in  the  case  of  the  Clongorey 
estate,  as  in  that  of  so  many  other  es- 
tates which  have  become  notorious — the 
landlord  has  lost  or  forfeited  the  right  to 
control  the  property,  and  the  right  has 
vested  in  three  trustees,  one  of  whom  re- 
sides in  Wexford,  another  here  in  London, 
while  a  third  is  living  in  Denmark.  The 
tenants  asked  for  an  allowance  to  be  spent 
on  the  grass  lands,  and  a  full  allowanco 
of  one  year's  rent,  which  would  have 
gone  a  little  way  towards  enabling 
them  to  cope  with  the  misfortune 
that  had  overtaken  them.  The 
tenants  were  very  moderate.  They 
merely  asked  for  an  allowance  of 
35  per  cent,  on  the  non-judicial  rents, 
and  of  25  per  cent,  on  the  judicial  rents, 
which  claim  they  subsequently  reduced 
to  30  per  cent,  in  the  first  case,  and  20 
per  cent,  in  the  latter.  The  trustees 
offered  an  abatement  of  10  per  cent  on 
the  non- judicial  rents,  and  in  the  case  of 
the  judicial  rents  they  refused  to  allow 
one  penny,  although  the  judicial  tenants 
had  suffered  equally  with  the  others  by 
the  flood.  The  Trustees,  however, 
seemed  to  think  that  the  judicial  tenants 
had  committed  an  unpardonable  offence 
in  having  gone  to  Court  to  get  fair  rents 
fixed.  As  a  matter  of  course,  evictions 
then  began  ;  but  some  of  the  tenants  who 
had  been  left  in  possession  managed  to 
find  their  way  to  the  County  Court  for 
the  purpose  of  gejbting  fair  rents  fixed. 
The  Judge  of  the  County  Court  in  that 
district.  Dr.  Darley,  is  a  well-known  Con- 
servative, and  1  do  not  think  he  will 
resent  my  describing  him  as  a  strong 
Tory.  Well,  that  County  Court  Judge, 
on  the  report  of  the  land  valuer,  reduced 
the  rents  of  those  tenants  to  an  average 
of  more  than  30  per  cent.,  though  in  some 
cases  the  reduction  was  as  much  as  40 
per  cent.,  and  in  others  as  much  as  50 
per  cent.;  at  any  rate,  the  permanent  re- 
ductions allowed  by  this  Conservative 
gentleman  were  greater  than  were 
asked  by  the  tenants  in  respect  of 
a  special  claim.  But  the  County  Court 
Judge  did  more  than  reduce  the  rents  ; 
he  made  two  suggestions  to  the  landlord. 
In  the  first  place,  he  urged  on  the  land- 
lord that  these  farms  were  poor,  isolated 
strips  of  bog-land,  and  recommended  that 
the  tenants,  who  had  built  the  houses 
themselves  and  had  been  mined  by  the 
flood,  should  have  the  arrears  due  from 
them   altogether  extinguished;  indeed. 


1035     Ireland — Evictions 


{COMMONS} 


at  Clongorey. 


1036 


the  learned  Judge  used  some  remarkable 
language  from  the  Bench.     He  said  :  "  It 
is   absurd   to   tell  me  that  these  arrears 
can  be  paid  ;"  but  although  he  urged  the 
landlord  to  extinguish   them   altogether 
his    appeal    was    unheeded.      He  then 
made  another  suggestion,   namely,   that 
if  the   arrears  were   not    extinguished, 
they  should  be  reduced  according  to  the 
scale  on  which  the  new  rents   had  just 
been  determined.     If  the   Government 
had   given  to  Ireland   the  same  clause 
which   they  gave  to  Scotland,  enabling 
the  county  Judge  to  deal  with  the  arrears 
and,   if  necessary,   extinguish  them,  or 
at  any    rate    to    reduce   them.   Judge 
Darley  would  have  wiped  off  the  arrears 
due  upon  these  miserable  patches  of  bog- 
land,  and  I  assert  that  it  is  entirely  due 
to  the  Government  that  these   miserable 
tenants  atClongorey  are  not  in  their  homes 
to-day.     The   second   suggestion   of  the 
Judge — that  the  arrears  should  be  reduced 
— ^was  also  ignored,  the  landlord  and  the 
trustees   refusing  to  take  off  one  penny  ; 
and  it  is  for  these   unreduced  arrears 
that,  in  defiance  of  the  Judgment  of  the 
Court,  these  wretched  people  have  been 
evicted.  '  I    should    also    say  that  the 
County  Court  Judge  pointed  out  that  the 
tenants  never  had  been  able  to  pay  their 
rent  out  of  the  produce  of  the  land,  and 
it   waa   only  by  reason   of  their    b?ing 
allowed  to  cut  turf  from  an  adjacent  bog 
that   they  had    been   able  to  make  any 
payment  at  all.     It  seems  a  melancholy 
thing  that  not  a  penny  could  be  paid  out 
of  the  holdings  themselves,  and   it  is   a 
still  more  melancholy  thing  to  find   that 
the  landlord  has  taken  away  the  right  of 
cutting  turf,  and  has  thus   deprived   the 
tenants  of  their  only   means  of  paying 
rent.     Well,  Sir,   on   the    7th    and  8th 
of   the  present   month   twelve   families 
were  evicted  for  non-payment  of  the  un- 
reduced arrears,  and  all  hope  of  shelter 
in    their  own    homes  was    taken    away 
from  them  on  the  following  day  when 
a  forc3  of    emerjc^ency  men,  encouraged 
by  the  acts  of  the  riij^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretiiry,  went  to  the  scene 
of  i\\2  evictions,  cut  down  the  roofs  of 
the    hous'^s    with    hatchets   and    saws, 
livc41ed   the  walls   with   crowbars,  and 
carried  out  the  demolition  of  each  of  the 
houses,  accompanying  the  work  in  each 
case  with  a  round  of  cheers.     The  people 
meanwhile  stood   by  and   looked  on  as 
witnesses  of    this  outrage   and   wanton 
Mr.  Sexton 


destruction,   there    being  among  them 
some  of  the  tenants  who  had  built  these 
houses.     Nevertheless,  the  crowd  stood 
by  and  never  by  act  or  word  attempted 
to  interfere.     It  is  an  evil  lesson  which 
the  Government  teaches  when  peaceful- 
ness  is  rewarded  as  the  peacefulness  of 
these  poor  people  has  been.     The  neigh- 
bours endeavoured  to  find  shelter  for  the 
evicted  families,  and  one  of  the  tenants, 
Mrs.  Mary  Kelly — the  most  substantial 
tenant  on  the  estate,  who  has  paid  her 
rates  and  is  in  possession  of  all  the  rights 
of   tenancy — determined  to  make  some 
alterations  in  the  out-houses  of  her  farm 
for  the  purpose  of  providing  shelter.     A 
number  of  artisans — masons,  carpenters, 
and  others — were  consequently  engaged 
from  the  adjoining  towns,  and  went  to 
the  farm   for   the   purpose   of   altering 
those  out-buildings.     They  set  to  work, 
and  the  additional  buildings  were  erected. 
On  Saturday,  the  15th  inst.,  Mrs.  Kelly 
was  served   with   a  precept   signed  by 
Colonel    Forbes,   and   I   would  ask   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary bo  read  that  document  to  the  House, 
as  the  purport  of  it  is  not  nearly  con- 
veyed by  anything  I  liave  seen  in  the 
Press.     One  account  of  it  is  that  it  was  to 
direct  the  tenant  to  desist  from  making 
these  alterations  ;  another  is  that  it  called 
on  her  to  appear  on  a  subsequent  occasion 
at  Petty  Sessions  and  show  cause  why 
she   should   not    be    ordered   to   desist. 
This  precept  appears  to  me  to  be  a  very 
curious  document.     It  certainly  rests  on 
the  authority  of  theljandlord  and  Tenant 
(Ireland)  Act  of  1860  ;  but  the  provisions 
of  that  Act  are  directed  against  unlawful 
waste,  and  the  procedure  of  the  tenant 
on  this  occasion  in  regard  to  out-houses 
built  by  herself  on  her  own  farm  could 
not  be  held  to  be  a  procedure  tending  to 
produce  unlawful  waste  ;  on  the  contrary, 
it  would  be  rather  to  improve  the  value 
of  the    property,  and   render   it    worth 
more  to  the  landlord.       But  proceedings 
had    been     initiated   in    the     Court  of 
Queen's  Bench,  and  am  I  to  be  told  that 
in  this  civil  case,  as  between  one  subject 
and  another,  it   was  competent  to  any 
one  to  determine  the  law  before  it  had 
been  decided  by  the  Superior  Court,  and 
not  only  to  call  on  the  tenant  to  appear 
at  the  next  Court  of  Petty  Sessions  at 
Newbridge,   but  actually  to  proceed  to 
the  employment  of  force  for  the  purpose 
of  compelling  the  tenant  to  desist  from 
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what  she  was  doing?     The  tenant,  per- 
ceiving that  the  question  at  issue  was  to 
be  tlecided  by  the  Queen's  Bench,  or  by 
the    Newbridge    magistrates    at    Petty 
Sessions,  directed  the  workmen  to  go  on 
with  their  work.     The  men,  acting  on 
this  direction,  remained  at  work,  and  on 
Tuesday  last  a  body  of   police  marched 
out   from   Newbridge   to    Mrs.    Kelly's 
farm.     They    found    some    15   men   at 
work,    and   arrested   them   all, .  without 
warrant.     I  have  always  understood  that 
a    man     cannot    be    arrested     without 
warrant  except  in  a  case  of  felony,  and  I 
suppose  that  even  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   the    Chief   Secretary   will    hardly 
pretend  that  a  felony  had  been  committed 
here.      The  men  were  marched  into  tho 
town   of    Newbridge,  and  having  been 
brought   before    Colonel    Forbes,   were, 
after  an  imprisonment   of   some  hours, 
discharged.      Now,  the  question  I  have 
to  ask  is,  why  were  thoso  men  arrested  ? 
I  submit  that  the  Statute  of  1860  dealing 
with   unlawful  waste  does   not  provide 
for     arrest.        It    enacts     that,     where 
anybody  commits   what   is   termed   un- 
lawful waste,  a  precept  may  be  issued, 
and  that  course  of  procedure  is  that  any- 
body disobeying    that  precept  may   be 
brought     before     Petty     Sessions     and 
rendered  liable  to  be  imprisoned  for  any 
term  not  exceeding  one  calendar  month. 
I  say  that  the  course  of  procedure  in  this 
case  should  have  been  by  summons,  and 
that   to   proceed    by  arrest   was,   in  my 
judgment,   illegal.      Why   should  these 
workmen   have   been    arrested  1      They 
were  doing  a  day's  work,  and  earning  a 
day's  wages.     Am  I   to  be  told  that  an 
Irish   carpenter  or  stonemason  engaged 
by  an  Irish  farmer  to  do  a  day's  work  is 
obliged,  before  he  enters  upon  that  work, 
to  inquire,  under  penalty  of  jeopardising 
his    liberty,     and     satisfy     himself     as 
to  the    right   or   wrong   of    a   technical 
legal      question      of     unlawful      waste 
as      between      landlord     and     tenant? 
That  question  is  determinable  as  a  matter 
of  equity  by  a  Court  of  Superior  Jurisdic- 
tion.   It  comes  to  this,  that  an  Irish  work- 
man when  pursuing  his  day's  work  will 
havetogoabout  with  a  lawyer  to  represent 
him.     I  say   thesj  inen    had  a  right  to 
do  their  work,  and  that  the  operation  of 
tho  precept  only  extended  to  the  tenant. 
These   15  men  were  discharged  in   the 
course  of  the  day.    On  Wednesday  a  large 
force  of  police,  I  believe  about  100  men, 


marched  out  of  the  town  to  Mrs.  Kelly's 
farm.     They   found    29    men   at    work, 
and     arrested     and    handcuffed    them. 
When   a  question  was   put  to   him,  the 
Chief  Secretary  raised  the  pretence  that 
these   men  were   handcuffed  because   a 
rescue  was  apprehended.     Did  not  the 
men    submit    quietly   to  arrest  on   the 
previous  day  ?     Did  they  not  go  to  the 
barracks    quietly?       What    substantial 
reason  then    had   police    to    apprehend 
a    rescue    or    an    attempt    at    escape  ? 
Father  Kinsella   was   present    on    this 
occasion  at  the  farm.     Father  Kinsella  is 
a  man   advanced  in  years  ;  he   is  a  man 
of  whom  very  little  has  been   heard   in 
Irish  life ;  he  is  a  person  of  a  singularly 
quiet,  gentle,  and  retiring  disposition — a 
man  held  in  the  highest  esteem  by  all 
with  whom  he  comes  in  contact.  Father 
Kin  sail  protested  against  the  usage  to  which 
these  poor  artisans  were   subjected,  for 
no  worse  crime  than   doing   their  day's 
work.     The    29   men    arrested    on    the 
Wednesday  were  released   on   bail  at  6 
o'clock  that  evening  with  a  caution,  and 
to  appear  again  at  the  subsequent  Petty 
Sessions.      The    rising    temper    of    the 
police,   and   the    increasing    audacity  of 
those  in  command  of  them,  is  shown  by 
the  fact,    that   two   men   in  Newbridge, 
who  simply  cheered  on  the  Wednesday, 
were   arrested   and   ordered,  on   bail,  to 
appear  to  a  charge  of  riotous  behaviour. 
I  now  come  to  the  third  day.     On  that 
day  a  force  of  100  police  marched  from 
Newbridge  to  the  farm,  this  time  with 
fixed  bayonets — so  the  course  of   events 
progressed.       They      found    the    house 
closed.     They  broke  into    it    with    the 
crowbars  of  the  emergency  men,  who  are 
the  allies  of  the  police.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  asked  to  day  why 
they   broke   into   the    house.      He   says 
they  had  a  warrant.     I  venture  to  think 
he      has      been      misled.         Can      you 
with     a    warrant    break   into    a    house 
where     the     charge     is     not     one     of 
felony  ?     I  am  informed  that  the  police 
were  asked  to  show  their  warrant,  and 
they  did  not  do  so,  and,  until  good  reason 
is  shown  to  the  contrary,  I  shall  main- 
tain that  their  refusal  to  exhibit   it   is 
sufficient  proof  that  they  had  no  warrant. 
They    broke    into   the  house,  certainly. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Lowther),  who  was  once  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  appears  to  be  much  amused 
by    the   statement  I  have   just  made. 
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Does   he   mean   to   say    that    a    police 
ofl&cer   having   a   warrant  for  a  certain 
purpose,  can,  in  the    execution  of   that 
purpose,   break   into   a    person's  house? 
The   police   are  obliged  to  show  their 
warrant,     and     their     failure    in     this 
instance  to   do  so  is  a  satisfactory  proof 
that  they  had  no  warrant.      The  police, 
having  broken  into  the  house,  arrested 
17  working  men,  and  handcuffed  them. 
I  must  protest  that  this  handcuffing  was 
a  wanton  and  cruel  outrage,  and  I  think 
the  same  view  will  be   taken  of  it   by 
men  of  their  own  class — the  artisans  of  the 
United  Kingdom.      I  think  the  act  was 
not  only  crael  but  injudicious,   and   the 
right  hon.    Gentleman   forgets,    as    his 
subordinates  appear  to  forget,   that   men 
of  precisely   the    same    class    as   those 
artisans  who  have  been  arrested,  are  now 
potentially  the  rulers  of  this   Kingdom. 
Sir,  I  have  now  to  give  proof  of  the  most 
deadly  malice  on  the  part  of  those  in  con- 
trol of  the  police.     They  arrested  these 
men  after   dark   on   Thursday   evening, 
and,  instead  of  going  by  the   direct   way 
to  the  barracks,  which  is  through  a  street 
deserted  at  that  time  of  night,  they  made 
a  detour  with  their  prisoners   through  a 
part  of  the  town  which  is  always  crowded 
at  that  hour  of  the  evening.      They  .did 
it  for  no  other  conceivable  ciuse  than   to 
get     among    the      people    with      tlies3 
prisoners  in  custody.      They    laid   about 
them    accordingly    with    their     batons. 
One  man  had   his  eyeball  burst  by  the 
blow  of  a  baton.  The  skull  of  another  man 
was  fractured,  and  he  lies  at  this  moment 
in  danger  of  death.     A  respectable  trades- 
man of  the  town  was  dragged  out  of  his 
open  doorway.    His  hat  was  snatched  off, 
and     then,     I    suppose     by    a    natural 
sequence,    he   was   knocked   down    and 
kicked  about  brutally.    The  Chairman  of 
the  Town  Council  was  violently  assaulted. 
In  driving  themselves  among  the  people 
with  their  prisoners  the  police  obtained  a 
pretext    for    this    savage    assault.     The 
prisoners  were  lodged  in  the  barracks.    A 
local    solicitor    asked    to    be    admitted. 
Admission     was     refused.       The     men 
arrested  on  the  Tuesday  and  Wednesday 
had    been   released   the    same    evening. 
The  men  arrested  on  tlio  Thursday  were 
kept  all  night.     They  were   herded  to- 
gether all  night  in  one  small  room,  which 
was  without  any  means  of  ventilation. 
On  the  Friday 'morning  the  Chairman  of 
the  Town  Council  and  two  other  gentle- 
Mr.  h^f'xton 


men  offered   bail   for  these    honest  and 
respectiible  artisans.     They  were  hurried 
and  hustled  away  from  the  police  barracks. 
You  are  very  often  asking  for  sureties  in 
Ireland  under  the  Statute  of  Edward  III., 
but  if  a  surety  presents  himself  you  chase 
him  away  with  batons.   On  Friday  morn- 
ing a  Castle  Magistrate,  Mr.  Vesey  Fitz- 
gerald made  his  appearance  in  the  town 
of  Newbridge.     Mr.  Vesey  Fitzgerald  is 
a  magistrate  who  has  distinguished  him- 
self by  hustling  soldiers  and  counsel  out 
of  his  Court,  and  when  persons  accused 
before  him  expressed  discontent  at  being 
undefended,  he  commits  them  to  prison 
week  after  week  for  contempt  of  Court. 
In   the   case    of    my   hon.  Friend    the 
Member  for  Mid  Cork,  his  counsel  (the  hon. 
Member  for  Longford)  was  expelled  from 
the  Court,  and  when  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Cork  expressed  his 
indignation  at   the  plight   in  which  he 
was  left,  the  magistrate  listened  quietly 
on  the  Bench  until  mj  hon.  Friend  Had 
concluded.    Then,  after  an  absence  of  15 
minutes,  Mr.  Vesey  Fitzgerald  returned 
with   an   elaborate  warrant,    which    be 
could  not  have  drawn  up  in  the  time,  and, 
in  the  exercise  of  a  jurisdiction  never 
before  exercised,  and  never  suspected  to 
be  in  existence,  he  sent  my  hon.  Friend 
to  spend  three  months  in  prison.     Well, 
the      appearance      of     this     gentleman 
in     Newbridge,    on     Friday    last,     was 
signalised     by  a    second    baton  charge. 
Mr.     Ves^y      Fitzgerald     entered     the 
police    barrack ;    the    police    sallied  out 
with  batons  and  att  icked  every  one  they 
saw ;  in  point  of  fact,  they  acted   as   if 
the    people    were   obliged   to   imprison 
themselves  in  their   houses,    and   as   if 
their  presence  in  the  streets  was  a  crime. 
The  next  step  was  for  the  fourth  successive 
day  to  despatch  a  party  of  armed  police 
to  Mrs.   Kelly's  farm;    as   soon  as  the 
police  left  the  town  a  party  of  dragoons, 
200    in    number,    marched     from     the 
barracks.     They  came,  1  assume,  by  the 
order  of  Mr.   Vesey  Fitzgerald.      They 
were    armed    with   carbines,   and   they 
marched  with  drawn  sabres.     They  took 
possession  of  all   the   approaches  to  the 
town.     They  did   not  allow  any  one  to 
pass  in  or  out  of  that  town ;  throughout 
the   day    locomotion   was    suspended  ;  a 
funeral  happened  to  come   in   the   way, 
and  they  refused  to  allow  it  to  pass  over 
the  bridge ;  the  mourners  had  to  go  up 
the  river    bank    until    they     came     to 
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a  ford,   over   which   they  passed    with 
some    danger    to    their    lives.        How 
they  contrived  to  get  the  coffin  across  I 
have  not  ascertained.     The  police  mean- 
while had  proceeded  to  the  farm.     They 
found   Father  Kinsella,    described  as  a 
dangerous  person,  sawing  a  plank.     They 
arrested  him  and  conveyed  him  to  New- 
bridge.     He   was   brought   before   Mr. 
Vesey   Fitzgerald  in  the  police  barrack. 
His  solicitor  had  applied  for  admission, 
and  had  been    refused.     The   case  was 
heard  not  in  public,  but  in  private.     The 
magistrate    refused.      This    gentleman, 
bred  to  official  life  in   India,  who  would 
not  be  considered  fit  for  any  magisterial 
function  in  any  part  of  Great  Britain,  is 
considered  good  enough  to  exercise  very 
exceptional  magisterial  functions  in  any 
part  of  Ireland.     The  solicitor  asked  that 
at  least  one  shorthand  writer  might  be 
admitted  to  make  a  record  of  the  pro- 
ceedings  and   enable  us  to   have  some 
check     on    the     system     of     falsehood 
that     is   continually    applied    to    these 
reports  in   Ireland,  but  the  magistrate 
refused  to   admit  a   solitary   shorthand 
writer.     The    affair  went  on  in  private. 
Now,  I  ask  what  was  the  charge  against 
the  working  men  ?     I  need  not  ask  what 
it  was  ogainst  Father  Kinsella.      I  have 
read  the  text  of  the  complaint.      He  was 
charged  with  defying  and  contravening 
the  precept  of  Colonel  Forbes,  but  the 
precept  of  Colonel  Forbes  was  a  precept 
of  civil  operation  dependent  on  the  ulti- 
mate decision  of  the  Court  of   Queen's 
Bench,  and  it  was  directed  to  the  tenant 
and  not  to  Father  Kinsella.     It   was   a 
precept   to  show   cause    at    Newbridge 
Petty  Sessions,  and  before  the  case  came 
before  the  Sessions,  and  before  the  deter- 
mination of  the  question  by  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench,  the  magistrate  had  Father 
Kinsella     arrested    for    disobeying    the 
precept.     I   say,    that   even    if    Father 
Kinsella  had  committed  an  offence  in  dis- 
obaying  the  precept,   the  course  was  to 
summon   him   for   that  disobedience,  to 
cause   him   to  appear  before   the    next 
Newbridge   Petty  Sessions,  and  at  that 
Petty  Sessions,  according  to  the  Landlord 
and  Tenant   Act  of    1860,    the   utmost 
penalty   that  could  have  been    inflicted 
was  imprisonment  for  a  term  not  exceed- 
ing one  calendar  month.      What   course 
was    pursued?  .     The     charge    of    dis- 
obeying    the    precept     was     heard     in 
private      in     a     police     barrack.     Mr. 


Vesey  Fitzgerald  came  to  no  finding 
on  the  charge.  Let  it  be  legal  or  let  it  be 
illegal,  let  it  be  valid  or  let  it  be  invalid, 
Mr.  FitzgercUd  came  to  no  finding  on  the 
charge,  but  he  put  it  aside,  and  putting  the 
charge  aside,  he  turned  to  the  Statute  of 
Edward  III.,  and  under  that — in  reference 
to  an  act  which,  if  it  were  an  offence  at 
all,  was  prosecutable,  not  before  an  in- 
dividual, but  before  a  Coui't  of  Petty 
Sessions,  and  if  a  Petty  Sessions  Court 
convicted  was  not  punishable  by  a  higher 
sentence  than  one  month — under  that 
statute,  I  say,  this  individual  magistrate 
in  private  took  it  upon  himself  to  call 
upon  Father  Kinsella  to  find  bail  him- 
self, and  to  get  two  other  sureties,  to  be 
of  good  behaviour.  Because  Father 
Kinsella  refused  to  confess  himself  to  be 
a  rogue  and  vagabond  by  giving  and 
finding  bail  under  this  mediaeval  statute 
— a  statute  long  obsolete  in  England, 
and  never  at  any  time,  in  England  or 
elsewhere,  intended  for  use  except  against 
rascals  of  evil  fame  —  because  Father 
Kinsella  refused  to  confess  himself  a  rogue 
and  vagabond,  this  gentleman,  bred  in 
India,  sitting  at  a  private  police  barr.ick, 
in  reference  to  an  offence  only  punish- 
able by  one  month's  imprisonment,  sen- 
tenced that  venerable  and  respected 
priest  to  go  for  a  period  of  two  months  to 
Kilkenny  gaol.  He  is  in  Kilkenny  gaol 
at  the  present  moment,  and  he  will  be 
there,  I  suppose,  for  the  next  month,  if  he 
can  so  long  endure  the  ordeal.  This  is 
the  extraordinary  condition  of  society 
under  the  personal  rule,  as  he  is  fond  of 
calling  it,  of  the  right  hon."  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Manchester.  Father 
Kinsella,  in  this  quiet  town,  in  this 
quiet  county,  having  been  so  arrested 
and  condemned,  was  taken  to  a  railway 
station  by  an  escort  of  dragoons,  and 
when  the  people  assembled  at  the 
station  and  peacefully  cheered  their 
departing  pastor,  the  third  baton  charge 
of  that  week  occurred,  and  many  persons 
suffered  injuries.  The  first  baton  charge 
occurred  when  the  police  provoked  it,  the 
second  signalised  the  entry  of  Mr.  Vesey 
Fitzgerald,  and  the  third  occurred  at 
the  departure  of  the  parish  priest. 
There  remained  to  be  dealt  with 
the  case  of  the  17  men  arrested 
on  the  previous  day  and  kept 
imprisoned  in  the  barracks  all  night. 
These  humble  artisans — whose  crime 
ivas  that  they  were  endeavouring  to  live, 
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who  were  earning  a  day*s  wages  for  a 
day's  work,  tte  legality  of  which  was 
beyond  their  capacity  to  settle — had  been 
imprisoned  all  night  and  the  :succeeding 
day,  when  their  cases  came  up  to  be  dealt 
with.  I  should  here  state  that  the 
solicitor  asked  the  magistrate  if  he  would 
state  a  case  for  a  higher  Court  in  regard 
to  the  action  against  Father  Kinsella,  but 
the  magistrate  refused  to  do  so.  The 
creatures  and  instruments  of  this  Act 
were  not  willing  that  their  criminal 
pranks  should  be  reviewed  by  any  Court. 
Well,  the  magistrate  took  up  the  case  of 
these  17  men.  He  refused  to  proceed 
with  the  hearing  that  day,  deciding  that 
the  case  should  be  taken  on  the  day  fol- 
lowing. Late  that  night  there  was 
another  riot,  and  16  more  men  were 
arrested ;  so  that,  in  order  to  prevent 
shelter  being  given  to  70  poor  people, 
old  men  and  women  and  young  babies 
amongst  the  number,  the  Government 
have  arrested  and  sent  to  prison  one 
respected  clergyman  and  70  or  80  blame- 
less artisans.  And,  now,  I  come  to  a 
curious  part  of  the  case.  On  Saturday, 
Mr.  Vesey  Fitzgerald  took  up  the 
adjourned  case  of  the  17  men 
arrested  on  Thursday,  and  he 
was  asked  by  the  County  Inspector  to 
again  adjourn  the  hearing — and  let  it  bo 
noted  that  these  requests  for  adjourn- 
ment and  all  these  proceedings  were 
ordered  by  telegram  from  Dublin  Castle. 
On  Friday  a  question  had  been  jisked  in 
this  House  as  to  the  nature  of  the  charge 
against  these  men.  Up  to  Saturday  it 
had  been  disobedience  to  the  precept. 
On  Friday  the  batches  of  men  arrested  on 
Tuesday  and  Wednesday  having  been  dis- 
charged, either  with  a  caution  or  on  bail, 
the  magistrate  turned  away  from  the 
charge  before  him  to  the  Statute  of 
Edward  III.  and  called  on  the  men  to 
find  bail.  Though  the  offence  was  one 
determinable  by  the  Court  of  Petty 
Sessions,  thong] i  the  maximum  penalty 
provided  by  law  is  imprisonment  for  one 
month,  yet  because  theso  men  refused 
to  find  bail  tliey  were  committed  by  the 
will  of  this  individual  maofistrate  to 
prison  for  two  months.  On  the  Saturday 
occurred  the  cliange  of  front ;  the  charge 
of  disobedience  to  the  precept  was  aban- 
doned— the  authorities  seeing  that  if  a 
charge  could  be  maintained  at  all  it  could 
not  be  so  maintained  under  that  name — 
and  the  charge  of  "  unlawful  conspiracy" 
Mr,  Sexton 


was  miade.  On  this  charge  these  16  men 
have  been  called  upon  to  ap^iear  before  a 
Coercion  Court;  that  is  to  say,  they  are  to 
be  tried  for  an  offence  which  the  law 
declares  to  be  not  determinable  by  a 
Coercion  Court  but  by  a  Court 
of  Petty  Sessions.  Four  batches  of 
working  men  have  been  treated 
in  four  different  ways  for  precisely  the 
same  offence — if  it  were  an  offence,  and 
I  say  it  was  no  offence  whatever — and 
after  tliat  I  submit  the  question  of  the 
consistency  and  legality  of  the  course 
of  the  Irish  Government  is  one  on 
which  even  the  Member  for  Dover,  in 
spite  of  his  seK-assured  smile,  would  find 
it  difficult  to  satisfy  the  House.  I  have 
laid  before  the  House  as  definitely  as  I 
can  the  facts  of  this  case.  The  events 
which  I  have  referred  to  are  events 
which  have  odcurred  within  the  last  few 
days  in  a  peaceful  district  of  a  peaceful 
county.  The  county  of  Kildare  is  a 
county  in  which  the  Sessional  Judge  and 
the  Judge  of  Assize  concur  in  congratu- 
lations to  the  people  on  the  absence  of 
disorder  and  crime.  The  last  criminal 
calendar  for  the  county,  if  I  remember 
rightly,  included  just  two  cases,  which 
were  not  cases  which  need  alarm  the 
riofht  lion.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  as  pointing 
tc)  any  danger  or  disorder.  One  was  of 
uttering  base  coin  and  the  other  of  petty 
larceny.  But  what  evil  lesson  is  being 
taught  by  the  Government  to  that  peace- 
ful place  ?  The  people  are  being  given 
to  understand  that  the  more  peaceful, 
the  more  law  abiding  and  jjatient  they 
are,  the  more  likely  are  they  to  b© 
oppressed.  I  think  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
House  and  of  the  Members  of  all  Parties 
in  the  House  to  put  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  on  his  defence. 
He  has  been  in  the  habit  of  boasting* 
lately  in  this  House  and  elsewhere  that 
the  rule  in  Ireland  is  his  personal  rule. 
"  No,  no! "]  Yes,  I  have  heard  him  within 
}ho  lust  few  days  call  the  Government  of 
Ireland  "my  rule,"  just  as  his  subor- 
dinate, the  late  Viceroy  of  Ireland,  used 
to  call  his  Viceroyalty  of  Ireland  "  my 
reign.''  Discreditable  as  the  fact  may  be 
to  the  House  of  Commons,  the  boast  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  that  his  rule 
of  Ireland  is  not  the  rule  of  the  Queen 
or  of  the  Constitution,  or  of  the  law  as 
you  understand  it  and  respect  and 
honour   it    in   this   country.     His   role 


1045     Irelcmd — JEvictimis         {Februaet  24,  1890}  at  Clongorey,  1046 


18  that  of  a  horde  of  unscrupulous, 
irresponsible  instruments,  who  rely  upon 
the  favour  of  a  Minister  practically  abso- 
lute, owing  to  the  conduct  of  the  majority 
in  this  House — who  rely  upon  his  favour 
not  only  to  condone  but  to  reward  and 
applaud  their  worst  excesses.  I  say  it  is 
the  duty  of  this  House  to  put  the 
Minister  on  his  defence,  and  whether 
this  House  discharges  or  disregards  its 
duty,  I  think  the  people  of  England, 
unless  I  am  very  much  mistaken — and 
especially  at  this  moment  the  electors  of 
North  St.  Pancras — will  look  with  very 
particular  interest  to  the  judgment  of 
the  House  upon  the  series  of  acts,  which 
I  have  detailed — a  series  of  acts  which, 
in  my  humble  judgment,  exceeded  in 
lawlesB  audacity  the  worst  that  has 
hitherto  been  heard  of  in  the  personal 
rule  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Manchester,  in  Ireland. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
(Mr.  Sexton.) 

♦(5.15.)  The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Man- 
Chester,  East) :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man whcr  has  just  sat  down  said 
that  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  should 
be  put  on  his  defence.  The  Chief  Secretary 
has  not,  so  far  as  he  is  concerned,  the 
slightest  objection  to  the  operation,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  he  is  always 
glad  to  have  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
plaining face  to  face  with  those  who 
intentionally  or  unintentionally — and 
no  doubt  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
done  so  unintentionally — "  misrepresent 
the  condition  of  things  in  Ireland.  The 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  has  travelled 
over  a  considerable  amount  of  ground, 
and  some  of  the  observations  he  has 
made  appear  to  me  to  be  not  altogether 
relevant  to  the  issue  that  is  now  before 
us.  He  began  by  giving  us  an  account 
of  the  unhappy  condition  of  the  tenants 
on  the  Clongorey  estate ;  and  I  concede 
this  much  to  the  hon.  Gentleman — that  I 
believe  the  estate  is  a  poor  one,  that  the 
land  is  indifferent,  and  that,  as  invariably 
happens  under  these  circumstances,  the 
tenants  cannot  rank  amongst  the 
prosperous  class  of  farmers  in  Ireland. 
But  I  fail  to  gather  either  from  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  or  my  own 
reflections  on  the  subject'  any  ground 
whatever  for  basing  on  that  fact  i^e  con- 


clusion that  these  persons  should  be 
allowed  to  break  the  law  with  impunity. 
Poverty  may  bo  an  excuse  for  much. 
It  is  not  an  excuse  for  deliberate 
and  organised  illegality. 

Mr.  sexton  :  It  is  a  reason,  in  my 
judgment,  why  the  Government  should 
not  prevent  distressed  people  from 
obtaining  shelter. 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  wiU  deal 
with  the  question  of  shelter  in  a  moment. 
I  say  that  the  shelter  that  these  tenants 
are  said  to  have  required  was  owing 
to  their  having  been  evicted,  and 
their  eviction  was  itself  the  result  of  an 
illegal  conspiracy  started  and  fomented  on 
the  estate,  by  the  friends  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  fail  to  see  that  the  poverty  of  these 
men  was  an  excuse  for  their  action,  or  that 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
opposite.  These  tenants  were  not  rich  or 
prosperous  ;  but  they  were,  at  all  events, 
well  enough  off  to  pay  money  into  the  cam- 
paign funds,  and  at  the  earlier  stage  of 
the  conspiracy  to  offer  to  pay  the  agent, 
on  condition  that  the  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  was  allowed 
out  of  prison.  Those  tenants  have  a  right 
to  their  own  opinion  as  to  the  legality  or 
illegality,  the  justice  or  injustice,  of  the 
sentence  passed  on  the  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork;  but  I  submit  that  if  the 
legality  or  illegality,  justice  or  injustice 
of  a  sentence  passed  by  a  Court  of  Law 
on  any  man  in  Ireland  is  a  ground  for 
some  other  men  not  fulfilling  their  obliga- 
tions, the  chaos  which  already  exists  in 
Ireland  where  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
is  in  operation  will  not  be  easily 
mitigated.  The  hon.  Member  dealt 
with  another  question  which  I  think 
irrelevant  to  the  question  before  the 
House.  He  gave  a  version  of  the  inci- 
dents which  accompanied  the  destruction 
of  certain  houses  from  which  the  tenants 
had  been  evicted.  I  think  the  hon. 
Gentleman  should  have  been  more  care- 
ful in  his  statement  of  the  facts.  I  did  not 
give  police  protection  on  the  occasion  of 
the  destruction  of  the  houses. 

Mr.  sexton  :  The  police  were  there. 

♦Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Policemen  were 
there  because  there  were  caretakers  ther«j, 
and  caretakers  have  to  be  protected  by 
policemen,on  account  of  the  teaching  which 
has  always  accompanied  the  institution  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  There  were  no 
policemen  sent  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
tecting   the    agent.     The    police    were 
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no  more  than  were  there  under 
normal  conditions  protecting  the  care- 
takers, and  they  had  no  notice  whatever 
of  tbe  proceedings  which  the  agent  pro- 
[)0sed  totake.  While  I  absolutely  repudiate 
every  sort  of  r;}sponsibility  for  affording 
police  protection  in  a  transaction  which 
I  heard  nothing  of  before  it  took  place, 
I  must  add  this  general  observation  : 
that  if  landlords  and  agents  in  Ire- 
land would  take  my  advice  they 
would  be  extremely  sparing  of  ever 
using  the  metliods  that  were  employed 
by  the  agent  on  this  occasion ;  but  to 
say  that  the  agent  destroyed  the  property 
of  the  tenants  is  not  to  state  the  facts  as 
they  are.  The  tenants  had  been  evicted 
because  they  refused,  in  obedience  to  an 
illegal  conspiracy,  to  pay  their  rents ; 
and  they  having  by  their  own  fault 
been  evicted  under  circumstances  which 
prevented  their  taking  the  legal 
remedies  which  the  House  has  pro- 
vided for  the  protection  of  every  Irish 
tenant  in  the  improvements  he  has 
made  on  his  holding,  the  holding 
belonged  absolutely  to  the  landlord. 
Whether,  therefore,  the  landlord  was  right 
or  wrong  in  destroying  the  houses,  at  all 
events  he  only  did  what  he  pleased  with 
his  own.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated 
that  these  tenants  were  turned  out  in 
consequence  of  excessive  arrears  being 
exacted  from  them ;  and  he  led  the 
House  to  believe  that  they  would  liave 
been  ready  to  fulfil  their  oblisrations  if 
the  landlord  had  been  prepared  to  make 
a  reduction  in  those  arrears  proportionate 
to  the  reduction  made  by  the  County 
Court  Judge  in  the  rents.  I  have  not  a 
full  account  of  the  transactions  between 
landlord  and  tenant ;  but  I  have  enough 
to  show  that  that  statement  is  not 
correct.  I  understand  that  last  October, 
tliree  years'  rent  being  due,  the  agent 
offered  to  receive  one  year's  rent,  less 
25  per  cent,  that  being  the  reduction  subse- 
quently made  by  the  County  Court  Judge 
in  the  2)ermanent  rent  of  those  tenants. 
The  hon.  Member  has  quoted  some  state- 
ments made  by  the  C  runty  Court  Judge 
in  respect  of  those  tenants,  implying 
that  he  thought  tlie  rents  very  muCh  too 
high,  and  that  the  landlord  was  acting  in 
a  harsh  manner. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  And  that  the  arrears 
should  be  wiped  out. 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  can  hardly 
believe   tliat  the    hon.    Gentleman   has 
Mr.  A.  J,  Balfour 


given  an  accurate  version  of  it.  As  I 
understand  it,  there  was  a  decision  that 
there  should  be  a  stay  of  execution  till 
January,  and  that  the  tenants  should  be 
allowed  to  remain  undisturbed  during 
that  period  ;  but  that  in  January  one  year's 
rent  out  of  three  should  be  paid. 
January  came,  and  the  one  year's  rent 
was  not  paid.  Therefore,  I  suppose  we 
may  take  it  that  the  County  Court 
Judge,  having  all  the  facts  before  him, 
thought  it  was  an  equitable  arrangemient; 
but  tlie  tenants,  acting,  I  presume,  under 
the  advice  of  the  leaders  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  absolutely  refused  to  accept 
the  terms  imposed  by  the  Judge  on  that 
occasion. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  The  County  Court 
Judge  said  it  was  impossible  for  the 
landlord  to  get  those  arrears ;  that  the 
poor  tenants  had  built  the  houses  and  re- 
claimed the  land  from  bog  ;  and  that  it 
was  absurd  to  say  that  the  tenants  could 

pay. 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  But  the  County 
Court  Judge  ordered  the  tenants  to  pay 
one  year's  rent  in  January.  The  tenants 
liave  declined  to  carry  out  that  arrange- 
ment. I  come  now  to  the  action  of  the 
police  and  the  magistrates.  As  I  under- 
stand the  indictment  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man it  consists  of  two  parts.  He  thinks, 
in  the  first  place,  that  the  action  of  the 
police  and  the  magistrates  was  harsh, 
and  in  the  second  place  that  it 
was  illegal.  The  accusaticm  of  harsh- 
ness r^»sts  upon  tlie  undoubted  feet 
that  those  workmen  were  arrested 
and  handcuffed.  The  hon.  Member  forgot 
to  tell  the  House  that  the  poUce  had 
provided  transport  for  the  prisoners ;  that 
the  prisoners  refused  to  use  it;  that 
the  police  were  inferior  in  number ;  and 
that  the  general  condition  of  things  in 
Newbridge  justified  the  police  in  believ- 
ing that  a  rescue  might  be  attempted.  I 
have  more  than  once  stated  to  the  House 
my  opinion  that  it  is  desirable  to  dis- 
courage absolutely  the  use  of  hand- 
cuffing except  in  cases  where  it  is 
absolutely  necessary,  but  that  it  must, 
from  the  nature  of  the  case,  be  left  to  the 
discretion  of  the  officer  commanding 
to  decide  when  it  is  necessary.  I 
do  not  know  a  case  in  Ireland 
which  has  come  to  my  knowledge  in 
which  the  discretion  has  been  abused. 
TJie  next  allegation  of  the  hon.  Member 
was   that  the  police  took  the  prisonerB 
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not  by  the  skortest  route  but  by  a  long 
and  rwindabout  way,  in  order  that  they 
might  have  the  pleasure  oi  batoning  thu 
crowd.  The  hon.  Member  must  nave 
known  that  such  a  charge  is  extravagant 
to  the  vergG  of  absurdity.  It  is  perfectly 
true  that  the  way  which  the  police  went 
was  not  the  shortest,  but  it  was  by  far 
the  widest,  best  lighted,  and  moat  con- 
venient ;  and  tliere  would  have  been  no 
batoning  if  the  inhabitants  of  the  town 
had  allowed  the  police  to  take  their 
prisoners  quietly  before  the  magistrate. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  told  the  House  that 
one  person  lost  his  eye,  and  that  another 
had  his  skull  fractured.  The  information 
which  I  have  received  docs  not  bear  out 
that  statement.  I  believe  that  two 
persons  were  injured ;  but,  so  far  from 
one  having  lost  an  eye,  or  another  having 
had  his  skull  fractured,  they  were,  I 
believe,  going  about  next  day.  The  third 
case  of  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  called 
brutality  was  with  regard  to  the  alleged 
action  of  the  military  in  stopping  a 
funeral.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said — and, 
I  think,  aaid  truly — -that  respect  should 
have  been  shown,  or,  at  all  events,  that 
a  large  amount  of  licence  might  have 
been  granted  to  a  funeral  going  to  a 
place  of  interment.  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  not  aware  that  the  funeral 
was  not  going  to  the  place  of  interment, 
but  was  coming  back  from  it ;  and  I 
think  he  will  admit  that  simple  state- 
ment of  fact  deprives  his  allegations  on 
the  subject  of  most  of  its  point. 

Mr.  sexton  :  They  bad  as  good  a 
right  to  come  back  aa  to  go. 

•Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  They  had  as 
good  a  right  to  come  back  as  to  go ;  but 
they  went  not  by  right  but  by  favour. 
If  they  went  through  public  streets,  where 
the  traffic  had  to  be  stopped  for  the 
purpose  of  preserving  public  order,  they 
went  not  by  right  but  by  favour  ;  and  if 
they  came  back  through  streets  where 
the  ti-affic  had  to  he  stopped  they  came 
back  not  by  right  but  by  favour.  The 
hon.  Gentleuian  gave  no  reason  why  the 
favour  should  be  extended  to  a  funeral 
returning. 

Mb.  SKXTON  :  There  was  this  special 
reason — ^that  their  homes  lay  on  the  other 
side  of  the  bridge. 

•Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  ;  I  have  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  the  funeral  did 
desire  to  come  back  by  the  bridge.   That 
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is  not  denied  ;  but  the  whole  of  that  part 
of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
founded  on  this — -that  a  dead  body  ^fs 
in  the  funeral  cortege. 

Me.  SEXTON  :  1  said  I  had  not  heard 
whether  the  corpse  was  there  or  not. 

•Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  phrase 
the  hon.  Gentleman  used  was  that  the 
funeral  might  be  respected  until  its 
functions  had  been  discharged.  I  appre- 
hend that  when  the  dead  was  buried  its 
functions  had  been  discharged.  I  pass 
now  to  the  far  more  important  question 
of  the  legality  or  illegality  of  the  action 
of  the  police  and  the  magistratu  in  the 
case.  I  andcrstand  that  the  first  chai^ 
brought  against  the  police  ivas  that  on 
the  first  three  or  four  days  with  which 
we  are  concerned  arrests  were  made 
upon  the  precept  under  the  Act  of  1860 
issued  by  the  magistrate.  Ou  the  face 
of  it  the  precept  entirely  justified  the 
arrests.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  will  refer  to  the  Statute  in  ques- 
tion he  will  see  that  it  distinctly  con- 
templates arrests.  So  far,  therefore, 
there  is  no  ground  for  complaint  unless 
the  arrestswore  illegal;  and  if  they  were 
illegal  there  is  a  summary  method  by 
which  any  such  illegality  may  be 
punished.  The  arrest«  having  thus  been 
legally  made  under  the  Act  of 
I860,  on  the  fir.'^t  day  the  men 
on  being  brought  before  the  magis- 
trate were  cautioned  and  sent  away, 
and  next  day  they  repeated  the  offence. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  these 
labourers  were  earning  their  bread  ;  and 
he  asked,  were  the  labourers  to  be 
obliged  to  carry  about  with  them  a 
revised  edition  of  the  Statutes  in 
order  to  sse  whether  they  weis 
acting  illegally  or  not  ?  Well,  every 
labourer  in  Ireland  may  assume 
that  when  he  is  bi-ought  before  a 
magistrate  and  told  his  notion  is  illegal, 
and  farther,  that  at  the  next  Petty 
Sessions  his  case  will  be  brought  up  for 
final  decision,  that  if  be  persists  in  hii 
action  he  is  breaking  the  law.  The  hon. 
Member  appears  to  assume  that  this  pre- 
cept has  only  a  provisional  operation,  and 
has  no  binding  efficacy  until  it  is  finally 
decided  at  Petty  Sessions.  But  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  look  at  the  words  of  the 
Statute  and  the  precept  he  will  see  that 
is  not  the  case,  and  the  magistrate  in 
absolutely  forbidding  under  the  precept 
any  further  waste  being  committed  was 
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acting  entirely  in  accordance  with  the 
law  as  it  is  now. 

Mr.  sexton  :  The  labourers  were 
01  ered  to  show  cause.  Does  not  that 
imply  that  the  precept  was  a  conditional 
document  dependent  on  the  decision  of 
the  Court  ? 
*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  advised 
that  the  precept  is  not  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  supposes  —  a  conditional 
document,  but  an  absolute  document. 
Well,  these  labourers,  having  been 
arrested  and  having  been  cautioned  by 
the  magistrate,  went  back  and  repeated 
the  offence,  and  on  that  occasion  they 
were  bound  over  and  let  out.  Some  of 
them  went  back  a  third  time,  and  for  the 
third  time  committed  the  offence.  Then 
they  were  bound  over  under  the  Statute 
of  Edward  III.  Next,  when  they  com- 
mitted the  offence  a  fourth  time,  they,  or 
some  of  them,  were  arrested  and  brought 
before  the  magistrate,  and  they  were 
summoned  to  appear  before  a  Crimes 
Act  Court  for  illegal  assembly,  of  which, 
I  presume,  it  is  hardly  denied  they  were 
guilty. 

Mr.  sexton  :  On  the  third  occasion 
they  were  thrown  into  a  cell  and  kept 
there  all  night,  and  finally  they  were 
sent  to  prison  under  the  Statute  of 
Edward  III. 

*Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  third  time 
they  were  ordered  to  give  bail,  and  sent 
to  prison  in  default,  and  the  fourth  time 
they  wore  summoned  to  ap]:)ear  before  a 
Crimes  Act  Court  under  the  charge  of 
illegal  assembly.  What  is  the  extra- 
ordinary criticism  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man passes  on  tliis  transaction  ?  He  says 
that  for  the  same  offence  four  different 
methods  of  procedure  were  adopted,  and 
he  bases  on  that  an  invective  against 
the  arbitrary  and  illegal  government  of 
Ireland.  It  appears  to  me  that  the  action 
of  the  magistrate  was  the  most  merciful 
which  could  bo  adopted.  On  the  first 
occasion,  when  the  men  might  be 
presumed  to  be  ignorant,  they  were 
warned  and  sent  away.  On  ihe  second 
occasion,  when  they  must  have  known 
that  they  were  committing  an  offence, 
they  were  discharged  and  summoned.  On 
the  third  occasion  they  were  bound 
over  under  the  Statute  of  Edward  III., 
and  it  was  not  until  the  offence  was 
committed  for  the  fourth  timt?  that  they 
were  summoned  for  illegal  assembly. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  has  taken  occasion 
Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour 


to  trot  out  ancient  and  somewhat 
threadbare  observations  upon  the  Statute 
of  Edward  III.  He  says  that  it  is  a 
statute  obsolete  in  England,  and  onlj 
recently  brought  into  operation  in  Ire- 
land. That  statement  has  been  refuted, 
over  and  over  again.  From  the  days  of 
Edward  III.,  down  to  1890,  that  statute 
has  been  in  constant  use  in  England  as  well 
as  in  Ireland.  [Mr.  Sextoh  :  Against 
respectable  people  1  ]  Against  people 
who  are  expected  to  break  the  law.  I 
will  not  compete  with  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  defining  respectability.  This 
Act  of  Edward  III.  is  not  obsolete ;  it  is 
part  of  the  common  procedure  of  this 
country,  and  in  Ireland  there  have  been 
thousands  of  cases  during  the  last  20  years 
in  which  it  has  been  employed,  and  to 
say  that  we  are  taking  down  from  some 
ancient  armoury  this  rusty  weapon  of 
oppression  is  to  misrepresent  the  best 
known  facts  of  criminal  legal  procedure . 
in  this  country  as  well  as  in  Ireland. 
The  last  jx)int  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  took  exception  to  was  the 
treatment  of  Father  Kinsella.  But  it  is 
clear  from  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  case  tliat  the  one  great  object  of  tiiat 
gentleman  was  to  be  sent  to  prison.  He 
was  warned  that  his  action  was  illegal, 
and  he  replied  that  he  would  persevere 
in  it  whether  it  was  legal  or  illegal,  and  a 
man  who  publicly  declares  his  intention 
of  persisting  in  illegal  action  cannot 
complain  if  he  is  bound  over  to  keep  the 
peace.  The  hon.  Gentleman  alleges  that 
the  magistrate  acted  harshly  in  making 
two  months'  imprisonment  the  alterna- 
tive to  giving  bail  to  be  of  good  beha- 
viour, because  he  says  the  maximum 
penalty  for  the  offence  was  only  one 
month.  But  what  Father  Elinsella  was 
guilty  of  was  unlawful  assembly,  for 
which,  according  to  the  law  both  of 
England  and  Ireland,  the  maximum 
penalty  is  not  two  months,  but  two 
years'  imprisonment. 

Mr.  sexton  :  May  I  ask  what  was 
** unlawful  assembly?"  Was  it  disobe- 
dience to  the  precept,  which  says  one 
month's  imprisonment  ? 

*Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Father  Kin- 
sella's  offence  was,  I  take  it,  open  and 
violent  defiance  of  the  administration  of 
the  law,  and  a  man  declared  guilty  of 
persisting  in  an  illegal  course  cannot 
complain  if  he  is  taken  out  of  the  cate- 
gory of  respectable  persons.     I  think  I 
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havj  now  gone  over  most  of  the  specific 
allegations  of  the  hon.  Member.  Before 
coming  to  a  determination  in  this  case  I 
would  ask  the  House  to  bear  in  mind  a 
fact  which  the  hon.  Member  has  not 
referred  to — namely,  that  for  three 
years  the  Plan  of  Campaign  has  been  in 
operation  on  this  estate.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman told  us  that  Kildare  is  a  quiet 
county,  and  that  Judges  and  Magis- 
trates have  exchanged  congratulations 
on  its  peacefulneas.  No  doubt  Kildare 
as  a  whole  is  a  quiet  county.  But  in 
Kildare,  as  in  other  counties,  there  is  an 
exception  to  be  made  in  respect  of 
those  districts  where  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  exists.  There  it  is  that  you 
have  this  violent  resistance  to  the  law, 
there  it  is  that  you  have  riotous  assem- 
blies, there  it  is  that  you  have  the  forces 
of  the  Crown  brought  into  conflict  with 
the  people.  The  persons  responsible  for 
this  are  those  who  started  the  Plan, 
not  those  who  oppose  it.  The  hon. 
Member  began  by  stating  that  in 
no  other  portion  of  tbe  United  Kingdom 
would  such  proceedings  as  these  on  the 
part  of  the  executive  be  tolerated.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  is  wrong.  If  day 
after  day  an  illegal  and  disorderly 
crowd  persisted  in  breaking  the  law,  the 
law  of  this  country  would  be  strong 
enough  to  keep  them  in  order.  Are  we 
to  be  told  that  because  the  Clongorey 
estate  is  poor,  and  the  tenants  are  not 
prosperous  and  have  joined  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  they  are  therefore  to  be 
allowed  to  break  the  law  precisely  to  the 
extent  they  desire  ?  It  appears  to  me 
that  the  magistrate  acted  legally  when 
he  issued  liis  precept,  and  that  that  pre- 
cept having  been  defied  no  action  was 
open  to  the  authorities  but  that  which 
they  took.  I  hope  the  House  in  voting 
upon  this  question  will  see  that  we  are 
practically  asked  to  say  that  the  law 
may  be  broken  with  impunity  when  the 
law  breakers  are  backed  up  by  a  power- 
ful conspiracy,  and  that  no  heavier  blow 
could  be  struck  at  the  prosperity  of  Ire- 
land. 
*(5.50.)  Sir  CHARLES  RUSSELL 
(Hackney)  :  I  think  there  are  few  who 
have  listened  to  the  course  of  this  debate 
who  will  1^  disposed  to  deny  that  the 
hon.  Member  who  moved  the  Adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  was  perfectly  justified 
in  the  course  he  took,  for  it  will  be  ad- 
mitted  that  it    was    startling   to   have 


announced  to  the  House  that,  under  the 
circumstances  which  have  been  detailed, 
somewhere  about  80  persons  have  been 
arrested,  some  at  one  period  and  some 
at  another.  Taking  the  facts  as  stated 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  not  con- 
tradicted by  the  right  hon.  GentJe- 
man,  it  appears  that  there  biiiig  a 
number  of  evicted  tenants  houseless 
and  homeless  on  this  estate,  one  of  thv^ 
tenants,  a  Mrs.  Kelly  by  name,  a.llowed 
certain  alterations  to  be  made  in  the  out- 
ofl&ces  attached  to  her  farm  with  a  view 
to  giving  some  kind  of  shelter  to  these  poor 
houseless  persons.  She  was  doing  that 
upon  a  farm,  which  in  point  of  law  was 
her  farm  in  part,  and  the  landlord's  farm 
in  part,  for  it  is  too  late  in  the  day  to 
deny  that  a  tenant's  farm  is  partly  his 
and  partly  the  landlord's.  A  number  of 
men  were  engaged,  and  peaceably  en- 
gaged, until  the  interference  of  the  police, 
in  doing  what  may,  without  exaggeration, 
be  termed  an  act  of  mercy — erecting 
shelter  for  the  houseless.  Then  someone 
on  behalf  of  the  trustees  of  the  estate 
applied  to  the  magistrate  under  the  ill 
omened  Statute  of  1860  for  a  precept  for- 
bidding such  work.  I  do  not  desire  to  dis- 
cuss this  question  in  any  narrow  spirit  of 
technicahfy,  and  I  will,  for  the  purpose  of 
argument,  admit  thatithe  grant  of  the 
precept  was  within  the  authoriiy  of  the 
magistrate,  and  that  under  that  precept 
the  constable  charged  with  the  execution 
of  it  could  lawfully  make  arrests.  But 
I  deny  that  the  statute  under  which  this 
precept  was  issued  was  ever  intended  to 
deal  criminally  with  such  cases  as  this.  It 
wasa  gioss  abuse  of  the  technical  and  literal 
powers  given  by  the  statute,  to  apply  it 
to  any  such  case.  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  will  not  deny  that  Section  35, 
under  which  the  precept  was  issued, 
was  aimed  mainly  at  wilful  waste  on  the 
part  of  the  tenant — waste  designed  to  in- 
jure and  calculated  to  depreciate  the 
property  of  the  landlord.  I  will  admit, 
for  the  purpose  of  my  argument,  that 
there  .vas  a  technicaj  right  of  arrest,  but 
what  was  the  moral  justification  for  the 
arrest  ?  What  was  there  in  the  circum- 
stances that  would  have  rendered 
the  ordinary  proceeding  by  summons 
inadequate  to  the  occasion,  and  how 
comes  it  that  the  force  of  police — it 
looks  as  if  they  desired  to  invite  a 
conflict  with  the  people — that  the  force 
of  armed  police  went  out  for  the  purpose 
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of  makingf  arrests  upon  the  extensive 
scale  they  did  ?  Now,  let  me  correct  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  says  Father 
Kinsella  was  charged  with  unlawful 
assembly.  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man say  that  the  magistrate  could 
inquire  into  that  charge,  and  send  a  man 
to  gaol  for  two  months — [Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour  :  I  never  did  say  so] — or  send 
him  to  gaol  for  any  period  ?  Did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  that  Father 
Kinsella  was  charged  \Wth  unlawful 
assembly  ?     Surely  he  did. 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  did   not  in- 
tend to  say  so. 

*SiR  C.  RUSSELL  :  I  accept  the   right 
hon.  Gentleman's  statement  of   what   he 
intended  to  say,  but  I  beg  to  assure    him 
he   made    the   statement.      The   charge 
against  Father  Kinsella  was,  in  the  words 
of  the  precept,   that    he   did,   with   the 
other     defendants,    "assemble     on    the 
premises  of  Mary  Kelly  for  the   purpose 
of  proceeding  with  certain  works,  namely, 
the  enlargement " — not  the  destruction  or 
the  committal  of  waste,  mark  you — "  of 
certain  out- houses."   This  was  contrary  to 
the  precept,  which  laid  it  down  that  the  ' 
defendants*  proceedings  were   calculated 
to  create  a  breach  of   the   peace.       Does 
that  justifiy  the  proceedings  of  the  magis- 
trate ?     No,    it   does   not.     The   ofEence 
charged  is  contravention  of  the  precept, 
and  I  wish    to    know    what    power   or 
authority   the   magistrate    had    to    deal 
with  any  charge  of  unlawful  assembly. 
Under    the    statute    it   is    distinct  and 
specific,    aft.^r  the  service  by  posting  of 
the    precept,     the    punishment    is     one 
month's  imprisonment  and  one  month  only. 
Ah !  but  why    is  this  other  proceeding 
resorted    to  1     Because  the   magistrates 
know    tliat   when    under   such  circum- 
stances  honourable   men,  men  respected 
by  their  fellows,  are  called  upon  to  give 
bail  for  ixood  behaviour,  they  regard  it  as 
a  slur  upon  their  character  to  which  they 
ought  not  to  be  subjected.      Therefore  it 
is  that  resort  is  had  to  these  proceedings, 
and    this  old  Statute  of  Edward  III.  is 
misused  for  the  purpose  of  inflicting  a 
heavit'r  punisliment  than  the  magistrate 
could  otherwise  inflict.      The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says   the  Statute  of  Edward 

III.  is  in  force  in  this  country,  and  of 
course  I  know  it  is,  but  it  has  never  been 
applied  t(^  such  cases  as  these  in  Eng- 
land. Refer  me  to  any  case  where  a  man 
holding  a  responsible  position  such  as 
Sir  Charles  Bftssell 


this    gentleman  did — I  do  not  refer  to 

the     others     for    the    moment — whose 

address  was  known,  who  had  lived  his 

life  in  the  presence  of  his  fellows,  and 

was  respected  by  those  who  knew  him  : 

tell   me  any  case  where  in  England  a 

man  in  this  position  has  been  proceeded 

against  under  the  Statute  of  Edward  III. 

This  statute  has  been  often  referred  to, 

and  it   might   be   worth  while  to    call 

attention    to    it    more    particularly.     It 

would      be      useless      to     quote      the 

old     Norman     French.       This     statute 

provides  that  in  each  county  there  shall 

be  magistrates  whose  duty  shall  be  to 

restrain   offenders,     and    among    other 

duties  imposed    is  that  of  arresting  all 

"  pillers  and  robbers  from  beyond  seas 

who  have  come  again,  and  go  wandering, 

and  will  not  labour  as  they  were  wont." 

Also  to  arrest  such  as  may  be  suspected 

of  offences  and  are  not  of  good  fame,  and 

who  may  be  required  to  give  sufficient 

surety  and  mainprize  for  good  behaviour. 

Now,  I  noticed  there  was  one  point  in 

the  allegations  made  of  illegality  in  the 

action  of  the  police  and  the  authorities 

on  the  occasion  to  which  the  right  hon. 

Gentleman  has  not  adverted ;  I  mean  the 

breaking  of  doors. 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  forgot  that. 

♦Sir  CHARLES  RUSSELL :  I  say  at 
once  it  is  a  criminal  proceeding  against 
the  spirit  of  the  statut3  of  1860,  for 
there  is  no  evidence  of  real  waste 
of  property,  and  it  was  an  insidious 
method  of  preventing  protection  and 
shelter  being  given  to  these  people.  I 
say  further,  that  if  the  arrests  were  law- 
ful under  that  Act,  they  were  not  needed. 
It  was  a  wanton  disturbance  of  the  peace 
to  bring  the  police  under  such  circum- 
stances with  such  a  show  of  armed  force, 
when,  names  and  addresses  being  well 
known,  a  summons  would  have  accom- 
plished the  same  purpose.  The  breaking 
of  the  doors  under  the  circumstances  was 
illegal.  I  do  not  know  whether  Idiffer  from 
my  learned  Friends  on  this  point,  but  I 
understand  that  the  doors  may  be  broken 
after  first  demanding  admission  and  being 
refused,  or  when  the  person  inside  is 
under  indictment  or  known  to  have  com- 
mitted treason  or  felony,  or  has  inflicted 
a  dangerous  wound,  or  has  escaped  from 
lawful  custody;  or  when  a  constable 
can  hear  that  violence  is  being  com- 
mitted within  the  house  a  door  may 
be  broken  to  arrest  an  offender  or  sup- 
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press  an  affray  when  the  party  within 
refuses  to  opdn  on  demand.     In  this  case 
there  was,   it  soems  to  me  on  the  facts 
stited,    no    power    to    break   open    the 
door,   and  in    that  particular  there   has 
been  a  violation  of  the  law.     Does  any- 
one who  has  heard  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man accept  the  justification  he  has  offered 
for  the  handcuffing  of  this  large  number 
of  men?     I  could  refer  to  cases  where 
fw?tions  have  been  brought  in  this  country 
and    heavy    damages    awarded    against 
officers  who,  "without  full  justification,  of 
which  a  jury,  and  not  a  policeman,  judged, 
handcuffed     individuals     unnecessarily, 
even  when  charged  with  serious  offences. 
Tliese    are  not   small   and   unimportant 
Tiiatters,   and    are   not   so   resrarded    in 
Ireland.       For     myself     I     feel     little 
interested  in  discussing  the  mere  details 
of  what  I  conceive  to  be  the  despotic 
Government  of    the  right   hon.  Gentle- 
man.    I  confess  I  think  it  is  to  a  great 
extent    waste     of     time.       The     policy 
of     the     right     hon.    Gentleman    may 
be     good     or     it     may    be     bad,    but 
it    is    not    a    system    which   can    long 
stand  side  by  side  with  a  Government 
supposed    to     be     based     on     constitu- 
tional   principles  ;    one    or    the    other 
must    go.     I    have   only   discussed  the 
details  in  this  case  because  it  is  an  in- 
stance of  the  absolute  manner  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  every  case 
stands  by  those  whom  he  looks  to  for 
enforcing  the  laws,  however  brutal,  how- 
ever unfeeling   their   conduct   may  be, 
however  much  they  may  disregard  the 
rights  of  private  liberty.     I  say  it  is  an 
instance,  one  of  a  great  many  we  have 
had,  and  I  think  the  House  is  indebted  to 
the  hon.    Gentleman    (Mr.   Sexton)   for 
calling  our  attention  to  it. 

*(6.10.)  Thk  attorney  GENERAL 
I'OR  IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin 
University)  :  I  will  endeavour  in  the  few 
obssrvations  I  have  to  make  to  avoid 
discussing  this  matter  in  a  narrow  and 
teclinical  spirit.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  raised  a  very  broad  issue 
which,  to  a  certain  extent,  is  an  issue  of 
law.  He  has  referred  to  the  Act  of  1860, 
which  he  has  called  an  ill-oniened  Act. 
It  is  not  for  me,  and  this  is  not  the 
occasion,  to  criticise  the  Act  of  1860. 
That  Act  has  in  its  spirit  been  departed 
from  in  modern  legislation,  whether 
rightly  or  wrongly  it  is  not  for  me  now 
.to  discuss,  but  tliis  I  say,  that  the  proyi- 
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sion  of  the  Act  now  under  discussion  is  aa 
relevant  to  the  relations  between  landlord 
and  tenant  noT^  as  on  the  day  after  the  Act 
was  p'lfised.     I   mean    the  sections  that 
provide  the  means  of  temporarily  arresting 
proceedings  complained  of  on  the  ground 
of  waste  pending  the   adjudication  of  a 
competent  tribunal.    But  the  broad  ques- 
tion to  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man invites  the  attention  of  the  House  is 
this  :  he  says.  An  Act  of  Parliament  in 
this   particular   case    has  been   wrested 
from  its  proper  application,  that  it  has 
been  applied  to  what  is  not  legally  really 
and  substantially  within  the   conditions 
imposed  by  the  Act.     Now,  with  all  th^ 
hon.  and  learned  Member's  research,  I  do 
not  think  he  could  have  read  the  twenty- 
third  volume  of  "Law  Reports,"  Ireland, 
and  if  he  thinks  it  worth  while  further  to 
consider  the   question  which  has   been 
raised  by  this  Motion  for  the  Adjournment 
of  the  House,  I  imvite  his  attention  to 
two  particular  cases   in  which  he   will 
find  that  the  very  action  in  question,  the 
destruction    or  alteration    of    premises 
used  as  an  agricultural  holding  by  the 
erection  upon  such  of  what  are  popularly 
known  as  Plan  of  Campaign  huts,  has 
been  decided  to  be  a  wiKul  and  gross  act 
of  waste  as  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
One  of  these  cases  was  brought  before  not 
one  of  those  inferior  tribunals  in  regard 
to  which  we  are  accustomed  to  hear  so 
many  adjectives  applied,  but  before  the 
Court  of   the   Vice   Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land. 

Mr.  SEXTON:   One  of  the  weakest 
Judges  in  the  Empire. 

*Mr.  madden  :   One  of  these   cases 

was  brought  before   the  Court  of   that 

most  eminent  and  respected  Judge,  one 

of    the    most    learned   Judges    on    the 

Bench,  the  Vice  Chancellor  of  Ireland. 

Another   case   was   brought   before   the 

Court  of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  and  this 

last  case  was  carried  to  the  Court  of  Appeal. 

I  do  not  know  whether  this  phalanx  of 

legal  authority  will  be  deemed  satisfactory 

by  hon.    Members  opposite,  but  at   any 

rate  it  is  the  best  that  Ireland  can  supply; 

two  Judges  in  Courts  of  First  Instance  and 

the    Court    of  Appeal.     If   the    persons 

who  were  defendants  in  the  last  instances 

thought  that  Irish  Judges  were  affected 

by  any  kind  of    prejudice  in  regard  to 

such  matters  nothing  would  have  been 

easier   for    them    than    to    bring    their 

case  before  the  House  of  Lords. 

2  R 
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'    Mr.   SEXTON:    This  was  a  case  of 
(Brection  of  Imts. 

*Mb.  madden  :  Alteration  of  premises 
laj    their    conversion     from     a     dwell- 
ing    house     with    onthouses     suitable 
for  an  agricnltural  holding  into  what  are 
popularly  known  as  huts.     I  do  not  think 
any   lawyer  will  stand  up  in  this  House 
and  contend  that  there  is  not  a  stronger 
case  of  actual  waste  if  instead  of  erecting 
huts  on  the  outskirts  of  a  farm  there  is  an 
actual   conversion   into   dwelling  houses 
of  out-houses  suitable  for  the  occupation 
of  an  agricultural  holding.    Therefore,  on 
the  main  question  in  which  the  hon.  and 
learned    Member  challenges  us,  the  de- 
cisions to  which  I  have  referred  afford  a 
complete  and  satisfactory  answer.     How 
does  the  matter  stand  ?  Allow  me  very 
shortly,  and  in  plain   English,  avoiding 
technicalities,  to    tell   the   House  what 
this   precept    means.    It  means    that  a 
Petty  Sessions  Court"  will  be  held  on  a 
certain  day,  and  that  the  question  of  waste 
will   come    before  that  Court  for  trial. 
Meantime,  says  the  precept,  you  must  stay 
your   hand   from  the  proceedings   com- 
plained of,  or  if  you  refuse  to  do  that, 
you  must  go  to  gaol.     That  is  what  the 
precept  means.      I  do  not  know  whether 
a  similar  proceeding  exists  in  England. 
I  have  enough  to  do  dealing  with  the 
laws  of  my  own  country ;  but  if  it  does, 
does   anybody  doubt  that  the  Executive 
would  interfere  in  England  to  prevent 
forcible    interference   with    the    masris- 
trate's  precept.      The    hon.    Gentleman 
says     there     have      been     80     arrests, 
and  surely  that  very  fact    shows    there 
was    a    large    force    brought    together 
outside    the    workmen     actually   doing 
the  act  of  waste,  a  considerable  body  of 
men    who   constituted   in    law    an   un- 
lawful assembly 'committing  this  act  of  wil- 
ful waste.      Is  it  to  be  supposed  that  the 
Courts  of  Law  in  England  would  be  so 
weak    as    not    to  meet   and    punish  in- 
stanter  any  such  lawless  defiance  of  the 
authority  of  a  competent  Court  ?     There 
are    plenty  of    remedies    open    to   any 
person  who  feels  aggrieved  by  an  order 
made  under  the  Act  in  question.    It  may 
be  said  that  the  Petty  Sessions  is  not  the 
best  Court  to  decide  cases  of  waste  ;  and 
I  am  disposed  to  agree.     Well,  there  is 
under  the  Act  a  summary  procedure  by 
which    one    of    the  superior  Courts    of 
Equity  or     Law    can    immediately    be 
appealed    to.      The    facts    of    the   case 


amount  to  this — that  with  such  reme- 
dies at  command  there  was  an  unlawful 
and  organised  defiance  of  an  order 
legally  issued  by  a  competent  Court. 
My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  mentioned 
the  Act  of  Edward  III.,  and  I  notice 
that  a  laugh  can  always  be  raised  in  the 
House  by  quoting  antiquated  the  phrase- 
ology of  the  Statute  and  the  reference  to 
"  pillers  and  robbers,"  always  gets  a  cheer 
from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  but  when 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  asks  if 
this  Act  has  been  applied  to  such  cases  in 
England,  I  would  ask  him  have  such 
cases  ever  arisen  in  England. 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL :  I  meant  to  speak 
of  persons  with  known  addresses  and 
positions,  such  as  those  in  question. 

*Mr.  madden  :  Of  course  I  accept  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  correction. 
I  understood  him  to  challenge  the  appli- 
cation of  the  Act  to  the  classes  of  cases  to 
which  it  has  been  applied  in  Ireland;  but 
if  he  admits  that  it  would  be  applied 
in  England  to  such  things  as  to  which 
it  has  been  applied  by  a  long  series  of 
decisions  in  Ireland  ;  for  instance,  to  the 
non-payment  of  rent  in  1882,  by  a 
decision  of  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench, 
to  boycotting  cattle  and  acts  of  that  kind ; 
if  I  understand  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  admits  that  the  Act  can  be 
applied  to  proceedings  of  this  kind,  I  have 
nothing  more  to  say  on  this  subject.  But 
I  gathered  from  his  allusion  to  the  Act  of 
Edward  III.  that  he  was  contesting  the 
application  of  the  Act  to  that  class  of 
cases,  rather  than  dealing  with  the  com- 
paratively trifling  question  of  whether 
the  offenders  in  this  particular  case  might 
not  have  been  dealt  with  otherwise  if 
summoned.  The  case  before  the  House,  I 
would  point  out,  is  still  to  a  great  extent 
8vh  jitdice,  bnt  I  must  state  that  the 
institution  of  the  proceedings  is  the 
action  of  the  landlord,  and  is  not  due  to 
the  initiative  of  the  Executive.  The 
obtaining  of  the  precept  was  the  act  of 
the  landlord,  for  the  protection  of  his 
private  rights.  The  action  of  the  Execu- 
tive in  the  matter  has  been  what  it 
would  have  been  in  any  other  civilised 
country — ^namely,  to  prevent  by  lawful 
means  an  organised  and  systematic  de- 
fiance of  the  law. 

(6.20.)  Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co., 
N.)  :  Those  of  us  who  are  well 
acquainted  with  the  cases  that  the 
right     hon.     and     learned    Gentleman 
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has     cited     kjiow    that    they    are    dis- 
tinguished  from    the    cases    in    which 
the  House  is  now  concerned.    In  the  two 
cases  before  cited  the  point  was  not  the 
enlargement   of  an   out-house,    but   the 
erection  of  a  large  number  of  huts  upon 
the    land.       In   the   first    instance    the 
erection  of   houses  on  the  holding  was 
decided  to  be   a  destruction  of  the  agri- 
cultural character  of  the  holding.    In  the 
case   Steel  v.  Turner  the  special  point 
was  that  the  erection  of  new  buildings  on 
the  holding  was  a  breach  of  statutory  con- 
ditions.    I  may  also  remind  the  House 
that  a  tenant  may  be  restrained  by  the 
injunction   of  a  Civil  Court.     The  cases 
are  totally  distinct  from  the  case  under 
notice,    which   is  the   enlargement  of   a 
single  out-house,  which  certainly  is  not 
a   destruction   of   the   character    of    an 
agricultural  tenancy  in  any  sense  what- 
ever, but  is  rather  an  improvement  of  the 
holding  for  the  landlord.     Moreover,  the 
cases  cited  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
apply  to  the  civil  remedies  of  the  land- 
lord ;  and  the  commission  of  waste  is  not 
a  criminal  offence,  though,  in  the  case 
before  the  House,  the  Government  have 
made   it    a   criminal   offence.      Beyond 
doubt  this  is  a  case  to  which  the  Statute 
of   Edward  III.  was  never  intended  to 
apply,  and  the  Government  have  acted 
in  defiance  of  the  spirit  of  the  law  and  the 
Constitution.      Anyone   who    reads    the 
35th,  36th,  and  37th  sections  of  the  Act 
of  1860,  will  see  that  they  are  intended 
in    the    first   place    to  provide   a   civil 
remedy  for  the  landlord,  and  if  a  criminal 
offence  is   established,   it   is   proceeded 
with  before  two  Justices  inPetiy  Sessions, 
and,  on  sentence  after  trial,  only  a  month's 
imprisonment   can    be   inflicted.      It   is 
clear  that  proceedings  ought  not  to  be 
taken  under  the  Statute  of  Edward  111. 
A  more  flagrant  and  disgraceful  misuse 
of  the  statute  has  never    been  proved, 
nor  has  any  clearer  proof  been  given  of 
a     criminal    conspiracy     between     the 
Government   and    the   landlords.      The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  repeatedly  of 
the     violent     conduct    of    the     people 
arrested,   but   I   ask,    in   what   did   the 
violence  consist  ?  Was  there  any  violence 
in  Father  Kinsella's  act  of  sawing  a  piece 
of  timber  ?  From  beginning  to  end  of  the 
affair  there  was  no  trace  of  violence  on 
the  part  of  the  accused,  »ad  the  Attorney- 
General  for  Ireland  ought  to  withdraw 
his  imputation  of  violence,  in  order  not 


to  prejudice  the  case  of  the  people  before 
the  magistrates.  1  appeal  to  him  to  do 
so.  These  people  will  come  before  Petty 
Sessions  next  week,  and  the  m<*gistrates 
will  have  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney- 
General  that  they  have  been  guilty  of 
violent  conduct,  and,  I  say,  looking 
at  that  expression  of  opinion,  and 
from  whom  it  comes,  the  magistrates 
will  feel  coerced  in  their  decision, 
unless  the  expression  is  withdrawn. 
But  if  the  Attorney  General  has  made 
an  unwarrantable  use  of  his  position  to- 
night, the  action  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
in  the  matter  has  been  simply  disgrace- 
ful. He  has  used  the  words,  "  It  will 
not  be  denied  that  these  men  are  guilty," 
and  after  that  what  chance  have  the 
people  when  they  come  up  for  trial  in  a 
week's  time  ?  This  is  the  most  disgrace- 
ful utterance  ever  made  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  though  perhaps  not  unparal- 
leled in  the  case  of  the  Chief  Secretary. 
We  know  when  it  was  that  month  sen- 
tences began  to  be  imposed  under  the 
Coercion  Act,  after  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's speech  at  Birmingham,  in  which 
he  hinted  at  the  inconvenience  of  appeals. 
This  is  not  the  only  thing.  The  House 
will  recollect  that  a  funeral  procession 
has  been  declared  to-night  to  have 
marched  along  a  public  highway  in 
Ireland  only  by  favour  of  the  Crown.  I 
suppose  the  Chief  Secretary's  desire  was 
that  after  the  corpse  had  been  buried  the 
mourners  should  also  bury  themselves, 
as  that  would  be  a  convenient  way  of 
getting  rid  of  them.  The  policy  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  to  exter- 
minate— in  conjunction  with  his  allies 
the  landlords  of  Ireland — all  his  oppon- 
ents— political  or  otherwise.  And  now 
I  have  some  information  to  give  as 
to  the  Glongorey  dispute.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  stated  that  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  started  on  the 
estate  by  some  friends  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Belfast.     The  hon.  Member 

t 

for  Cork  and  myself  were  the  first  to 
attend  a  Plan  of  Campaign  meeting  there. 
That  was  in  1887,  and  the  meeting 
was  not  held  till  after  the  tenants  had 
themselves  resolved  on  adopting  the  Plan 
of  Campaign,  in  consequence  of  the 
landlords'  refusal  to  accept  their  terms. 
Everything  had  been  arranged  when  we 
went  down  to  the  meeting,  which  was 
held  in  the  presence  of  200  armed  police- 
men and  half-a-dozen  reporters.  Why 
2  R  2 
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proceedings  were  never  taken  against  my 
hon.  Friend  and  myself  for  it  has  ever 
since  been  a  standing  mystery.  On  the 
second  occasion  on  which  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  was  brought  into  operation  I 
went  down  before  it  was  started,  and  I 
attended  the  meeting,  at  which  it  was 
resolved  to  again  have  recourse  to  it. 
The  advice  I  gave  to  the  tenants  on  that 
occasion  was  a  warning  to  beware  of  what 
they  were  doing,  and  to  be  sure  that 
they  were  in  the  right,  because  their 
conduct  would  be  closely  scrutinised  in 
England,  but  when  once  they  adopted 
the  Plan  they  must  stick  to  it.  They 
must  be  sure  that  they  had  justice  on 
their  side.  So  much  then  for  the  charge 
that  the  Irish  Members  wanted  the 
tenants  to  join  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
But  I  may  add  in  reference  to  my 
action  with  regard  to  the  Clongorey 
estate  that  I  regret  nothing  1  have  said 
or  done ;  on  the  contrary,  I  am  proud  of 
it,  because  there  never  was  a  clearer 
case  in  which  the  tenants  were  right  and 
the  landlords  wrong.  The  House  has 
already  been  informed  of  the  statement 
of  a  County  Court  Judge  that  this  was  a 
case  in  which  the  arrears  ought  to  be 
entirely  wiped  out,  and  when  the  Chief 
Secretary  told  us  to-night  that  the  agent 
of  the  landlord  offered  to  take  one  year's 
rent  in  settlement,  he  gave  a  com- 
plete misrepresentation  of  the  nature  of 
the  offer,  which  was  reallv  to  take  a 
year's  rent  on  account,  leaving  the 
arrears  still  standing,  and  the  tenants  in 
perpetual  dread  of  eviction.  The  offer 
was  not  merely  illusory ;  it  was  an  insult 
and  a  mockery,  and  I  should  have 
been  surprised  if  any  body  of  tenants, 
however  crushed  or  humiliated,  could 
have  been  found  to  accept  such  terms. 
And  to  show  how  fairly  the  tenants  on 
this  estate  treated  the  landlords,  I  may 
mention  that  not  only  did  they  pay  this 
exorbitant  rent  as  long  as  they  were 
able,  not  only  did  they  keep  clear  of 
combinations — criminal  or  otherwise — 
until  they  were  forced  into  them  by  the 
action  of  the  landlord  himself,  but  it  was 
their  custom  every  year  when  the  land- 
lord had  some  work  to  be  done  on  his 
land  either  to  do  it  themselves  or  to  pay 
men  to  do  it.  Their  conduct  towards  the 
landlord  was  most  generous ;  on  the 
other  hand  the  conduct  of  the  landlord 
was  marked  by  the  grossest  ingratitude 
on  record.  It  was  stated  by  the 
Mr,  Clancy 


Chief    Secretary,  on    the    authority    of 
the  hon.    Member    for  South    Tyrone, 
that      the      tenants      refused   to      pay 
even     the     reduced     rent     until     Mr. 
William    O^Brien     was    released     from 
prison.       But   is*  that   authority   worth 
accepting  ?  I  will  give  an  example  of  the 
untrustworthineps  of  the  hon.  Member's 
statements.     The  hon.  Member  wrote  to 
the    Times    that   the   valuation   of   the 
property  on  this  estate  was  £800,  while 
the  rental  was  only  £600  ;   but  the  fact 
is    the    valuation    is    £555,   while   the 
rental  is  £1,009.  The   Attorney  General 
has    given    the    go-by    to    more    than 
one  of  the  statements  made  by  the   hon. 
Member    for    West    Belfast.     My  hon. 
Friend  in  the  first  place  referred  to  the 
brutality  of  the  police  on   several   occa- 
sions last  week,  and  to  the  attacks  made 
on  the  people  in  the  county  of  Kildare, 
on  many  occasions  since  the   beginning 
of  the  struggle  on  the  Clongorey  estate, 
attacks  unparalleled  for  their  wantonness 
and   brutality.       I   will     give   but  one 
instance,  but  I  think   it   will   suffice   to 
show  the  nature  of  the   attacks.     As  a 
brother  of  Mrs.  Kelly  was  being  marched 
to    gaol,  a  sister  walked  by   his    side 
conversing  vdih.  him,  until  one   of   the 
constables  knocked  her  down.     The  dis- 
trict inspector  gave  the  order  to  his  men 
"  If  any  one  will  not  move  on  give  them 
a  dig  in  the    ribs."     The  chairman   of 
the     Town      Commissioners      of     New- 
bridge,   a  gentleman   highly  respected, 
was  thus  greeted  by  the  inspector,    "  Go 
on    now,   you    know  what   I   gave   you 
before.'*     He   was   threatened   not  only 
with  personal  assault,  but  with  a  repeti- 
tion of  the  month'simprisonment  imposed 
on  him  on  a  previous  occasion.  The  spirit 
which  aetuates  this  district  inspector  is 
the  one  which  prompted  Capt.  Plunket's 
telegram    "  Do   not  hesitate   to   shoot," 
and    which    ]jrompts     the     wjitchword 
of  the  Irish   police   of   to-day   **do   not 
hesitate  to  swear."     It  is  the  spirit  which 
induces  the  Chief  Secretary  to   condone 
and  defend  every  act  of  the  police,  how- 
ever  unjustifiable,  and   so  long    as   he 
shows  a  willinofness  to  do  that  we  may 
be  sure  he  will  find  willing  instrumente 
to  carry  out  his  orders.     Now,  I  deliber- 
ately   assert    that    these     attempts    to 
deprive  evicted   tenants  of  shelter  con- 
stitute an  abuse  of  a  statute  framed  for  a 
very  diflforent  purpose,  and  if  we  could 
suppose  that  these  things  were  to  go  6to 
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fur  an  indefinite  period,  if  these  assaults 
and  batonings  were  to  continue,  if  we 
had  no  remedy  in  Constitutional  agita- 
tion, then  the  only  thing  we  could 
have  re  course  to  would  be  insurrection. 
But  it  is  the  hope  that  we  shall  even- 
tually get  justice  from  the  English 
people,  the  knowledge  that  these  things 
cannot  go  on  for  ever,  and  that  Constitu- 
tional means  will  suffice  for  the  attain- 
ment of  our  rights,  that  induce  us  to  keep 
to  Constitutional  meiins,  and  when  at 
last  peace  comes  it  will  be  no  thanks  to 
you,  for' the  preservation  of  peace  is  not 
your  object.  Your  aim  is  to  promote 
acts  of  violence,  and  I  am  only  surprised 
that  the  people  of  Kildare  have  thus 
kept  themselves  within  the  law.  Mr. 
Fitzgerald,  the  resident  magistrate,  con- 
ducts himseK  in  a  manner  worthy  of  a 
Cadi  sitting  under  a  palm  tree  in  the 
East.  He  holds  his  Courts  and  ad- 
ministars  the  law,  sometimes  privately, 
sometimes  in  the  police  barracks,  and  at 
other  times  in  the  open  air,  reminding 
one  of  some  of  the  revolutionary  tribunals 
of  '98.  I  say  it  presents  to  the  Irish 
people  a  mockery  of  the  British  Constitu- 
tion, and  is  a  public  scandal.  Both  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  this 
evening  have  endeavoured  to  obscure  the 
real  issue.  The  Iri^ih  Members  do  not 
wish  to  argue  the  mattar  on  mere 
technicalities  ;  they  are  content  to  leave 
it  on  the  broad  facts  whicli  prove 
that  landlords  and  the  Government 
have  combined  to  prevent  evicted  tenants 
from  obtaining  shelter,  preferring  that 
they  should  be  on  the  roadside  and  die 
of  exposure  to  the  wintry  weather.  We 
intend  to  inform  the  electors  of  the 
country  that  a  person  who  erects  a  hut 
for  thosD  who  are  homeless  through  being 
evicted,  is  to  be  treatad  as  a  person  of  evil 
fame,  even  though  he  b^  the  clergyman 
of  thy  district,  and  that  he  must  give  bail 
or  go  to  prison.  Men  are  now  being  prose- 
cuted for  perfornoLing  the  commonest 
duties  of  humanity,  and  they  are  being 
treated  as  felons.  This  is  a  simple  fact 
Avhich  the  people  of  England  will  be  made 
acquainted  with,  and  it  will  not  be  our 
fault  if  the  authors  of  this  policy  are  not 
made  to  rue  the  day  when  they  adopted 
it.  Finally,  let  me  point  out  that  in 
enforcing  thLs  misuse  of  the  law  the 
Government  are  employing  agents  who 
are  distinguishing  themselves  in  brutal 
fashion. 


(6.52.)  Mr.  T.  P.  GILL  (Louth,  S)  : 
I  think  1  should  not  bo  doing  my  duty 
if  I  did  not  point  out  a  very  remarkable 
admission  inade  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
this  evening.  He  has  pmctically  admitted 
that  the  reason  for  denying  shelter  to 
the  evicted  tenants  is  that  they  have 
been  tenants  under  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign which  he  has  for  three  years  been 
trying  to  crush.  We  are  now  seeing  the 
commencement  on  his  part  of  a  new 
crusade  against  the  men  whom  he  has 
hitherto  failed  to  crush — that  henceforth 
they  are  to  be  denied  the  shelter  of  a 
roof.  The  Attorney  General  has  quoted 
a  decision  of  the  Vice-Chancellor  in 
regard  to  a  similar  case  to  this.  I  have 
still  another  quotation  to  give  him. 
County  Court  Judge  Darley  had  a  case 
before  him  in  reference  to  the  erection 
of  certain  huts  on  the  Clongorey  estate, 
but  he  decided  that  he  could  not  inter- 
fere, as  the  building  of  the  huts  could 
not  be  looked  on  as  "  waste  to  the  farm." 
His  decision  was,  however,  reversed  by 
the  Vice-Chancellor,  and  the  Couniy 
Court  Judge  in  announcing  that  fact  to 
hie  Court  the  other  day,  said — 

*'  On  the  equity  side  of  the  Court  I  wa* 
asked  to  grant  an  injunction,  and  to  order  the 
levollinjc  of  a  hut  or  building  into  possession  of 
which  an  individual  hud  been  put  who  was 
evicted  from  a  nci^jhbouring  farm.  I  had 
serious  difficulty  in  curryin}?  out  that  strong 
power,  because  to  my  mind  tliero  was  no  charge 
that  the  thing  which  was  done  amounted  to 
waste  or  to  such  an  injury  to  the  property  as 
to  call  for  the  interference  of  a  Court  of  Ijuw. 
But  my  (leciHion  was  found  fault  with  and 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Vice-ChanoeUor, 
who  took  a  different  view,  and  directed  the  case 
to  go  back  in  order  that  I  should  order  the  hut 
in  question  to  be  removed.  1  take  it  the  Vice- 
Chancellor  took  a  general  view  of  tlie  pro- 
ceedings, and  held  that  they  were  in  furtherance 
of  the  corabiiiution  known  as  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  1  am  bound  to  act  according  to 
the  view  of  the  Vice-Chancellor,  and  if  any 
case  comes  before  me  in  which  the  proceeding 
IS  of  the  nature  of  putting  up  a  building  for 
the  purpose  of  housing  persons  evicted  from 
other  farms —although  it  may  not  amount  to 
waste  or  injury  to  the  farm — I  shall  consider 
it  a  proceeding  in  furtherance  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  and  it  will  he  my  duty  to  order  the 
building  to  be  levelled  to  the  ground." 

Therefore,  Sir,  we  have  it  in  clear  and  un- 
mistakable language  that  the  crinie  in  this 
case  is  not  doing  waste  to  the  farm,  or 
doing  any  acts  which  are  technically 
considered  to  justify  the  interference  of 
the  law,  but  simply  and  solely  the  erec- 
tion of  the  shelter  for  persons  evicted  from 
another  farm.     We  are  going  back  to  the 
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days  of  penal  laws,  and  the  only  parallel 
I  can  call  to  mind  is  the  law,  which  once 
prevailed    in    the    Soathern    States   of 
America,  making  it  a  crime  to  shelter  a 
rulaaway   slave.      Just   remember  how 
these  tenants  are  being  treated.     They 
are  unjustly  hunted  out  of  the  houses 
which     they     have     themselves    built ; 
emergency  men,  supplied  with  hatchets 
and  paraffin  oil  and  protected  by  armed 
Constabulary,  burn  or  level  the  buildings 
to  the   ground,   and   then  it   is  made  a 
crime  to  shelter  the  people   who  have 
thus  been  deprived  of  their  homes.     And 
all  this  is  done  because  they  have  been 
members  of  a  combination  which  every 
t3st  applied  to  it  proves  to  be  just.     It  is 
the  combination  against  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  has  hurled  all  the  forces  of  his 
Coercion  Act,  but  he  has  been  humiliated 
and  baffled  by  it,  for  he  has  not  been  able 
to-day  to  tell  us  of  one  single  crime  which 
has  stained  its   history   from  the  time  of 
its      starting      in     this      very     county 
of  Kildare,  nor  has  the  Attorney  General 
been  able  to  point  to  a  single  act  in  the 
nature  of   a   crime,  according   to   moral 
law.     I  think  we  have  arrived  at  a  most 
iBxtraordinary  stage  of  the  administration 
of    the   right    hon.     Gentleman.       The 
right  hon.    Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary    began    by     discussing    a     series 
of      new     crimes,     and     now     in     the 
fourth  year  of   his  administration,  he  is 
enabled  to  add    another    crime    to    his 
previous      list,    namely,    the    crime    of 
sheltering  tenants  who  have  been  evicted 
because  they  have  adopted  the   Plan    of 
Campaign.     I  would  ask  the   right   hon. 
Gentleman,    before    sitting     down,     if, 
having  embarked  in  this  cour.^e  of   pro- 
cedure— if  pinning   his   position   to   the 
judgment  of  the  Vice  Chancellor  in  the  case 
of  these  huts,  he  intends  to  go  on  in  the 
same  way,  and,  in  that   case,   where   he 
thinks  he  is  likely  to  stop  ?     If   it   be    a 
crime  to  enlarge  an  out-house  in  order  to 
give  shelter  to  evicted   tenants,    simply 
because  they  have  been  evicted  under  the 
Plan  of  Campaign — if  it  be   a  crime   to 
aid  such  persons,  Avhero  is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  pause  in  the  administration 
of  punishment  for  this  class  of  offences  1 
Tiie  Vice-Chancellor  has  laid  it  down  that 
the  sheltering  of  those  persons  is  a  crime, 
because  it  is  an  act  in  the  furtherance  of 
the    conspiracy.      And   we   know,  from 
wiiat  has  previously  happened,  that  it  is 
also  held  to  be  a  crime  to  give  bread   to 
Mr.  T.  P.  GUI 


evicted  tenants.     This  being  so,  we  have 
here  a  new  principle    of  boycotting   laid 
down    by   the    Coercion    Act,    and  the 
Government  will  now  find   it   necessary 
to  boycott  all  tenants   who  have   come 
under  the  Plan  of   Campaign,   treating 
them  as  pariahs  in  the  land,   and,  conse- 
quently,      refusing      to      give      them 
either    shelter  or  food.      But  I  would 
tell  the   right   hon.  Gentleman    that    if 
he  dreams  he  can  by  any  such  procedure 
intimidate  the  Iri A  people  into  abandon- 
ing these    evicted   tenants   and.  leaving 
them  without  shelter  or  the  means  of 
existence,   he    must  have  learned  very 
little  from  his  three  years  active  coercion. 
If  there   be  one  fact  which  more  than 
another  his   experience   ought   to  have 
impressed  upon  his  mind,  it  is  this,  that 
so  long  as  there  exists,  either  here  or  in 
any  other  part  of  the  world,   Irishmen 
who  have  a  single  dollar  or  shilling  in 
their  pockets,  so  long  will  they  assist  in 
providing  the  necessary  food  and  shelter 
for  their  evicted  compatriots.     The  more 
the    right   hon.    Gentleman    brings   his 
Coercion  Act    to   bear    upon   these  un- 
fortunate people,   the  more  will  he  find 
they  are  not  to  be  intimidated  from  the 
performance  of  their  patriotic  duties  by 
all  the  terrors  of  the  Coercion  Act.     As 
he  finds   it  now,  so  will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   find   it   to   the    end   of   the 
chapter,   and  although  he  may  have   to 
confess  the  deep  humiliation  occasioned 
by  the  defeats  the  tenantry  have  inflicted 
upon  him,  he  will  at  length  become  con- 
vinced that  he  must  go  even  still  further 
in  his  iniquities  before  he  will  be  able  to 
strike  terror  into  the  hearts  of  the  Irish 
people  or  induce  them  to  abandon   the 
Plan  of  Campaign. 

(7.5.)     The    House    divided : — ^Ayes 
154  ;  Noes  196.— (Div.  List,  No.  8.) 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


ADDRESS  IN    ANSWER  TO    HER    MA- 
JESTY'S MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

[adjourned  debate.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Main  Question  [12th  February.] 
—[See  page  128.] 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  resumed. 
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^  (7.18.)  Mb.  a.  THOMAS  (Glamo^n, 

E.) :  Mr.  Speaker,  the  puople  of  Wales  aru 

disaatiatied  with  the  ccnJdition  of   theiv 

afEaira,  and  I  do  not  think  I  shall  have 

mucli    difficulty    in  shovring    that  thej 

have    cause    for   dissatisfaction.      Evei- 

since    tlie     annexation     of     Wales     t«j 

England,    it    has    been    the    policy    of 

English  Governments  to  AngUciae  th« 

Welsh    people,    and  treat  the  country 

geoeraiiy    aa    if   it   were     a    comer   of 

England,  but  after  350  years  the  people 

of  the  Principality  are   still   distinct  in 

race,  language,  and  cnstom.     Out  of  the 

1,700,000    inhabitants  of  Wales  over  a 

million  speak  only  the  Welsh  language  ; 

at  the  same  time,  I  believe,  above  half  the 

Welsh      people     are     not     capable     of 

understanding  conversation  in    English. 

Twenty  years    ago,  when    the    E^aca- 

tion    Act    was    passed,    I    thought     it 

would    sound    the    death-knell    of    the 

Welsh  language.      I  have  lived  to  know 

better,    and    I   say  that,   thanks  to   the 

enlightened  policy  of  the  present  Vice- 

Presiilent  of  Education,  not  only  English 

hot  Welsh  is  taught.      I  can  vei^  well 

remember  that  some  30   years  ^o,  to 

use  somewhat  of  a  slang  phrase,  it  was 

not  tliought  by  Welsh  people  in  position 

the  "  correct  thing  "  to  speak  in  Welsh. 

Now,  if  a  claim  is  to  be  estab- 
lished on  popular  consideration,  one 
of  the  readiest  ways  is  to  speak  in  Webh. 
The  most  successful  men  in  the  Princi- 
pality,  and  the  most  eloquent,  can  speak 

with  equal  facility  the  English  andWelsh 
languag->s.  One  of  my  principal  reasons 
tor  bringing  this  question  before  the 
HouBj  is  that  grjat  difficulty  has  arisen 
in  tho  Courts  of  Justice  because  of  many 
of  the  people  of  Wales  not  understanding 

the  English  language.  I  have  here  the 
Statute     of     27th    Henry    VIII.,    cap. 

36,    enacted    in    1536.      It  commences 

thus :— 

"  Albeit  the  daminion,  principality,  and 
country  of  Walea  jastly  aod  riRhtoouHly  i», 
and  «ver  hath  been,  incorporated,  annexed, 
united,  Bud  subject  to  itnd  under  the  Imperial 
crown  of  this  realm,  as  n  verj'  member  and 
joint  of  the  Kame,  whereof  the  King's  most 
royal  MaJBBty,  of  mere  droite  and  very  right, 
is  very  head.  King,  lord,  and  ruler;  yet,  not- 
withslaoding  by  chuso  that  in  the  same  country, 
principality,  and  dominion,  divers  rights, 
usages,  lans.  and  customs  be  far  discrepant 
from  tha  lavs  and  customs  of  this  realm  ;  aud 
also  because  that  the  people  of  the  same 
dominion  have  and  do  daily  use  a  ipeeoh 
nothing  hke  coaaonant  to  the  natural  mothsr 
tongue  nsed  within  this  realm  ;  some  mdeand 
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ignorant  people  have  made  distinction  and 
difersiiy  between  the  King's  subjects  of 
this  realm  and  his  subjects  of  the 
said  dominiOQ  and  principality  of  Wales; 
whereby  great  discard,  Tariance,  debate, 
division,  murmur,  and  sedition  have  grown 
between  his  said  aubjects  :  his  Higbnesit,  th«re- 
fore,  of  a  eingulac,  zeal,  love,  and  fervour  that 
he  beareth  towards  his  subjects  of  his  said 
dominion  of  Wales,  minding  and  intending  to. 
reduc*  them  to  the  perfect  order,  notice,  and 
knowledge  of  the  laws  of  thia  hia  realm,  and 
utterly  to  eitirpe  all  and  singular,  the  sinister 
nsaget,  and  customs  differing  from  the  same, 
and  to  bring  about  an  amicable  concord  and 
amity  between    English  and  Welsh." 

It  was  further  enacted  that  only  the 
English  language  be  used  in  all  Coarts 
of  Justice,  &c.,  and  to  interdict  the  enjoy- 
ment of  every  kind  of  office  throughout 
the  King's  dominions  to  persons  using  the 
Welsh  tongue  on  p^  of  forfeiture 
unless  they  adopted  the  English  speech. 
Of  course  the  latter  part  of  this  statute 
is  a  dead  letter,  but  as  far  as  concerns 
the  language  used  in  the  Courts  of 
Justice  it  is  still  the  law  .of  the  laud. 
Well,  Sir,  on  many  occasions  we  find 
great  difficulties  arise.  Men  are  charged 
th  high  crimes  and  they  do  not  know 
what  transpires  at  their  trial  because  of 
their  inability  to  understand  the  Bngliah 
tongue.  On  the  19th  March,  1889, 
Richard  Evans,  of  Merthyr,  was  tried  on 
ft  charge  of  vrilfu!  murder,  and  he  waB 
sentenced  to  12  mouths'  imprisonment. 
The  prisoner  did  not  know  what  his 
sentence  was,  and,  in  his  ignorance,  he 
turned  round  in  Court  and  said,  "  Am  I 
to  be  hanged  t "  I  will  give  one  more 
rather  long  ago,  it  is  true — 
the  24th  January,  1888.  I  received  a 
letter  from  the  solicitor  who  wai  in  the  . 
Court  at  the  time.  The  case  lasted  for 
bhree  days.  Tlie  writer  says — 
"  I  was  present  at  Carmarthen  Assize  Court 
the  21th  February,  1888,  when  David  Rees 
a  sentenced  to  death  by  Mr.  Justice  Stephen 
for  the  murder  of  Thomas  Llavies  on  the  12th 
Sovember,  1SB7.  Every  one  in  Court  was 
•imply  amazed  at  the  apparently  indifferaot 
jemeanour  of  the  prisoner  when  the  dread 
sentence  was  pronounced.  He  was  taken  down, 
tnd  then  it  was  discovered  that  he  had  not 
Dnderstood  that  he  was  a  doomed  man.  He 
^iskeJ  the  jailor  in  Welsh  (he  was  a  Welshman 
Jind  understood  scarcely  a,  word  of  English! 
vhat  WHS  to  be  done  with  him.  The  jailor 
replied  by  asking  him  if  he  had  not  understood 
what  the  Judge  said,  and  the  prisoner  said 
■An.'  The  jailor  tliereupoc  hurriedly  sent 
word  to  the  t^eriff,  who  informed  the  Judge 
ihat  the  prisoner  being  a  Welshman  did  not 
iiudersCand  he  bad  lieen  sentenced  to  death. 
llis  Lordahip  at  once  returned  iato  Court  [he 
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was  about  getting  into  his  carriage,  it  beiog 
about  ^.30  at  niqflit)  and  then  was  witnessed 
the  most  painful  and  heartrending  scene  it  is 
possible  to  imagine.  The  Judge  again  repeated 
prisoner's  the  solemn  words  which  sealed  the 
doom,  and  they  were  translated/' 

I  have  given  these   two   cases,    but   of 

course  there  are  many  more  recurring 

daily  in  the  smaller  Courts.  Tt  may  be 
said — "Why  do  you  not  have  interpre- 
ters ? "  We  certe,inly  have  interpreters, 
and  some  of  them  work  very  well. 
I  have  a  case  which  has  been  sent  up  to 
me  by  a .  friend,  and  I  will  give  the 
House  the  details  of  it  as  a  further 
illustration  of  my  point.  It  seems  that 
a  Welsh  farmer  borrowed  a  sum  of 
money  from  a  bank  on  a  note-of-hand, 
the  arrangement  being  that  he  was  to 
repay  the  monay  in  three  instalments. 
Well,  when  the  last  was  paid  tjo  bill 
was  passed  to  the  farmer  over  the  counter, 
and  he  went  out  of  the  bank.  Sub- 
sequently, when  the  cashier  made  up 
his  accounts,  being  «o  much  short,  he 
concluded  that  the  mistake  lay  between 
himself  and  the  farmer,  and  the  latter 
was  arrested.  When  the  trial  came  off, 
the  farmer  was  afraid  to  trust  himself  in 
the  English  lanoruaga  and  asked  for  an 
interpreter,  and  now  comes  the  curious 
part  of  t!ie  iricidont.  The  farmer  said 
he  p\id  the  money  and  the  bill  Avas 
pas33d  over  the  counter  to  him,  but  the 
intjr^jretir  translat.^d  it  "  snatclicd  " 
across  the  counter.  The  foreman  of 
th3  jury,  who  understood  Welsh,  objected 
to  the  intar^iretation,  saying  it  was  not 
correct.  The  case  tamed  on  that,  and 
the  farmer  was  acquitted.  We  are  con- 
stantly hearing  a  great  deal  about 
interpreters  in  Wales,  and  there  is 
much  feeling  on  the  point  to-day, 
the  present  system  in  many  parts  of  the 
Principality  being  strongly  complained  of. 
At  the  meeting  of  the  Montgomeryshire 
Joint  Standing  Police  Committee,  Mr. 
A.  C.  Humphreys-Owen  called  attention 
to  the  necessity  of  securing  the  attendance 
of  a  competent  interpreter  at  Quarter 
Sessions,  and  moved  the  appointment  of 
a  Committee  to  consider  and  Report  on 
the  best  means  of  securing  that  object. 
He  said  everybody  must  havj  noticed 
the  difficulty  often  experienced  at  Quarter 
Sessions  and  Assizes  in  the  matter  of 
interpretation  of  evidence  given  in  the 
Welsh  language.  It  was  wrong  in 
principle,  he  continued,  that  the  police, 
Mr,  A.  Thovnas 


who  were  more  or  less  always  regarded 
as  connected  with  the  prosecution,  should 
be  employed  for  the  purpose.  It  appears 
that  a  rev.  gentleman,  named  Ambrose 
Jones,  in  a  certain  case  refused  to  be 
sworn  as  a  witness  unless  he  could  give 
his  evidence  in  Welsh,  and  he  was 
threatened  with  prosecution  for  contempt 
of  Court  for  his  refusal.  And  here  I 
would  allude  to  a  pronouncement  which 
must  have  weight  with  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  I  do  not  say  whether  the 
rev.  gentleman  was  right  or  wrong,  but 
this  is  how  a  highly  respectable  Conserva- 
tive journal — the  North  Wcdes  Guardian 
— commented  on  the  case  : — 

'*  Although  much  abuse  his  heen  heaped 
upon  the  hedtl  of  the  Itev.  Ambrose  Jones,  of 
Kuthl  on,  nothing  more  monstrous  can  be  con- 
ceived than  that  magistrates  speaking  no  Welfh 
should  have  at  their  disposal  the  persons  and 
property  of  Welshman  who  speak  no  English. 
In  very  many  cases  heard  in  Courts  in  some 
parts  of  Wales,  the  Court  is  completely  at  tke 
mercy  of  the  interpreter,  and  Welshmen  ought 
not  to  rest  content  until  this  shameful  scandal 
is  remedied.*' 

I  submit  that  this  case  discloses  the 
existence  of  thart  which  is  nothing  short 
of  a  national  scandal.  I  hold  that  it  is 
rftuk  injustice  that  where  three-fourths 
of  the  people  speak  Welsh,  the  business 
of  the  Courts  should  invariably  be  tran- 
sacte.l  in  English.  I  know  there  are 
Judvrcs  who  could  hear  ca=es  in  Welsh  if 
required ;  indeed,  some  of  them  liave 
already  done  so.  It  miu^ht  not  be  right 
for  me  to  give  names,  but  I  could  do  so 
if  necessary,  and  show  that  Avhen  both 
parties  had  been  « greed,  the  whole  of 
the  proceedings  in  a  case  had  taken 
place  in  Welsh.  We  csrtaialy  ought  to 
have  Welsh-speaking  Judges.  Prisoners 
have  a  right  to  be  tried  in  the  language 
of  their  country.  I  would  now  refer, 
very  shortly,  to  another  aspect  of  this 
case,  namely,  the  question  of  distress 
for  tithes,  and  I  maintain  that  the  mode 
of  distress  is  oppressive,  while  the 
amount  of  goods  distrained  upon  is 
frequently  greatly  in  excess  of  the 
amount  of  tithe  due.  Hon.  Members 
opposite  may  find  it  difficult  to  accept 
this,  but  they  are  in  the  habit  of  forming 
their  conclusions  as  to  the  condition  of 
Wales,  from  reports  they  see  in  the 
English  newspapers,  and  I  must  confess 
that  if  I  had  no  other  source  of  informa- 
tion than  the  English  Press,  I  should 
also  be  inclined  to  look  upon  the  Welsh 


1073  Majesty's  Most  {February  24,  1890}         Gracious  Speech.  1074 


as  a  lawless   race.      There  have    been 
certain  tithe  riots  in  Denbighshire,  bnt 
in  the  yetj  district  where  the  disturb- 
ances  have  occurred,    it   has   been  the 
pleasing     duty     of     the     foreman     of 
the   Grand    Jury    at    the    Sessions    to 
hand    the    Chairman    a    pair    of  white 
gloves.     That  I  consider  a  good  reply  to 
people  who  complain  at  the   lawlessness 
of  the  Welsh  people.     As  to  the  manner 
in  which  tithe  distraint  is  conducted,  in 
the  first  place  a  summons  is  issued,  then 
the  sheriff's  offic:^r  appears  on  the  scene, 
and  generally  attaches  all   the  crops  of 
the  farmer.       Supposing  there  are  four 
or  five  ricks,  he  goes  and  attaches  them, 
and  nothing   mora  is  heard  of  the  case 
until  some  months   afterwards — it  may 
be  five   months   afterwards — when    the 
sheriff  again   appears.      The  farmer,  in 
the  meantime,  has  found  it  necessary  to 
live,  and    to   feed   his   cattle,  and  very 
rightly  has  used  some  of  the  hay.     Action 
is  then  taken  for  pound  breach.  The  Report 
of   an    Investisration  Committee  on  this 
point   says  that    distraints     have   been 
levied  by  agents  of  clerical  tithe-owners, 
and  that  the  cattle  and  goods  distrained 
upon   have   been  left    an   unreasonable 
time   upon  the  farms ;   that  action   for 
pound   breach   has   been   taken  against 
many   farmei-s,  and  treble  the  original 
amount  thus  extract  ad  from  them  ;  and 
that  costs  have  been  run  up  to  an  enor- 
mous   extent — in    one   case    over    £98 
having  been   paid  in  respect  of  a  tithe 
claim  which  originally  was   £10  15s.,  in 
another    case    execution    having     been 
levied  for  £71  in  respect  of  a  tithe  claim 
which  originally  was  £6  17s.  6d.     Other 
instances     of     exorbitant    imposts    and 
oppressive  exactions  are  given.     In  one 
case,    a    farmer    was    sued    for    pound 
breach,  whereas  he   had   done    nothing, 
and  liad  never  been  distrained  upon.     In 
one  case,  that  of  John   Thomas,  Tyrhos, 
Cardigan,  distraint  was  effected  in  March 
for  a  sum  of  £7  18s.  3d.  due  for  tithe, 
two  stacks   of  hay   and   one   of  barley 
being  seized.      In  June,  four  and  a  half 
tons  of  prime  liay,  valued  at  £6  10s.  per 
ton,  were  taken  away,  and  no  account  of 
it   has  yet  been  received.       The  barley 
is   still   on   the   premis2S,  and   the  far- 
mer has,  since  the  spring,  been  obliged 
to     purchase     fodder     for     his     cattle. 
In  the  case  of  Mr.  David  Griffiths,  Pen- 
Ian,  Cardiganshire,  the  farmer  concerned 
appeared    personally    to   set   forth    his 


grievances.     The  amount  due  from  him 
as  tithe  was  £10  15s.  7d.,  and  the  goods 
seizod  consisted  of  one  rick  of  hay,  value 
£5  ;  stack  of  hay,  £10  ;  and  three  stacks 
of  corn,  £24.     Tlie  farmer  put  into  con- 
sumption all  the  corn  and  part  of  the 
hay,  nothing  having  been  removed  by  the 
bailiffs.     A   writ   was   served   on   June 
20th  for  £32  (that  being  treble  the  value ' 
of  the  original  amount),  under  an  allega- 
tion  of   "pound   breach."     The    farmer 
consulted  a  solicitor,  who  wrote   to  the 
bailiff,  and  forwarded  a  dheque  for  the 
£10  15s.  7d.,  this  being  forwarded  "in 
full  discharge  "  of  the  original  claim  and 
costs.     The  cheque  was  accepted,  and  a 
receipt  returned,  aiM  the  cheque  came 
back   through     the   Clearing   House    in 
ordinary   course,   duly    endorsed.      The 
date  of  the  receipt  was  June  26th.     This 
money  was  paid  before  judgment  could 
have   been    legally    signed    against  the 
defendant  in  respect  of   the    claim   for 
£32.     On  August  18th,  notwithstanding 
what  had  been  done,  the  Sheriff  entered 
upon  the   premises  with  a  warrant  for 
£81,  and  left  a  man  in  possession.      The 
defendant,  who  has  a  large  family,  paid 
£88 — the  £81,  with  £7  costs — to  pay  out 
the  execution,  which  ho  did  under  pro- 
test.    So  that  he  has  paid  £98  15s.  7d. 
in      respect     of    a     tithe    liability     of 
£10  15s.   7d.     In  another  case,  that  of 
Mr.  Evan  Davies,  Rhydweu,  Crymmych 
Station,    the    sum    due     as    tithe    was 
£6  17s.  6d. ;  and,  in   February,  distraint 
was  levied  on  two  cows.    On  the  21st  May 
the  farmer  was  served  with  a  writ  for 
£21  Is.  6d.;  and  because  of  the  manner 
in  which    service  was  effected  he  con- 
sidered that   he   was  not  duly   served ; 
therefore,  did  not  consult  a  solicitor  and 
take    the   necessary  steps   to   resist  the 
claim.       Subsequently     execution      was 
issued  against  liis  goods  for  £71  7s.    The 
Sheriff  was  in  possession,  but  could  not 
sell ;  and  the  defendant  was  most  anxious 
to  sell,  for  he  wished  to  leave  the  farm, 
but  was  unable  to  do  so  because  of  the 
Sheriff  being  in  possession.     To  show  the 
amount  of  tithes  due,  and  the  amount 
of      the       distraint      in       this       case 
generally,     it     will     be      sufficient     to 
mention     the    following : — One     year's 
tithes :     David     Evans,     Brynllcwelyn, 
Gwernogle,  Carmarthen,  tithes  claimed, 
£6    15s.    8d. ;  goods     distrained,    £60. 
David     Jones,     Esgergam,    Gwernogle, 
Carmarthen,    tithes,   £1    14s.  6d. ;  dis 
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traint,  £38.  Timothy  Evans,  Esger- 
fynwent,  Gwernogle,  Carmarthen,  tithes, 
£3  8s. ;  distraint,  £100.  D.  T.  Gilbert, 
Gwernogle,  Carmarthen,  tithes,  8s.  5d. ; 
distraint,  £13  10s.  Two  years'  tithes: 
Daniel  Evans,  Brithder,  Gwernogle, 
Carmarthen,  tithes,  £4  to  £5 ;  distraint, 
£15  ;  distrained  three  times.  Daniel 
Davis,  Ffynonygog,  Gwernogle,  Car- 
marthen, tithes,  £3  15s.  6d. ;  distraint, 
£40. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  it  is  not  competent 
for  him  to  dwell  on  the  Tithe  Question,  as 
it  is  the  subject  of  a  Bill  in  Parliament. 
Of  course  he  can  call  attention  to  it  in 
general  terms  as  one  of  the  grievances 
that  Wales  suffers  from. 

*Mr.  a.  THOMAS  :  I  will  only  add 
that  if  there  is  to  be  any  change  in  the 
present  law  relating  to  tithes  it  can 
only  be  satisfactory  so  long  as  it  is 
accompanied  by  a  measure  for  the  Dis- 
establishment and  Disendowment  of  the 
Church.  I  regard  my  Amendment  as  a 
most  moderate  one,  as,  indeed,  all  pro- 
posals which  emanate  from  Welsh 
Members  are.  We  find  that  Ireland 
has  in  this  House  one  law  offi- 
cer, and  would  possibly  have  two  if 
the  Government  could  find  a  seat  for  the 
second.  Besides  that,  there  is  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant,  and 
not  even  his  worst  enemy  can  say  that 
the  right  hon.  gentleman's  post  is  a  sine- 
cure. The  case  of  Scotland  is  almost 
more  analogous  to  that  of  Wales,  for  she 
has  a  Lord  Advocate,  another  law  officer, 
and  a  Secretary  for  Scotland.  The  right 
hon.  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  in  his 
then  capacity  of  Prime  Minister,  in  1884, 
speaking  in  reply  to  a  deputation  urging 
the  necessity  for  the  creation  of  a  State 
Department  for  Scotland,  said — 

'*  Although  Wales  has  no  separate  Adminis- 
tration or  representation  of  any  kind  in  the 
administrative  system  of  the  country,  it  has 
many  of  the  features  and  feelings  of  a  distinct 
nationality,  and  within  the  tlast  two  or  three 
years  the  claims  of  Wales  for  certain  arrange- 
ments for  its  own  benefit  have  been  recognised 
both  in  laws  and  in  administrative  Acts." 

And  the  present  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
speaking  in  reference  to  the  same  matter 
at  Edinburgh,  on  January  16th,  1884, 
said — 

"  It  is  not  the  measures  that  are  most  impor- 
tant that  are  passed,  but  the  measures  entrusted 
to  the  most  important  Minister." 

Mr,  A.  Thomas 


Hence,  by  similar  reasoning,  if  we  had  a 
Minister  for  Wales  we  might  reasonably 
expect  better  legislation,  adapted  to  the 
wants  of  the  Principality.  Justice  de- 
mands that  some  such  plan  as  I  suggest 
should  be  adopted  in  regard  to  Wales. 
Wales  has  always  been  loyal  and  law- 
abiding,  and  has  ever  stood  by  England 
in  her  weakness  and  in  her  strength. 
Whatever  may  be  the  fate  of  my  pro- 
posal, certain  I  am  of  this,  that  sooner  or 
later — I  hope  sooner — a  proposal  similar 
in  terms  to  mine  will  be  accepted. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of 
paragraph  16,  to  insert  the  words, — 

•*  And  we  humbly  represent  to  Your  Majesty 
that  more  satisfactory  arrangements  for  the 
administration  of  the  affairs  of  Wales  are  im- 
peratively required,  and  that  a  separate  and 
independent  Department  of  State  should  be 
created  for  the  conduct  of  distinctly  Welsh 
affairs,  presided  over  by  a  Minister  acquainted 
with  the  national  characteristics  of  Wales." — 
{Mr.  Alfred  Thomat.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

(7.55.)  Mr.  p.  MORGAN  (Merthyr 
Tydvil)  :  In  seconding  the  Motion,  I  will 
confine  my  remarks  to  the  first  part  of 
the  Amendment,  namely,  "  And  we  hum- 
bly represent  to  Your  Majesty  that  more 
satisfactory  arrangements  for  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  affairs  of  Wales  are 
imperatively  required,"  and  then  1  will 
endeavour  to  show  that  unless  we  get 
some  such  earnest  of  our  individuality  as 
we  seek  to  obtain  we  shall  have  no 
alternative  but  to  devise  some 
other  method  by  which  our  desires 
and  aspirations  can  be  realised. 
My  hon.  Friend  has  truly  said  that  Wales 
has  always  been  loyal.  I  trust  it  always 
will  be  loyal ;  but  there  are  occasions 
when  the  angry  passions  of  men  rise  to 
such  an  extent  as  to  bring  about  disasters 
regretted  by  all  classes  of  the  community. 
I  am  told  that  the  time  was  when  an 
Irish  Member  getting  up  in  this  House  , 
found  the  Benches  empty,  as  they  are 
this  evening;  but  now,  if  an  Irish  subject 
is  before  the  House,  it  commands  the 
whole  attention  of  the  House.  That 
is  what  Irishmen  have  done  for  their 
country  by  agitation.  I  hope,  as  a  loyal 
Welshman,  that  the  Government  will 
consider  the  very  modest  request  that 
Wales  has  made.  It  seems  to  me  that 
Wales  has  been  the  CiudercUa  of  the 
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sisters.  She  has  been  neglected  in  every 
conceivable  way;  bat  perhaps  the  fairy 
may  come  along,  and  Wales  will  take 
the  lead,  as  Wales  has  done  before,  in 
the  affairs  of  the  Empire.  [A  laughi\ 
Well,  Wales  has  taken  a  prominent  part 
in  the  af^irs  of  the  Empire  before, 
and  I  hope  she  will  do  so  again. 
Wales  is  nearly  unanimous  in  her  desire 
for  recognition.  Of  the  30  Members,  26 
belong  to  the  Party  which  at  least  claims 
to  be  the  Party  of  Progress.  I  think  the 
time  has  arrived  when  there  should  be 
some  re -const  ruction  of  our  Constitution. 
Wales  has  claims  for  recognition  beyond 
Ireland  or  Scotland,  for  there  is  no  Irish 
Member  and  no  Scotch  Member  who  can 
get  up  and  address  the  House  in  his 
native  language ;  at  least  they  cannot 
carry  on  a  debate  or  address  their 
constituents  in  their  native  tongue,  as 
many  Welshmen  can.  Ireland  has  a 
Chief  Secretary,,  and  if  it  had  not  it  might 
be  in  a  far  more  disastrous  condition 
than  it  is  to-day.  It  is  because  1  respect 
law  and  order  that  I  sympathise  with 
the  Irish  people,  who  have  been  the 
victims  of  this  and  every  other  Govern- 
ment. The  Empire  has  grown  too  large. 
There  are  already  29  Parliaments 
sitting  in  the  British  Empire,  which 
do  the  legislative  work  which  this  House, 
in  my  opinion,  is  unable  to  perform. 
We  have  no  one  to  appeal  to  in  such  a 
case  as  the  disaster  which  happened  in 
Wales  the  other  day.  No  doubt  the 
Home  Secretary  gives  all  the  attention 
to  such  matters  he  can,  but  still  it  would 
be  more  satisfactory  if  there  were  a  repre- 
sentative of  Wales  seated  on  the  Treasury 
Bench.  There  would  then  be  someone 
to  whom  we  could  appeal  in  regard  to 
the  questions  of  the  Disestablishment  of 
the  Church,  the  Tithes,  and  other  matters 
with  reference  to  the  feelings  that  pre- 
vail in  the  Principality,  and  in  order  to 
bring  about  legislation  beneficial  to  the 
country.  England  has  five  Universities, 
Scotland  four,  Ireland  two,  but  Wales 
has  no  University.  Degrees  can  be 
obtained  in  all  the  faculties  in  the  other 
countries,  but  no  degree  can  be  obtained 
in  Wales.  Again,  in  Wales  there  are  no 
learned  societies  which  have  a  legal  stand- 
ing or  which  can  give  to  the  people  degrees 
and  other  honours.  Wales  is  certainly 
entitled  to  such  a  mark  of  recognition. 
Then  there  is  no  royal  palace  in  Wales. 
In  all  the  other  parts  of  the  Ejngdom, 


even  in  Ireland,  there  is  a  royal  palace 
The  fact  of  the  Local  Government  Bill 
being  printed  in  the  Welsh  language  by 
the  Government  is  evidence  of  the 
necessity  of  some  recognition  of  the 
Welsh  nation.  As  special  legislation  for 
Wales  we  have  had  the  Sunday  Closing 
Act,  and  an  Intermediate  Education  Act, 
which  are  also  recognitions  of  Wales,  and 
now  we  are  asking  for  the  Disestablish- 
ment of  the  Church,  for  a  Tithes  Bill, 
and  other  measures.  Having  this  special 
legislation  already  granted,  and  desiring, 
as  the  Welsh  do,  further  legislation,  I 
maintain  it  is  a  very  moderate  request  to 
ask  that  we  should  be  recognised  not  as 
a  separate^  nation,  but  as  a  part  of 
the  English  nation  having  peculiar 
characteristics  and  peculiar  aspirations. 
In  asking  for  a  Welsh  Minister, 
we  have  a  precedent  in  the  recent 
appointment  of  a  Minister  of  Agriculture. 
That  Minister  has  been  appointed  just 
when  the  country  has  practically 
given  up  growing  wheat,  and  about  all 
he  can  do  is  to  induce  people  to  eat  a 
few  more  vegetables  in  the  shape  of 
Brussels  sprouts  or  something  of  that 
kind.  I  could  have  understood  a  com- 
bined Minister  of  Agriculture  and  Miues, 
vho  would  have  looked  after  everything 
relating  to  the  land.  Then  we  would 
have  had  someone  to  appeal  to  in  refer- 
ence to  the  sad  disaster  the  other  day, 
and  in  reference  to  all  the  mining  difii- 
culties  which  exist  in  this  country;  at 
all  events  we  should  have  had  some 
person  who  would  advise  the  Govern- 
ment upon  matters  of  far  more  importance 
than  the  mere  growing  of  Brussels 
sprouts,  and  that  sort  of  thing.  What 
is  the  feeling  in  the  Principality  as  to 
the  point  raised  by  the  Amendment? 
It  is  that  out  of  30  Members,  26  sit  upon 
this  side  of  the  House,  and  these  26 
Members  must  necessarily  be  of  one 
opinion.  I  take  it  that  they  are  all  of 
opinion  that  the  country  is  entitled  to 
recognition  in  the  shape  either  of  a 
Minister  or  a  Separate  Legislature.  Let 
the  Conservative  Members  too,  reflect 
before  they  vote  against  the  Motion, 
what  may  be  the  consequences  if  they 
vote  against  the  Motion  and  determine 
that  Wales  should  have  no  recognition 
either  in  the  shape  proposed  by  the 
Motion  or  by  Home  Rule  which  may  be 
asked  for  hereafter  if  the  request 
made  in  this   Motion    is    not    granted. 
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*(8.8.)  Mr.  KENYON  (Denbigh  Dis- 
trict)  :  I  do  not  think  the  two  speeches 
to  which  we  have  listened  can 
be  seriously  meant.  I  regard  them 
very  much  in  the  light  of  fishing 
inquiries,  to  find  how  far  their  col- 
leagues and  the  people  of  Wales  will 
go  in  the  direction  of  what  is  called 
Home  Rule.  To  use  a  vulgar  expres- 
sion, the  hon.  Gentlemen  are  waiting  to 
see  how  the  cat  will  jump.  If  my  hon. 
Friends  had  exercised  a  little  patience 
and  waited  another  week  th«y  would 
have  found  that  their  speeches  would 
have  been  more  singularly  appropriate  to 
the  festivities  of  St.  David's  Day  than  to 
the  present  occasion.  I  am  rather  curious 
to  see  how  the  Colleagues  of  my  hon. 
Friends  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
will  receive  the  Motion.  I  fancy  they 
will,  like  a  certain  character,  "  smell  the 
cheese  but  not  put  their  noses  into  the 
rat  trap.''  I  admire  the  courage  of  my 
hon.  Friend  rather  more  than  I  admire 
his  discretion,  because  I  do  not  think 
there  was  any  necessity  for  him  to  come 
to  the  House  to  ascertain  what  the 
feelings  of  the  Welsh  are  upon  this 
subject.  He  might  have  ascertained  it 
easily  enough  if  he  had  taken  the  trouble 
to  be  present  at  the  meeting  of  the  North 
and  South  Wales  Federation,  which  I 
believe  was  held  in  Carnarvon  this  year. 
Upon  that  occasion  there  were  great 
searchings  of  heart.  I  have  not  got  a 
report  of  the  meeting  with  me,  but  I 
remember  that  threats  were  thrown  out 
upon  the  great  Denbigh  leader  (Mr. 
Gee),  and  that  the  delegates  were  im- 
plored not  to  show  their  differences  to 
the  outside  'world,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Glamorgan  was  called  in  to  pour 
oil  on  the  troubled  waters.  My  hon.  Friend 
might,  without  coming  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  have  ascertained  sufficiently 
the  feelings  of  the  Welsh  people  upon 
the  question  of  Home  Rule  ;  that  is  to 
say,  he  might  have  ascertained  it  as  far 
as  this,  that  at  any  rat?,  whatever  the 
opinions  of  some  may  be  upon  the 
subject,  the  opinions  of  Welshmen  in  the 
aggregate  are  not  made  up  upon 
the  matter.  I  thought  we  should 
have  had  from  my  hon.  Friends  an 
exposition  of  Several  national  charac- 
teristics to  justify  the  Amendment 
of  my  hon.  Friend,  but  the  defi- 
ciency of  arguments  in  support  of 
the  Motion  reminds  one  of  the  heading 
Mr.  P,  Morgan 
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to  a  celebrated  chapter  on  snakes  in 
Hooker's  work  on  Iceland  : — "  There  are 
no  snakes  in  Iceland."  There  are  no 
national  characteristics  in  Wales  so  dis- 
tinct as  to  justify  such  a  proposal  as  that 
made  by  my  hon.  Friend.  The  principal 
arguments  relied  on  relate  to  the  differ- 
ence of  language.  That  is,  no  doubt,  a 
difficulty — particularly  in  regard  to  the 
interpretation  of  evidence  in  Court. 
But  it  is  an  exceedingly  partial  difficulty. 
Many  parts  of  Wales  are  as  English  as 
England.  In  Radnorshire,  for  instance, 
you  cannot  find  a  man  who  can  say 
"  Dim  Saesnag."  In  the  mining  districts 
of  Denbighshire,  and  in  a  large  area  of 
Flintshire,  the  prevailing  language 
is  English,  and  the  same  may  be  said  of 
Pembrokeshire,  and  of  some  parts  of 
Breconshire  and  Montgomeryshire.  The 
difficulty  is,  therefore,  a  partial  one,  and 
affords  no  reason  for  the  sweeping  sugges- 
tion made  by  my  hon.  Friend.  In  the 
matter  of  land  tenure  there  is  hardly  any 
difference  between  England  and  Wales. 
I  recently  visited  Derbyshire,  and 
the  Highlands  oi  Scotland,  and  I  would 
rather  farm  in  any  county  in  Wales  than 
in  the  bleak  and  arid  districts  of  Chats- 
worth.  There  is  bad  land  in  England 
and  in  Wales ;  there  are  bad  farms 
in  Wales  as  \vell  as  in  England. 
I  am  told  that  26  Members  out  of 
the  30  who  represent  Wales  are  in 
favour  of  this  Alotion,  but  I  should  like 
to  see  how  many  of  them  will  follow  my 
hon.  Friend  into  the  Lobby  on  this  ques- 
tion. There  is  only  one  reason  which  might 
entitle  the  Welsh  people  to  a  different 
treatment  and  consideration  from  that 
bestowed  on  other  parts  of  the  Empire. 
The  largest  number  of  them  are  Non- 
conformists, and  they  think,  and  I  think 
not  altogether  without  some  plausibility, 
tliat  their  difference  of  religion  shuts 
them  out  from  employment  and  possibly 
from  consideration  at  Westminster.  Well, 
I  own  that  the  Welsh  m  iv  have  some 
reason  to  think  that  their  interests  have 
not  been  sufficiently  considered  in  some 
matters,  such,  for  instance,  as  the  Tithes 
Question.  But  still  I  hardly  think  that 
the  Motion  my  hon.  Friend  has 
made,  and  the  remedy  he  pro- 
poses, will  give  satisfaction  to  the 
Welsh  Nonconformists,  or  promote 
the  prosperity  of  Wales.  I  sympathise 
with  national  sentiment ;  it  is  a  noble 
sentiment;    but     the     proposition     be^- 
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fore      us      is       neither      fish,      flesh, 
nor   good    red    herring.      It  is  marked 
by     a     narrow     provincialism     which 
may  develop  into  Bumbledom  or  some- 
thing worse.     The  hon.  Mover  can  ascer- 
tain the  real  wants  and  wishes  of  Wales, 
and  also  the  remedies  which  may  best  be 
applied  to  them.     He  can  encourage  the 
influx  of  English  capital  and  intellect  to 
assist  the  hard  sound  common  sense  of 
the   Welsh,   of  which  he  is  himself  so 
good  an  example.     If,  instead  of  launch- 
ing out  into  these  vagaries,  he  would 
endeavour  by  these  means  within  the 
pale  of  the  Constitution  to  promote  the 
prosperity  of  our  common  country,  he 
will  find  both  Englishmen  and  Welsh- 
men on  both  sides  of  the  House  ready  to 
assist  him  in  his  efPort.     I  hope  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  take  what  I  have  said  in 
good  part,  and  I  will  conclude  by  asking 
him,  as  an  earnest  of  his  repentance  and 
the  commencement  of  a  better  life,  to  at 
once  withdraw  his  Amendment. 
•(8.50.)    Mr.    OSBORNE  MORGAN 
(Denbighshire,  E.)  :  I  had  hoped  before 
rising  to  find  som.e  expression  of  opinion 
forthcoming  from  the  Treasury  Bench, 
but  as  no  right  hon.  Gentleman  rose  I  feel 
compelled  to  intervene  to  elicit  that  expres- 
sion of  opinion.     My  two  hon.  Friends 
have   made   very  interesting    speeches, 
and  have  said  a  great  many  things  that 
are  perfectly  true  as,  for  example,  that 
there  are  constant  miscarriages  of  justice 
occurring  in  the  High  Courts  from  the 
ignorance  of  the  Welsh   language,    and 
that  the  claims  of  Wales   have   not  re- 
ceived that  recognition  which,  as  a  dis- 
tinct nationality,  it  deserves.     As  to  the 
Amendment,  I  should  like  to  see  it  cut  in 
two.     I  am  ready  to  adopt  the  premises 
of  my  hon.  Friend  without  his  conclu- 
sions.    I  do  not  suppose  it  will  be  denied 
that  the  afEairs  of  Wales,  with  one  single 
exception,  liave  been  neglected.   On  that 
exception  I  am  willing  to  lay  all  stress. 
I  refer  to  Welsh  intermediate  education. 
I  wish  to  give  the  Vice-President  of  the 
Council  full  credit  for  having  done  his  best 
with  this  important  and,  on  the  whole,  ex- 
ceedingly beneficial  Act  for  Wales.     But 
having  done  this  I  am  afraid  I  must  stop. 
Take   one  of   the  questions  upon  which 
Welshmen  feel  most  keenly,  the  Disestab- 
lishment of  the  Church.  On  this  question 
— as  the  hon.  Member  for  Denbigh  has 
admitted — there  is  practical  unanimity 
among  Welsh  Members.  Look  at  the  Divi- 


sion List  on  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Swansea  last  year,  and 
you  will  find  that  out  of  30  Members  for 
Wales  25  voted  in  favour  of,  and  only 
three  against  the  Motion  ;  and  if  that  is 
not  practical  unanimity  I  do  not  know 
what  is.  If  there  is  any  strong  feeling 
the  other  way  there  was  a  splendid  op- 
portunity for  displaying  it  in  the  Mid 
Glamorgan  election,  occasioned  by  the 
lamented  death  of  my  late  friend  Mr. 
Talbot.  The  Conservatives  had  six  weeks 
to  select  a  candidate  and  they  scoured 
the  country  for  the  purpose.  At 
last  they  chose  a  certain  Mr.  Mortimer, 
but  he  ran  away  as  soon  as  he  got  to  the 
constituency,  and  no  doubt  showed  his 
wisdom,  for  if  he  had  stood  the  result 
would  have  disclosed  the  nakedness  of 
the  land.  For  two  years  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Dillwyn)  ballotted  to  get  a  day  for 
this  most  important  subject — this  burning 
question  for  Wales,  and  not  only  did  he 
fail  to  get  facilities  from  the  Government, 
but  they  actually  took  away  from  him 
the  day  which  the  chances  of  the  ballot 
had  given  him,  and  he  could  only  avail 
himself  of  the  fag-end  of  a  Tuesday 
evening.  And  now  the  Government 
meet  our  demand  for  a  Disestablishment 
discussion  by  the  promise  of  a  Tithes 
Bill.  That  seems  to  me  very  much 
like  asking  for  bread  and  getting  a 
stone.  But  when  I  come  to  the 
second  part  of  the  Amendment  I  must 
part  company  \\ath  my  hon.  Friend.  We 
have  heard  a  good  deal  about  Home  Rule 
for  Wales  lately,  and  I  am  afraid  we 
shall  hear  a  good  deal  more  of  it  if  a 
deaf  ear  is  turned  to  Welsh  claims. 
Now,  Home  Rule  may  mean  a  great  many 
things,  but  it  does  not  mean  this  Amend- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  for  Denbigh 
was  quite  wrong  when  he  said  this  move- 
ment was  in  the  direction  of  Home  Rule  ; 
it  is  quite  in  an  opposite  direction.  As 
regards  Home  Rule,  this  Amendment  is 
a  distinctly  retrograde  movement  [  "  No, 
no "  ].  1  am  speaking  only  as  regards 
the  question  of  Home  Rule,  and  I  will 
show  my  hon.  Friend  who  says  "No" 
why  it  is  retrograde.  It  is  not  in  the 
direction  of  decentralisation  but  of  cen- 
tralisation. Of  course  it  has  been  said 
there  is  a  precedent  for  the  establish- 
ment of  such  a  Department  of  State. 
We  are  reminded  that  for  five  years  the 
Scotch  have  had  a  Secretary  of  State; 
we  know  that  for  a  considerably  longer 
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period,  for  90  years,  Ireland  has  had  its 
Secretary  of  State,  It  is  said,  and  I 
admit  with  perfect  truth,  that  on  the 
whole  the  claim  for  nationality  on  the 
part  of  Wales  is  at  least  as  strong 
as  that  of  Scotland  or  Ireland.  [An 
hon.  Member  :  It  is  more  so.]  More  so. 
In  one  respect  our  claim  is  stronger  than 
that  of  Scotland,  we  have  a  separate 
language,  while  Scotland  has  only 
an  accent.  As  regards  the  claim  of 
distinct  nationality  then  we  have  as  good 
ground  as  Scotland  or  Ireland  ;  but 
I  should  like  to  ask  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  what  benefit  their  country  has 
derived  from  the  establishment  of  an 
Irish  Secretary  ?  In  the  event  of  this 
Motion  being  carried,  and  a  Secretary  of 
Wales  appointed,  there  is  only  one 
gentleman  whom  the  Government  would 
think  of  appointing,  and  that  is  the  Post- 
master General.  I  have  the  greatest 
possible  respect  for  the  administrative 
abilities  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the  same 
qualities  and  the  same  opinions  which 
entitle  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
confidence  of  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge would  not  entitle  him  to  the  con- 
fidence of  the  Principality  of  Wales.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  as  strong  a  Party 
man  as  there  is  in  this  House — I  do  not 
object  to  that,  I  like  a  good  strong  Party 
man — but  we  are  bound  to  look  at  the 
matter  from  all  sides,  and  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  appointed  principal  Secretary  of 
State  for  Wales  his  efforts  would  be 
directed  to  setting  the  Church  of  England 
on  its  legs  and  doing  all  he  could  to  depress 
and  discourage  Dissent.  Would  my  hon. 
Friends  be  satisfied  with  that  sort  of 
recognition  of  the  rights  of  Wales  ?  For 
my  part,  I  am  bound  to  say — while  wishing 
to  avoid  anything  personal — that  so  long 
as  Government  is  carried  on  upon  Party 
lines  we  must  have  for  the  moment  a 
Party  man,  who  will  do  the  best  for  his 
Party,  and  we  are  face  to  face  with 
the  fact  that  the  Party  opposite 
is  represented  among  Welsh  Members 
by  four  Members  as  against  26  on  this 
side.  Though  I  do  not  yield  to  my  hon. 
Friends  in  the  desire  to  see  the 
just  claims  of  Wales  recognised  I 
should  prefer  something  like  the  pro- 
posal made  two  years  ago  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Arfon 
Division  of  Carnarvon,  that  Welsh 
Mr.  Osborne  Morgan 


measures  and  Welsh  questions  should  be 
referred  to  a  Standing  Committee  mainly 
composed  of  Welsh  Members.  Still  more 
should  I  desire  that  the  County  Councils, 
which  are  thoroughly  patriotic  and 
representative  popular  Bodies,  should 
be  formed  into  a  sort  of  Grand  Council 
for  Wales,  with  legislative  or  quasi- 
legislative  and  administrative  powers 
in  regard  to  exclusively  Welsh 
questions.  I  cannot  help  hoping  that 
my  hon.  Friend  will  not  press  his 
Motion  to  a  Division.  It  has  produced  a 
very  interesting  discussion,  and  I  should 
be  sorry  to  see  the  Welsh  Members,  who 
upon  most  questions  are  so  united,  pre- 
sent a  divided  front  on  this  subject. 
Therefore,  1  venture  to  hope  my  hon. 
Friend  will  be  satisfied  with  what  has 
taken  place,  and  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment. 

(9.2.)  The  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT 
(Mr.  Matthews,  Birmingham,  East) : 
The  speech  which  has  just  been  delivered 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  brings  out 
very  plainly  the  contrast  there  is  be- 
tween the  Resolution  on  the  Paper  and 
the  arguments  we  have  heard  advanced 
by  the  Mover  and  Seconder.  I  do  not 
think  that  any  of  the  arguments  ad- 
vanced by  either  the  Mover  or  the 
Seconder  of  the  Amendment  really  sup- 
port the  creation  of  a  fresh  Administiu- 
tive  Department  for  Wales ;  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  just  stated 
that  the  creation  of  such  a  Department, 
presided  over  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Postmaster  General,  and  conducted 
on  principles  consonant  with  the  views 
of  the  present  majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  would  give  no  satisfaction. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  us  that 
the  Welsh  people  want  the  Disestablish- 
ment of  the  Church  in  Wales,  the  found- 
ation of  a  Welsh  University,  and  changes 
of  that  sort,  but  these  are  matters  of 
policy  and  not  of  administration,  and  it 
is  quite  obvious  that  the  remedy  for  the 
grievances  of  hon.  Members  opposite  is 
a  change  in  the  majority  of  the  House. 
You  cannot  expect  to  get  from  the 
present  majority  changes  which  they 
regard  as  mischievous  in  the  highest 
degree.  The  interesting  facts  laid  before 
tlie  House  by  the  Mover  and  Seconder 
really  did  not  touch  the  question  of  ad- 
mistration.  The  hon.  Member  for  East 
Glamorgan  animadverted  in  no  unfriendly 
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sens  3  upon  the  administration  of  justice ; 
he  thought  it  was  not  satisfactory  be- 
cause it  was  not  conducted  in  the  Welsh 
tongue.  I  hope  I  have  not  misunder- 
stood the  hon.  Member.  [Mr.  Thomas 
expressed  dissent.  Then  I  was  wrong  ; 
but  I  understood  him  to  say,  at  all  events, 
that  two  men  had  been  sentenced  to 
death,  and  did  not  know  the  nature 
of  the  sentence  until  they  were  in- 
formed by  a  friendly  Welsh  attorney. 
I  understood  him  also  that  there  had 
been  bad  mistakes  in  interpretation,  and 
especially  in  one  case,  in  which  the 
difference  was  between  the  snatching  and 
the  voluntary  handing  over  of  a  Bill, 
which  might  have  seriously  affected  the 
result  of  a  particular  action.  Again,  I 
understood  him  to  complain  that  it  was 
sometimes  necessary  to  have  recourse  to 
the  police  to  interpret.  \Cheer8.^  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  cheer  that  complaint ; 
but  I  have  known  of  cases  in  which  both 
parties  have  desired  that  the  police 
should  interpret,  as  they  were  most 
reliable  and  faithful. 

•Mr.  a.  THOMAS  :  I  took  no  exception 
personally  to  the  police  acting  as  inter- 
preters. In  my  own  experience,  for 
many  years  as  a  magistrate,  they  have 
done  so  very  satisfactorily.  •  But  I 
mentioned  cases  which  had  come  to  my 
knowledge  where  mistakes  were  made. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  The  hon.  Member, 
then,  was  stating  not  his  own  opinions, 
but  the  opinion  of  anonymous  prisoners. 
At  any  rate,  the  only  inference  we  can 
draw  is  that  he  desires  that  proceedings 
in  the  Courts  of  Justice  should  be  in 
Welsh. 

•Mr.  a.  THOMAS :  Not  totally  so.  I  say 
I  think  it  is  a  great  injustice  that  a 
man  should  be  tried  in  his  own  country 
in  a  language  which  is  not  his  native 
tongue.  I  do  not  wish  the  proceedings 
in  Courts  of  Justice  to  be  conducted 
wholly  in  Welsh ;  but  I  say  the  prisoner 
sTiould  have  the  option  of  being  tried  in 
his  native  tongae. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  The  substitution 
of  Welsh  for  English  in  the  proceedings 
of  Courts  would  require  consideration  on 
grounds  which  have  not  been  named,  for 
the  change  would  exclude  from  Welsh 
trials  English  Judges  and  nine-tenths  of 
the  English  Bar.  The  present  Lord 
Chancellor,  when  at  the  Bar,  for  a  good 
naany  years  assisted  justice  in  Wales  to 
the  universal  satisfaction  of  the  inhabi- 


tants, and  he  appeared  to  possess  the  con- 
fidence  of  Welsh  suitors,   who  availed 
themselves  of  his  services,  although  he 
could  not  speak  Welsh.     Therefore,  the 
suggested  change  would  involve  disad- 
vantages to  suitors  as  well  as  advantige  .«5. 
In  Welsh  causes  and  cases  there  must  be 
many  English  witnesses,  and  their  evi 
dence   would    have   to   be    interpreted, 
possibly    by   the    police.     Again,   there 
might  be  complaints  of  imperfect  inter- 
pretation.    Another  topic  which  the  hon. 
Member  dwelt  upon  was  that  of   tithe 
distraints,  and  he  complained  of  various 
matters  arising  out  of  excessive  distraints ; 
but  I  do  not  think  I  need  go  into  details, 
because  the  arguments  obviously  led  up 
to  the  declaration  that  the  disestablish- 
ment and  disendowment  of  the  Church 
in   Wales   could  alone   give   peace   and 
satisfaction   to  the  country.     As  to  the 
allegations   of   excessive   distraints,   the 
law  provides  a  perfectly  good  and  suffi- 
cient remedy  without  setting  up  a  Welsh 
Minister.     The  case  of  Scotland  has  been 
referred    to;  but   there   is   no    analogy 
between  the  position  of  Wales  and  that  of 
Scotland.    I  cannot  say  that,  personally,  I 
viewed  with  any  particular  enthusiasm 
the  creation  of  the  office  of  Secretary  for 
Scotland;  but  still  there  was  a  good  deal 
to  be  said  for  a  Secretary  for  Scotland,  a 
country  which   has   different  laws    and 
institutions     from     those    of     England. 
There  are  differences  in  law  and  adminis- 
tration affecting  Poor  Law,  lunacy,  edu- 
cation,  and    fisheries,    and    a    separate 
administration  was  convenient ;   but  no 
such  differences  exist  in  Wales,  which  on 
these  points  is  in  complete  identity  with 
England.     The  administrative  work  of  a 
Secretary  for  Wales  would  practically  be 
nil.  I  have  inquired  whatamountof  corres- 
pondence relating  to  Wales  takes  place 
in  the  Home  Office.     The  year  1889  was 
one  of  feverish  activity  in  Welsh  affairs 
by  reason  of  the  tithe  disturbances,  and 
yet  the  number  of  letters  received  at  the 
Home  Office  from  county  and  boroagh 
officials  in  Wales  was  only  209,  while  the 
communications    at    the    Scotch    Office 
amounted  to  50,000,  so  that  the  volume 
of  business  was  a  sufficient  justification 
for  administrative  division.      The   hon. 
Gentleman  suggests  that  the  creation  of 
a  Welsh  Secretary  would  gratify  national 
feeling;  but  I  do  not   see    how   Welsh 
national  feeling  is  to  be  gratified  by  the 
creation  of  a  useless  institution,  or  how 
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Welsh  Members  are  agsrrieved  by  the  fact 
that  they  havo  an  equal  right  of  appeal 
with  all  English  Members  to  all  the 
Ministers  in  the  Hous3.  The  H<^me 
Secretary  is  as  much  a  Minister  for 
Wales  as  for  Sussex  or  Hampshire.  It 
can  hardly  be  expected  that  a  Welsh 
Minister  could  have  a  seat  in  the  Cabinet, 
and  therefore  Wales  would  hardly  gain 
in  this  resp  »ct  by  having  a  Minister  of 
her  own.  They  must  not  expect  the 
present  Ministry  to  go  with  them  in 
their  views  about  Disestablishment,  or  on 
the  tithe  question,  because  these,  as  1 
said  before,  are  matters  of  policy.  But 
every  Member  of  the  Cabinet  is  as  much 
bound  to  attend  to  Welsh  afEairs  as  he  is 
to  English  afEairs,  and  speaking  for  the 
Home  Office,  I  am  not  conscious  of  the 
slightest  difference  in  the  mode  of  dealing 
with  Welsh  and  English  affairs.  No  one 
could  desire  more  than  I  do  that  the 
traditions  and  the  literature  of  Wales 
should  be  cherished ;  but  why  should 
that  lead  to  an  administrative  change 
'  which  would  be  awkward  and  clumsy  1 
I  submit  that  no  reason  whatever 
has  been  adduced  for  setting  up  a 
method  of  administration  which  is  re- 
actionary, which  would  be  of  no  good  to 
anybody  in  Wales,  and  which  nobody  in 
Wales  really  wants.  If  the  friends  of 
the  lion.  Member  get  into  power  they 
will  be  able  to  pass  those  legislative 
changes  which  they  so  much  desire,  and 
the  want  of  a  Welsh  Secretary  will  not 
prevent  their  doing  so ;  while,  on  the 
other  hand,  if  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
do  not  succeed  in  turning  out  the  Party 
now  in  office,  the  fact  of  having  a  Welsh 
Secretary  would  in  no  way  help 
them  to  get  what  they  desire.  There 
is  really  nothing  in  the  absence  of 
a  Secretary  for  Wales  which  ought 
to  aggrieve  or  cause  any  pain  to  sound 
sensible  Welsh  feeling,  and  therefore,  1 
think  that  this  Motion  ought  to  be 
rejected. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  again  proposed. 

(9.21.)  Mh.  CUNINGHAME  GRA- 
IIAM  (Lanark,  X.W.)  :   I  wish  in 

Mr.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark,  Mid.):  I 
beg  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  there 
are  not  40  Members  present. 

*AIr.   SPEAKER:   There  are  40  Mem- 
bers present  now. 

Mr.  Matthews 


♦Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM:  I 
^^^sh,  in  moving  the  Amendment  which 
I  have  put  on  the  Paper,  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  this  is 
not,  in  my  opinion,  a  Party  question.  It 
is  one  which  will  meet  vrith  as  much 
opposition  from  a  section  of  the  Liberal 
Members  of  the  House  as  it  can  possibly 
do  from  the  Conservative  side  of  the 
House,  and  the  reason  is  not  very  far  to 
seek.  These  legislative  restrictions,  which 
I  hope  will  shortly  be  imposed  on  labour 
by  international  effort,  will  place  political 
parties  on  their  proper  basis — a  position 
they  are  rapidly  assuming  in  Ger- 
many ;  they  will  divide  them  into  two 
parties — the  workers  being  on  one  side 
and  the  middle  classes  on  the  other. 
Whether  that  is  a  consummation  devoutly 
to  be  wished  for  is  a  point  on  which  I 
will  not  trouble  the  House.  You,  Sir, 
have  rightly  no  doubt  confined  the  dis- 
cussion within  narrow  limits,  and  conse- 
quently I  am  precluded  from  entering 
on  certain  asj^>ects  of  the  case,  while  a 
Bill  brought  in  by  an  hon.  Member 
dealing  with  an  important  branch  of  the 
question  also  prevents  me  touching  upon 
that  particular  subject.  But  the  limita- 
tion, I  anjj  thankful  to  say,  enables  me  to 
make  out  the  strongest  possible  case 
for  legislative  interference  with  adult 
labour,  for  that  case  is  to  be  found  in  the 
aspect  of  internationalism.  I  suppose  it 
is  incumbent  on  me  to  show  that  there 
is  some  demand  for  legislative  inter- 
ference not  only  in  this  country  but  in 
the  colonies  as  well  as  in  Europe  and 
America.  It  is  often  said  that  there  is 
no  real  demand  for  it  from  the  working 
classes  in  Great  Britain ;  and  hon.  Mem- 
bers will  get  up  and  say  that  they 
have  conversed  with  the  most  intelligent 
of  the  working  classes  among  their 
constituents,  and  have  found  that  they 
are  opposed  not  only  to  the  measure, 
but  even  to  the  discussion  of  it. 
And  that  is  not  to  be  wondered  at  when 
one  knows  how  these  conversations  are 
conducted.  Enthusiastic  meetings  are 
held  on  the  Irish  Question,  at  the 
end  of  which  a  few  words  are  said  on 
the  Labour  Question  by  hon.  Members 
who  themselves  stand  in  opposition  to 
the  interests  of  labour  because  they  are 
themselves  employers.  One  can  easily 
imagine  the  nature  of  the  conversation 
on  the  exposition  of  the  eight  hours 
question  from  an  employer's  point  of  view. 
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The  hon.  Member  says  to  the  in- 
telligent workman — "My  good  man, 
there  is  a  fellow  called  Cuninghame 
Graham,  and  there  are  others  also,  who 
wish  to  restrict  the  honrs  of  labour  and 
to  prevent  you  making  good  terms  for 
yourself.  If  you  wish  these  restrictions 
to  be  imposed  on  your  labour,  I  suppose 
tliat  I,  as  your  Member,  must  vote  for  the 
J3 11 ;  but  if  we  reduce  the  hours  of 
labour  you  cannot  reasonably  expect  to 
receive  the  same  wages  for  eight  hours 
as  for  ten."  And  the  working  man,  who 
porhaps  has  worked  for  the  Member 
ever  since  his  boyhood,  and  who  fears  he 
may  be  thrown  out  of  jvork  if  he  ex- 
presses a  different  view,  says,  in  reply — 
"  Well,  no ;  if  my  wages  are  going  to 
be  reduced  I  not  think  I  am 
in  favour  of  it."  And  then  when  he 
leaves  the  men  and  meets  his  pal,  the 
latter  says — "Well,  Jack,  what  did  he 
say  ?  "  the  reply  being,  **  Oh,  the  same  old 
game.  The  Irish  Question  first ;  and  we 
don't  want  to  enter  into  any  question  of 
interfering  in  the  relations  between 
capital  and  labour."  A  proof  that  there 
is  a  demand  in  the  country  for  legislative 
interference  with  adult  labour  is  to  be 
found  in  the  increased  support  the 
movement  is  receiving  in  this  House. 
Many  more  hon.  Members  are  now 
pledged  to  the  principle  than  there  were 
a  year  ago,  and  this  change  is  alone  due 
to  the  pressure  of  their  constituents.  At 
every  bye-election,  too,  we  find  both  the 
candidates  rushing  forward  to  support 
the  principle  ;  for  political  honesty  after 
all  is  an  undetermined  quantity.  The 
growth  of  the  demand  is  equally 
apparent  abroad,  for  foreign  delegates  at 
foreign  Congresses  vote  for  legislative 
interference.  It  is  well-known  that  when 
the  question  was  first  brought  before 
the  Trades  Union  Congress  at  Swansea 
tliree  years  ago  the  delegates  of  the 
working  class  expressed  many  of  them 
marked  disapproval  of  it.  When  it  wa« 
put  to  the  vote  only  eight  delegates 
were  found  to  have  the  courage  to  record 
their  opinion  in  favour  of  it.  But  at 
the  Congress  at  Dundee  last  year,  in 
spite  of  the  fact  that  there  had  been  a 
delicate  and  skilful  manipulation  of  the 
votes  when  a  plebiscite  was  taken,  it  was 
found  that  the  votes  in  favour  had 
increased  to  68,  and  there  was  only  a 
small  majority  against  the  Motion. 
Surely  this  affords  some  slight  indication 
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of  the  increased  demand  for  legislative 
interference  with  adult  labour.  I  am 
pretty  certain  I  shall  get '  the  votes 
to-day  of  many  hon.  Members,  not 
because  they  approve  the  principles 
I  am  advocating,  but  because  tiiey 
know  their  constituents  will  withdraw 
their  confidence  from  them  if  they  place 
political  questions  higher  than  social  ones. 
Some  of  the  trades  were  represented  at 
the  Conference,  and  some  of  them  were 
not  able  to  send  delegates.  It  is,  however, 
a  matter  of  notoriety  that  the  battle  of  the 
dockers,  in  which  some  60,000  or  70,000 
were  more  or  less  engaged,  was  fought  pri- 
marily on  this  question  of  hours ;  and  it 
ensued  in  this  :  that  62,000  men  had  their 
hours  of  labour  reduced  fron  10 J,  and  in 
some  instances  11^,  to  eight  hours.  It  is 
the  opinion  of  the  men  who  conducted  that 
agitation,  that  in  order  to  enable  them  to 
maintain  an  eight  hours  day  the  restriction 
should  have  the  confirmation  of  Parlia 
ment.  I  think  we  may  take  it  as  a 
tolerably  conclusive  fact  that  there  is  a 
deep-seated  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
workmen  generally  for  a  restriction  of 
the  hours  of  labour,  and  that  this  demand 
is  one  which  is  not  got  up  by  agitators, 
and  those  who  speak  at  street  corners, 
but  has  been  enforced  by  the  accredited 
delegates  of  the  great  Trade  Unions, 
who  have  represented  it  to  be  the  wish 
of  the  men  on  whose  behalf  they  spoke 
that  their  case  should  be  laid  before  Par- 
liament with  a  view  to  legislative  action. 
Let  me  now  turn  to  the  case  of  the  bakers, 
among  whom  there  has  lately  been  a 
severe  agitation,  not  only  on  the  part  of 
those  employed  in  this  trade  in  London, 
but  also  on  the  part  of  those  employed 
in  Aberdeen,  Edinburgh,  and  other 
places ;  and  what  has  been  the  result  ? 
Why,  that  their  hours  of  labour  generally 
have  been  reduced  to  the  extent  of  some 
30  per  cent.  They  were  united  and 
almost  unanimous,  although  perhaps  not 
quite  so  unanimous  as  the  gas  stokors, 
in  desiring  to  see  that  the  practical 
outcome  of  their  agitation,  obtained  by 
their  own  unaided  efforts,  should  be 
confirmed  by  legislation.  Within  the 
last  four  or  five  months  another  agitation 
has  been  going  on  by  the  railway  men  in 
favour  of  a  general  restriction  of  the 
hours  of  labour.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man below  me  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  se'^ms  to 
differ  from  me,  and  to  think  that  it  is 
not   the   wish  of  the  Executive  of  the 
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railway  men  that  the  10  hours  a  day 
which  they  are  asking  should  be  con- 
firmed by  Act   of   Parliament.      I  am 
informed  that  their  wish  is  as  I   have 
expressed  it ;  but  it  is  a  question,  on  which 
it  is   easy  to    satisfy    oneself,    and     if 
on  further  information  I  find  I  am   in 
the  wrong,  I  will  tender  an  apology  to 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman.      We   have 
also  had  the  tramway  men  uniting  and 
agitating  for  a  reduction  in  the  hours  of 
labour,  and  responsible  men  at  the  head 
of  their  Union  tell  me  that   they  would 
not  object  to  seeing  the  10  hours  a  day, 
which  they  are   claiming,  confirmed  by 
Act  of  Parliament.      It  may  be  argued 
that  this  is  only  a    10   hours  question ; 
but  surely  the  principle  remains  in  both 
cases ;  and  if  the  Lsgislature  makes  up  its 
mind  to  granting  a  10  hours  day,  it  may 
also  on  the  same  ground  pass  a  measure 
adopting  a  day  of  eight  hours.      It  hat 
been  objected  that  this  sort  of  legislative 
interference   would    have   the   efPect  of 
driving    trade    from     the    country,    of 
reducing     the     national     output,     and 
destroying  the  profits  and  capital  of  the 
employers.     I  have  always  held,  both  in 
this  House  and   out  of  it,  that   the  em- 
ployers  take  far  too  great  a  share  of  the 
national  means,  and  that  a  larger  portion 
of    the     wealth    created   by    the    men, 
whether  in  railways,  mines,  factories,  or 
any    of     the    other     industries,    might 
equitably  be  given  to  labour,  and  that  if 
this  were  the  case  trade  would  not  be 
driven    from    the    country,    but  a  fair 
margin  of  profit  might  still  be  left  to  the 
employers.  But  if  it  be  argued  that  by  re- 
stricting the  hours  of    labour  we    shall 
drive  trade  away  from  the  country,  I  think 
I  shall  be  able  to  show  that   in  some 
industries  at  least  this  would  not  be  the 
case.     It  will  also  be  incumbent  on  me 
to  try  and  show  that  the  demand  for 
legislative   interference   is   as   great   in 
other  countries  as  it  is  in  this.     It  is 
often    said,    and    with    som^    show    of 
reason,  that  it  would  be  impossible  for 
us   in    this    country   to    maintain    our 
commercial   superiority   if   we   were   to 
shorten   our   hours   of    labour,   because 
some   foreigners   are    in    the    habit    of 
working  longer  hours  and  are  in  receipt 
of  smaller  wages.     All   I  have  to  say  on 
that  point  is  that  if  we  are  to  engage  in 
a  mere  race  of  production — if  we  are  to 
urge    our    workmen     into    a    sort    of 
universal  sweating  struggle  with  other 
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nations  as  to  which  can  produce  articles 
cheaper  than  the  others,  simply  in  order 
that    the   employers   may   realise   great 
fortunes,  I,  for  one,  have  no  hesitation 
in  stating  that   I   am  not  greatly  con- 
cerned in  the  result,  whether  the  proposed 
reduction   enables   us   to   maintain   oup 
commercial    superiority   or   whether    it 
does  not.     But  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to 
show   that    not    only   ai*e   we   not    the 
country  in  which  most  has  been  done  to 
shorten  the  hours  of  labour,  but  we  are 
a  country  in  which,  if  we  do  not  bestir 
ourselves,  longer  hours  will  be  worked 
than'  in  any  other   European   country ; 
certainly  much    longer   hours  than  are 
now  worked  ill  America,  Australia,  and 
most  of  our  colonies.     If   I  succeed  in 
making  out  a  case  on  this  point  I  think 
I   shall    have   gone   some    distance    in 
removing  the   scruples  hon.  Gentlemen 
now   entertain    in    regard    to    this,   to 
me,    very    plain,    but    to    them    most 
tortuous  and    difficult   question.     Now, 
what  is  it  I  am  going  to  ask  the  House 
to   do  ?     I    am    not    asking  the   House 
to    pledge    itself     now    and    for    ever 
to  a   cast-iron   Eight   Hours    Bill,    ren- 
dering  it   impossitjle    for   any   man    in 
any    trade     whatever     to    work     more 
than  eight  hours  a  day.     That,  I  admit, 
would  be  a  most  unreasonable  proposi- 
tion, and   one  for  which  I  do  not  think 
the  great  bulk  of  the  working  men  in 
this  country  are  prepared.     What  I  am 
putting  before  the  House  is  a  proposition 
of  very  different  import.     I  am  merely 
asking  the  Government,  for  the  honour 
of  this  country  and  the  welfare  of  the 
working    classes,   as    well    as    for    the 
national     credit    as    a    community    of 
national     reformers  —  because,    let    an 
Englishman  be  a  Conservative  or  Liberal 
he  always  claims  to  be  an  international 
reformer — not  to  place  the  British  repre- 
sentatives either   at  the    Berne  or   the 
Berlin  Conference  in  a  different  position 
from  that  of  the  representatives  who  will 
attend    to   speak    on    behalf    of    other 
Powers.     I  put  it  to  every  man  in  this 
House  as  an  Englishman,  as  a  man  who 
respects   and     loves    his   own   country, 
whether  he  can  calmly  contemplate  the 
idea    of     the     representatives    of     this 
country,  which  hitherto  has  constantly 
been  showing  the  way  in  every  reform, 
social    and   political,  having   to   take  a 
back  seat  among  the  representatives  of 
the  other  European  nations?     I   think 
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hon.  Gentlemen  can  easily  imagine  the 
sneers  tbat  would  be  indulged  in 
by  the  foreign  representatives  when, 
having  entered  upon  the  discussion 
of  the  important  question  of  an 
International  restriction  of  working 
hours,  the  British  representatives  felt 
called  upon  to  retire  and  leave  the 
foreign  delegates  to  carry  on  the  dis- 
cussion by  themselves,  It  is  for  this 
reason  that  'I  have  placed  my  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper ;  it  is  because  I  hope 
to  show  the  House  there  is  not  only  a 
demand  in  this  country,  but  a  similar 
demand  in  America,  and  in  all  our 
Colonies,  for  International  legislation  on 
the  subject  that  I  desire  Her  Majesty's 
Gk)vernment  to  take  some  cognizance  of 
the  invitation  addressed  both  by  the 
Swiss  Republic  and  the  Emperor  of  Ger- 
manv  to  Great  Britain  to  unite  with  the 
other  Powers  in  considering  this  important 
question.  It  is  a  fact,  which  I  think  is 
corroborative  of  my  argument,  that  we 
are  now  finding  municipality  after 
municipality.  Town  Council  after  Town 
Council,  inserting  eight  hours'  provisions 
in  their  projected  local  legislation.  What, 
I  ask,  is  the  action  of  the  London  County 
Council  on  this  matter  ?  I  believe  there 
are  Members  of  this  House  who  have 
the  honour  of  holding  seats  in  that 
assembly,  and  I  ask  them  whether  on 
every  occasion  on  which  questions  such 
as  these  have  come  under  their  discus- 
sion strong  expressions  of  opinion  have 
not  been  given  in  favour  of  the  insertion 
of  eight  hours'  provisions  in  the  different 
local  Acts  springing  from  that  Body? 
Gentlemen  who  have  studied  the  question 
know  that  the  largest  Trades  Union  in 
the  world  is  that  of  the  Amalgamated 
Engineers.  That  Society  has  ramifica- 
tions throughout  the  'three  Kingdoms, 
and  if  there  is  any  combination  that  can 
do  anything  for  the  men  belonging  to  it 
it  may  well  be  supposed  to  be  that  com- 
bination. Well,  what  do  we  find  to  be 
the  case?  That  Trades  Union,  which 
comprises  some  655,000  members,  sent 
to  Paris  last  July  two  delegates,  in  the 
persons  of  Mr.  John  Bums  and  Mr. 
Evelyn,  who  were  instructed  to  vote  for 
the  'eight  hours  day.  Those  delegates 
carried  out  their  instructions  in  the  same 
manner  as  the  other  delegates,  and  it 
must  be  remembered  that  they  repre- 
sented a  class  engaged  in  what  is  well 
kiawn    as  skilled  labour,  and  quite   as 


capable  of  knowing  their  own  wants  and 
wishes  as^  any  Member  of  this  House. 
I  believe.  Sir,  I  should  be  precluded  by 
your  ruling  from  even  alluding  to  the 
Vote  of  the  Trades  Council   at  Dundee 
with  reference  to  the  Bill  introduced  in 
the   name   of  the   hon.  Gentleman   the 
Member  for  Mid-Lanarkshire,  and,  there- 
fore, I  will  not  trench  on  that  ground;  but 
may  be  permitted  to  say  that  the  Resolu- 
tion was  voted  without  one  dissentient 
voice  by  the  delegates  present,  and  was 
subsequently  confirmed  by  the  365,000 
miners  whom  they  represented  on  that 
occasion.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member    for    Newcastle    (Mr.   Morley) 
grounds  his  objections  to  this  proposal, 
more    than     anything    else,   upon    the 
difficulty   of  regulating   labour  in   this 
country    when     there    is    no    demand 
for    it    in     other    countries,    and    the 
hon.    Gentleman    the    junior    Member 
for      Northampton      (Mr.      Bradlaugh) 
has  busied  himself  with  some  observa- 
tions   in    the    same    sense,    a    similar 
attitude   having  been    adopted   by   the 
senior  Member  for  NorthaJnpton    (Mr. 
Labouchere)  who  is  not  now  in  his  place. 
I  will  endeavour  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion in   an   International  sense,  and  to 
some   extent  I  am   able,  from  personal 
observation,  to  afford  information  on  this 
matter  to  the  House.     I  was  myself  sent 
as  a  delegate  to  the  International  Labour 
Conference  in  Paris  last  year ;  there  were 
practically  two  Conferences  there.     But 
taking  the  two  Congresses  as  one  they 
formed  a  complete  body  of  nearly  1,000 
working   men.     The   discussions  which 
took  place  led  one  day  to  the  passing  of 
Resolutions  in  favour  of  the  International 
limitation  of  the  hours  of  labour,  and  those 
Resolutions     were     practically     passed 
unanimously.     It  is  often  said  that  our 
working  classes  do  not  wish  to  join  the 
foreign   working   classes    because    their 
modes    of   procedure   are   different.      I 
naturally  expected  that  I  should  hear 
some   blood   and   thunder    and   terrible 
speeches   when  I  attended  the  Confer- 
ence,  but    Spaniard,    Italian,    German, 
Frenchman,   and  American,   made    pre- 
cisely the  same  class  of  speech  that  you 
listen  to  in  your  Trades  Union  hall  or 
Radical    Club     on    Saturday     evening. 
They     complained    of    the    long    hours 
of      labour,     and       of       the       women 
of      their      various      countries      being 
engaged  in  oocapations  unfit  for  them. 
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They  said — "  Our  employers  grow  rich 
and  we  remain  poor;  we  are  half-starved ; 
we  work  long  hours ;  we  come  to  this 
Congress  to  get  an  expression  of  the 
opinion  of  the  working  classes  of  Europe 
and  America  upon  the  most  important 
and  vital  of  any  questions  with  regard  to 
which  we  can  assemble  together." 
While  this  Conference  was  sitting,  an 
Intarnational  Congress  of  Miners  was 
being  held.  There  was  not  one 
dissentient  voica  in  that  large  representa- 
tive Congress  when  the  proposition  was 
put  that  the  question  of  an  eight  hours 
day  of  labour  should  be  made  the  subject 
of  legislative  interference,  and  we  find 
that  during  the  last  few  months  there 
has  b3en  an  extensive  strike  of  miners, 
and  their  first  demand  has  been  legisla- 
tive interference  in  favour  of  the 
eight  hours  day  ;  and  similarly  in  the 
Austrian  Dominions,  and  in  the  Belgian 
coalfields.  Surely,  these  men  know 
their  own  affairs  better  than  any 
Member  of  9,ny  Parliament.  I  find  I 
have  received  an  ally  whero  I  least 
expected  to  find  one — the  German 
Emperor,  whom  no  one  will  accuse  of 
being  revolutionary  or  Socialistic.  His 
Majesty,  for  reasons  which  I  do  not 
presume  to  analyse,  has  chosen  to  make 
a  most  remarkable  pronouncement ;  it 
may  be  for  an  ulterior  motive,  but  I  am 
quite  content  to  take  it  on  trust,  and  be 
thankful  for  assistance  from  an  un- 
expected quarter.  Far  more  signific  mt 
is  the  return  of  21  Socialist  Members 
to  the  German  Reichstag — men  who 
belong  to  the  Socialist  Party,  to  which  I 
belong  myself.  The  first  plank  in  the 
platform  of  these  representatives  is  that 
the  working  day  should  be  ristricted  to 
eight  hours.  The  increase  in  the  Social- 
democratic  vote  shows  that  the  demand 
for  legislative  interference  in  the  question 
of  an  eight  hours  day  is  assuming  propor- 
tions far  greater  than  perhaps  hon.  Mem- 
bers are  aware.  I  find  in  a  Return  of 
three  years  ago  that  the  total  democratic 
vote  was  93,000.  I  find  last  week  it 
had  risen  to  116,000.  In  1887,  the 
total  social-democratic  vote  throughout 
the  German  Empire  was  774,000.  I 
find  that  last  week  it  had  risen^to  almost 
a  million — an  increase  which  my  col- 
leagues and  friends,  Messrs.  Bebel  and 
Liebnechf,  attribute  almost  entirely  to 
their  advocacy  of  the  restriction 
of  the  hours  of  labour,  because  they 
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have  by  so  doing  placed  before 
the  German  people  a  tangible  plank 
on  which  men  of  many  sections 
can  unite,  instead  of  losing  them- 
selves amidst  vague  vapourings  and  talk 
of  hypothetical  revolutions.  I  wish  to  bring 
before  hon.  Gentlemen,  and  especially 
the  Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, that  other  Legislatures  have 
also  been  called  upon  to  deal  with  this 
question.  It  is  not  two  months  ago 
that  the  subject  of  an  Eight  Hours' 
Law  was  introduced  into  ihe  French 
Chamber,  I  need  hardly  say  it  was 
negatived,  though  it  received  a  modicum 
of  support,  clearly  showing  that  id 
shadowed  the  minds  of  the  electorate  of 
the  country.  In  the  Legislal  ive  Chamber 
of  Holland,  too,  an  Eight  Hours  Bill 
was  introduced,  though  it  met  with 
a  fate  similar  to  that  of  the  French  Bill. 
I  have  received  a  letter  from  a  friend 
in  the  Belgian  Chamber  this  afternoon 
enclosing  his  speech  on  the  introduction 
of  a  Ten  Hours'  Bill,  which  met 
with  the  fate  of  the  Dutch  and  French 
Bills ;  but  I  presume  my  friend  would 
not  be  deterred  from  introducing  on 
Pjight  Hours  Bill,  if  it  was  conclusively 
proved  to  him  that  it  was  desired  by  the 
working  classes  of  the  country  that  such 
a  law  should  be  introduced.  I  wish 
now,  Sir,  to  turn  to  the  aspect  of  the 
question  in  America  and  in  our  Colonies. 
In  some  of  the  States  of  America  Eight 
Hours'  and  Nine  Hours'  Bills  have  been 
passed.  In  Connecticut  and  Pennsyl- 
vania there  are  special  agitations  in  the 
State  Legislatures  to  introduce  the  eight 
hours'  day  into  those  States.  In  those 
States  the  hours  are  8i  and  9.  [An  hon. 
Member:  And  10  and  12 hours.]  Thatdoes 
not  in  an}-  respect  affect  my  argument. 
I  have  received  letters  from  the  leaders 
of  the  trades  in  those  States,  saying 
that  they  were  applying  to  the  Legisla- 
ture to  have  the  eight  hours  day  con- 
firmed, because  they  feel  that  the  fre- 
quent occurrence  of  strikes  was  driving 
away  trade  and  deteriorating  their  own 
social  position.  It  is  precisely  becanse  I 
aii^ree  with  these  men  as  to  the  extreme 
undesirability  of  strikes,  and  because  of 
the  enormous  waste  of  energy  and  capital 
which  they  entail,  together  with  the 
danger  of  social  turmoil,  that  I  advocate 
this  International  legislative  restriction 
of  the  hours  of  labour,  by  which  these 
consequences  would  be  avoided.     Turn 
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iDg  to  our  own  Colonies,   I  find  that  in 
Canada,  a  Royal  Commission  has  recently 
been  appointed ;  and  it  has  sat  and  de- 
livered   its   Report   upon    the   relations 
between  capital  and  labour.     The  Com- 
mission  has   unanimously    reported    in 
favour  of  a  nine  hours  day.    I  do  not  know 
whether  the  Canadian   Government  in- 
tends to  take  up  their  recommendations, 
but     I     do     know     that     there     is     a 
keen  agitation  amongst  the   workers  of 
Quebec  for  an  eight  hours  day,  and  there 
is  an  equally  keen  agitation  amongst  the 
workmen  who  already  work  eight  houi's  to 
have  a  confirmation  of  the  system  by  the 
Dominion  of  Canada.     By  the   authority 
of  Sir  C.  Dilke  I  find  that  the   workers 
in  Cape  Town,  Grahamstown,  and  other 
towns  of  the  colony   are    forming   eight 
hours   leagues.       They    are   instructing 
their  Members  to   introduce    Bills   into 
the  Colonial  Parliament,  asking  for   the 
same  for  the  working  classes   in   South 
Africa  as  has  been  asked  for  in  Germany 
and  France.     In  the  Australian  Colonies 
it  is  a  matter  of   public   notoriety   that 
eight  hours  is    the    normal    day.       In 
Queensland,  a  Bill   was  passed   through 
the  Lower  House  of  the    Legislature  to 
fix   the  normal    working    day   at   eight 
hours.     It  was  rejected,  naturally,  by  the 
vots  of  the  Upper  House,  just  as  if   we 
passed  a  Bill  in  this  House   it  would  be 
met  by  the  factious  opposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,   and   also  by 
noble  Lords  who    sit  in  another   place. 
1     have   .  what     I      consider     to     be 
much      stronger     evidence    than     this 
in        the       Colony      of      Victoria.       I 
find  it   has  become  the  practice  in  that 
colony  for  Local  Authorities  to  insert  an 
eight  hours  proviliion  in  all  the  contracts 
which  they  enter  into.      In  January  of 
last  year,  in  passing  a   Tramways  Act, 
the  Parliament   restricted   the  hours  of 
work  to  eight  per  day.     And  these  are 
not  rash  assertions.      Anyone  can  verify 
them  who  chooses  to  do  so  ;  and  if  I  have 
been  wrongly  informed  in  what  I  have 
stated    I   shall    be   in    the    position   of 
Hamlet — I    ehall     receive     my     shame 
and  the  odd  bit.     But  if  I  am  right  I 
think  I  have   proved   conclusively  that 
the  foolish  terror  which  exists  in  this 
country  with   regard  to   the  legislative 
restriction  of  the  hours  of   labour  does 
not    exist    in    Germany   or    France  or 
America,  and  certainly  not  in  our  Aus- 
tralian Colonies.     In  New  Zealand  eight 


hours  is  recognifled   as   the  normal  day ; 
but  the  workers  of   that  colony  are  not 
satisfied,  any   more    than    those  in  the 
other  colonies,  with  this  general  recogni- 
tion, and  are  beginning  to  io struct  their 
representatives    to    bring   before    their 
Parliament  propositions  tor   the  restric- 
tion of   the   hours  of  work.      If,  there- 
fore,  concurrently   with    the    agitation 
which  I  have  endeavoured  to  show  exists 
in  this  country  there  is  one  going  on  in 
Auitralia  and  America,  surely  all  hon- 
ourable and  fair-minded   men  who   wish 
to  do  justice  to  their  fellow-countrymen 
will  do  what  they  can   to   remove  the 
load  of  toil  which  is  crushing-  our  work- 
ing  classes   in    many   instances   to   the 
ground.       They  will,  I   think,  see   that 
this     international     movement      affords 
ample     opportunity    for     meeting     the 
wishes   of   the   working   classes.        Bj 
coming  to  the  aid  of  the  large  class  who 
are   overstrained    and    overworked    the 
House  will  atone  for  many  injustices  in 
the  past  ;  and  I  plead  on  behalf  of  those 
who  provide  us  with  our  hats,  our  hosen, 
our  food,  and  even   our  seats   in   Parlia- 
ment, that  we   may  adopt  the  principle 
of  restricting   the   hours  of   labour   by 
international  agreement  or  at  least  autho- 
rise our  delegates  to  be  empowered  to 
discuss  it.    I  beg  to  move  the  Amendment 
standing  on  the  Paper. 

(10.5.)  Mr.  ATHERLEY-JONES 
(Durhrtm,  N.W.) :  In  seconding  the 
Amendment,  I  desire  to  say  that,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  protracted  length  to 
which  the  debate  on  the  Address  has 
extended,  I  shall  confine  my  remarks  to 
a  narrow  compass.  [Ministerial  cheers.] 
Well,  if  the  debate  has  been  protracted 
it    is    because    the     administration     of 


right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  ofFers 
so  many  points  of  criticism.  But  in 
justice  to  myself  and  my  constituents 
I  must  say  that  though  I  accept  im- 
plicitly the  terms  of  the  Amendment  I 
by  no  means  concur  in  the  general  terms 
in  which  my  hon.  Friend  has  supported  it. 
I  am  by  no  means  satisfied  that  there 
does  exist  a  sufficiently  large  demand  on 
the  part  of  our  working  population  for  an 
eight  hours  day,  or  any  other  limit,  to 
justify  Parliamentary  interference.  I 
have  made  inquiries  in  well-informed 
quarters,  and  this  is  the  result.  Among 
the  Lancashire  cotton-spinners  the  pre- 
ponderance of  opinion  is  against  the 
eight    hours    movement.       Among   the 
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engineers  there  is  a  great  difference  of 
opinion. 

*Mr.  graham  :  My  hon.  Friend  will 
not  deny  that  the  Amalgamated  Society 
of  Engineers  gave  instructions  to  their 
delegates  at  the  Paris  Conference  on  the 
subject.  Those  delegates  were  Messrs. 
John  Burns  and  Evelyn. 

Mb.  ATHERLEY- JONES :  I  am  not 
drawing  my  inferences  from  what  took 
place    at    that    Conference,     but    from 
entirely  independent  sources  of  investi- 
gation.   At  the  same  time,  I  am  decidedly 
of  opinion  that  the  main  objections  which 
are   urged   against    legislation    for    the 
limitation  of  the  hours   of  labour,  and 
notably  the  objections  urged  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  J.  Morley),  are  not  at  all  suflBcient 
or    conclusive.       The    stock     argument 
used   is    that    combination    among    the 
working    classes    is     able     to     produce 
the  desired  result.      Certainly,  I    have 
heard  that  in  my  hon.  Friend's  own  con- 
stituency in  Lanark  the  miners,  who  are 
in  a  much  less   organised  condition    in 
Scotland  than  in  this  country,  have  been 
able  by  combination  to  obtain — certainly 
in  the  neighbourhood    of   Hamilton — ^a 
reduction  of  the  working  days.   It  seems 
to  me  that  it  is  quite  open  to  the  Trades 
Unions  throughout  the  country  to  com- 
bine to   secure  an  Eight  Hours  Bill   if 
they  please.     I  would  like  to  observe, 
however,    that  in    certain    trades   com- 
bination is  an  absolute  impossibility.     In 
small  isolated  industries,  or  branches  of 
industries,  combination  is  impossible;  and 
I  know  of  one  case  recently  where  an 
attempted  combination  af  the  kind  ended 
in   disastrous  results  to  the  persons  em- 
ployed.    It  has  been   urged   as   a  very 
serious  objection  to  the  proposal  that  the 
margio   of  profit  secured  by  capital  at  the 
present    time  is   very   small   in  certain 
trades  where  the  foreign  competition  is 
very  marked.      I  think  there    is  great 
force  in  that  argument.     If  you  take  the 
cotton  trade  in  Lancashire  at  the  present 
time   you    find    the    margin    of  profit  is 
very  small ;  and  if  you  were  by  a  com- 
pulsory law  to  reduce  the  hours  of  labour 
there    the   result   would  apparently   be 
that  the  manufacturers  would  be  unable 
to  carry  on  their  production  in  competi- 
tion with  foreign  countries.     The  object 
of  the  Amendment  is  to  see  whether  we 
cannot  by  some  international  movement 
reduce   the  hours  of  labour   so  that  a 
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particular  industry  shall  not  be  injured 
thereby.  It  is  not  an  unreasonable 
request  to  make  of  the  Government.  It 
has  received,  in  principle  at  least,  the 
co-operation  of  the  great  German  Em- 
pire. It  has  received  the  friendly 
recognition  of,  I  think,  most,  if  not  all, 
of  the  great  Powers  of  Europe  ;  and  there 
is  no  doubt  a  growing  feeling  among  the 
working  classes  of  this  country  that  it  is 
desirable  to  establish  some  more  legiti- 
mate and  fair  apportionment  of  the  hours 
of  toil  than  at  present  exists  among  our 
principal  industrial  trades.  I  notice  that 
the  noblp  Lord  opposite  (Lord  R. 
Churchill)  has  dealt  with  this  question. 
I  unfortunately  did  not  receive  from 
his  speech  on  the  subject  the  light  and 
leading  which  I  had  a  right  to  expect. 
He  intimated  that  he  was  inclined  to 
entertain  the  question  favourably. 
What  we  want  is  not  empty  rhapsodies 
in  favour  of  this  proposition,  but  solid 
argument  to  show  what  we  can  accept 
and  what  we  cannot. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of 
paragraph  16,  to  insert  the  words — 

**  And  we  humbly  represent  to  Your  Majesty 
that  the  increasing  desire  of  the  working 
classes  in  Europe  for  legislative  restriction  of 
the  hours  of  labour  renders  it  de»irable  that 
this  subject  should  be  discussed  by  the  repre- 
sentatives of  this  Country  who  are  to  be 
appointed  to  attend  the  International  Confer- 
ence on  Labour  Legislation  at  Berne  or  Ber- 
lin."—  {Mr.  Cuniughame  Graham.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

*(1 0. 1 5.)  Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (North- 
ampton) :  The  Amendment  moved  by  my 
hon.  Friend  has  the  inconvenience  whidi 
attaches  to  all  Amendments  to  the 
Address,  which  are  not  intended  to 
challenge  by  a  direct  Vote  of  Censure 
the  existence  of  the  Government.  It 
forces  discussion  upon  the  House 
under  exceedingly  inconvenient  condi- 
tions. The  Mover  of  the  Amendment 
more  than  once  intimated  that  he  was 
confined  in  his  remarks  because  im- 
portant parts  of  the  question  were  fixed 
for  discussion  in  this  House.  That  was  a 
reason  for  not  moving  it  at  all  at  a 
time  when  it  cannot  be  properly  dis- 
cussed. I  have  been  a  little  puzzled 
since  I  listened  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  so  ably  did 
not  second  the  Amendment.  Had  I  not 
known  that  he  would  be  perfectly  incar 
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pable  of  any  such  artifice  of  the  Bar,  I 
should  have  thought  he  had  risen  for  the 
purpose  of  damaging  the  case  of  the 
Amendment  as  much  as  possible  at  the  very 
earliest  stage  of  the  discussion.  I  would 
point  out  to  the  House  that  we  do  not 
know  at  present — or  I  do  not  think  we 
do — that  there  is  to  be  any  Conference 
at  all  at  Berlin  which  will  deal  with  the 
question  of  the  hours  of  adult  labour. 
No  doubt  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment 
is  much  better  acquainted  with  facts 
that  have  not  happened  than  I  am ;  but 
he  must  pardon  me  if  I  express  a  doubt 
as  to  the  accuracy  of  his  information 
respecting  what  the  German  Emperor 
meant  by  the  language  he  used. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Paddington, 
S.)  :  The  limitation  of  the  hours  of  labour 
was   one    of  the   first   subjects  in   the 
programme   of   the    Berlin   Conference 
put  before  the  public  by  the  newspapers. 
*Mr  BRADLAUGH  :  I  am  afraid  the 
noble    Lord  has  not  given  the    subject 
that  attention  which  he  usually  bestows 
upon  matters,   for  though   the    rescript 
is  hardly   capable   of  that  construction, 
there     are    limiting    words    addressed 
by   the   Emperor  to  his  State   Council 
which  are  capable  of  an  absolutely  oppo- 
site   construction.      Until  I  have   some 
oflBcial  information  on  the  subject  I  pre- 
fer not  to  commit  the  House  to  a  declara- 
tion as  to  something  which  is  to  happen 
at  the   Conference  at  Berlin — a  Confer- 
ence as  to  which  I  understand  no  official 
invitation  has  yet  been  addressed  to  Her 
Majesty^s    Government,    and    certainly 
none  has  been  communicated  to  the  House. 
The    matter   is   now,    according   to   the 
newspapers,  before  the  Council  of  State 
on  the   invitation  of  the   Emperor,  and 
some  of  the  questions  to  be  considered 
will,  if  fhey  are  considered,  prevent  any 
dealing  with  the  hours  of  adult  labour 
at  all.     As  to  the  Conference  at  Berne, 
I  understand  from  the  uBual  sources  of 
information  that  the  Swiss  Government, 
in    the    declarations   they   have   issued 
raspecting  the  hours  of  labour,  have  not 
dealt  with  anything  but  the  labour   of 
women  and  children.     I  notice  that  the 
world    "  adult "    is    omitted    from    the 
Amendment,  and  I  am  not  sure  what  the 
Mover  of  the  Amendment  means  by  that 
omission.     Indeed,  1  am  not  sure   that 
he    knows    what     he    means    himself, 
because   on  a  previous  occasion  he  said 
he  would  not  be  bo  unreasonable  as  to  ' 


pravent  any   man   working   more  than 
eight  hours  a  day. 

*Mr.  graham  :  What  I  said  was  that 
I  did  not  propose  at  present  to  come 
before  this  House  and  ask  for  a  cast-iron 
Eight  Hours  Bill,  and  that  I  merely  asked 
the  House  to  empower  the  delegates 
sent  to  the  Conference  to  discuss  the 
question. 

*Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  Of  course,  I 
should  not  press  on  the  hon.  Member 
words  which  he  did  not  mean  to  use;  but 
I  thought  I  heard  him  say — and  I  took 
it  down  at  the  time — that  he  would  not 
be  so  unreasonable  as  to  prevent  any 
man  working  more  than  eight  hours.  As 

the  hon.  Member  did  not  mean  that 

*Mr.  GRAHAM  :  Or  say  it. 
*Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  Or  say  it,  I  must 
apologise  for  the  defectiveness  of  my 
memory.  But  I  do  not  understand  the 
phrase  "cast-iron"  Bill.  Either  it 
means  eight  hours  or  it  does  not.  If  it 
is  more,  then  it  is  not  eight  hours;  and  if 
it  is  eight  hours,  why  then  it  is  eight 
hours.  I  object  to  language  being  used 
to  people  up  and  down  the  country 
which  means  one  thing,  and  when  the 
speaker  is  tackled  about  it  is  found  to 
mean  something  else. 

*Mr.  graham  :  I  wUl  explain  to  the 
House  what  I  did  mean. 

*Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  I  must  really 
object  to  the  hon.  Member^s  inter- 
ruptions. 

*Mr.  graham  :  I  have  been  accused 
with  using  language  which  means  one 
thing  at  one  time  and  another  at 
another. 

*Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  Mr.  Speaker 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  Mr. 
Cuninghame  Graham. 

*Mr.  graham  :  What  1  meant  was 
this  :  I  did  not  wish  now,  even  if  I  had 
the  power,  to  pass  a  Bill  which  would 
prevent  people  working  more  than  eight 
hours.  I  wished  to  apply  a  Bill  of  the 
kind,  by  steps,  to  miners  and  workers  in 
Government  workshops,  and  then  to 
trades  and  industries  throughout  the 
Kingdom  which  should  declare  them- 
selves in  favour  of  it, 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  am  afraid  that 
we  are  now  much  in  the  same  place. 
Miners  and  Government  workmen  are 
shut  out  of  the  discussion  to-night, 
because  of  other  notices  standing 
on  the  Order  Book,  and  I  do  not 
know  what   is    meant    by    proceeding 
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by  steps  in  the  restriction  of  the  hours 
of  labour  to  trades  and  industries 
throughout  the  Kingdom.  I  would 
ask  the  House  to  note  how  ex- 
cessively necessary  it  is  to  be  careful  on 
matters  of  detail.  The  hon.  Member 
said  that  of  the  delegates  who  attended 
Paris  one  represented  a  Trades  Union 
which  numbers  650,000  members.  The 
number  of  members  of  all  the  Trades 
Unions  registered  in  the  country — and 
the  majority  are  registered — is  nothing 
like  that.  The  Trades  Union  of  which 
he  spoke  is  a  very  powerful  one,  and  I 
think  it  has  some  46,000  members,  li 
you  have  to  knock  600,000  odd  ofE  such  a 
number,  it  shows  that  it  is  possible  to  have 
some  carelessness  of  statement.  Now,  Sir, 
I  trast  that  I  have  the  interests  of  working 
men  of  this  country  at  least  as  much  at  heart 
as  any  other  Member.  I  have  always  been 
in  favour  of  shortening  their  hours ; 
but  I  have  never  been  in  favour  of  ruin- 
ing their  industries.  The  hon.  Member 
said  that  one  of  the  delegates  at  Paris 
was  sent  to  represent  that  powerful 
Union,  the  Amalgamated  Engineers. 
Well,  he  only  claimed  to  be  sent  by  one 
branch  of  the  Union,  namely,  the  London 
branch. 

*Mr.  GRAHA  i\I  :  I  wish  to  explain.  I 
am  awaro  that  thera  is  no  Trade  Union 
that  has  600,000  members.  I  must 
frankly  confess  that  I  made  an  error  in 
the  figures.  I  took  one  figure  for 
another,  and  read  600,000  for  60,000; 
and  I  apologise  to  the  Hous3  for 
making  the  mistake.  As  to  my  state- 
ment about  the  representation  of  the 
Amalgamated  Engineers  at  the  Con- 
ference, all  I  can  say  is  that  Mr.  J.  Burns, 
whom  I  have  seen  this  evening,  was  my 
authority,  and  Mr.  Burns  distinctly  told 
me  that  the  delegates  represented  the 
entire  engineering  trade. 

*Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  will  leave  it 
there,  only  saying  that,  as  far  as  my 
information  goes,  the  delegate  just  men- 
tioned represented  his  own  branch,  and 
his  own  branch  alone.  These,  however, 
are  matters  of  detail  so  trifling  that  one 
would  not  deal  with,  them  in  this  House 
were  it  not  that  they  form  part  of  the 
general  exaggeration  which  characterises 
the  statements  made  on  this  subject. 
With  regard  to  the  wording  of  the 
Amendment,  I  do  not  think  it  is,  or 
ought  to  be,  the  duty  of  any  Govern- 
ment to  send  representatives  of  this 
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country  to  a  Conference  to  discuss  pos- 
sible law-making  in  which  they  havj 
no  intention  of  taking  part,  and  which 
they  may  intend  to  oppose.  I  thoroughly 
and  heartily  approve  of  the  position  taken 
up  by  Lord  Salisbury  last  year:  that, 
while  willing  that  a  discussion  should 
take  place  on  various  topics  expressly 
stated  in  which  representatives  of 
this  country  should  join,  there  were 
two  matters  to  which  only  vague  refer 
enc3  had  been  made — the  restriction  of 
adult  labour  and  the  question  of  out- 
put— which  our  representatives  should 
not  be  empowered  to  discuss.  Unless 
the  Government  wilfully  means  to  fetter 
this  country  in  its  industry,  it  would 
never  be  mad  enough  to  give  our  re- 
presentatives any  power  of  discussing 
the  restriction  of  that  marvellous  out- 
put which  has  carried  this  country  so  far 
in  advance  of  all  other  nations.  The 
hon.  Member  who  moved  the  Amend- 
ment said  that  there  were  countries, 
such  as  the  United  States,  where  such 
laws  as  he  proposes  are  already  in  force. 
For  my  own  part,  1  think  it  would  have 
been  fairer  to  the  House  if  the  hon. 
Member  had  utilized  the  Parliamentary 
paper  laid  on  the  table  last  year  on  my 
Motion  and  had  told  us  that  there  are 
several  States  in  which  eight  hours  is 
the  normal  day  except,  when  otherwise 
agreed,  and  others  Avhere  overtime  work 
is  to  be  paid  for  as  extra.  But  there  is 
overwhelming  evidence  in  Ihe  Report  c.f 
the  Commissioners  of  Labour  that  in 
none  of  the  States  have  these  laws  been 
euforced,  and  the  percentage  of  eight- 
hour  day  labour  is  less  than  it  was  50 
years  ago. 

♦Mr.  GRAHAM  :  Quite  true. 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber says  quite  true.  If  so,  he  should 
have  told  it  to  the  House,  instead  of 
referring  to  matters  Avhich  instead  of 
telling  for  the  Amendment,  as  he  wished 
the  House  to  believe,  lold  against  it. 
What  does  eight  hours  mean  1  Take  the 
textile  trade.  The  hours  in  that  are 
about  56|  per  week.  Are  you  going  to 
reduce  them  to  48  hours,  giving  the  same 
pay  for  48  as  for  56 J  hours  ?  [Mr. 
Graham  was  understood  to  dissent.]  I 
wish  you  could  be  restricted  now,  if  you 
will  permit  me  to  say  so.  I  feel  the 
need  of  asking  some  indulgence  of  the 
House,  and  I  hope  I  may  ask  the  indul- 
gence  of  my   hon.    Friend.     I  hope    he 
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will  permit  me  to  complete  my  poor 
argument  in  my  own  way,  because  it  is 
a  subject  on  which  I  neither  wish  to 
make  jokes  or  to  administer  rebukes. 
We  owe  something  to  the  Labour 
Statistical  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  for  the  information  given  by  it ;  and 
I  hope  that  in  future  all  Returns  will  give 
the  number  of  hours  worked  in  different 
trades  in  this  as  compared  with  other 
countries.  The  hon.  Member  did  not 
say  whether  the  men  whose  hours  were 
restricted  to  48  were  to  receive  only  48 
hours'  wages,  nor  did  he  explain  how  the 
margin  of  profit  would  enable  anything  else 
to  be  done,  especially  as  in  the  textile  trades 
there  is  said  to  be  no  sufficient  margin  to 
bear  this  increase.  The  hon.  Member  who 
seconded  the  Amendment  suggested  that 
we  should  negotiate  with  other  countries 
to  keep  ourselves  in  the  same  position  of 
advantage  as  that  in  which  we  now  are. 
This  show  a  confidence  in  the  generosity 
of  other  nations  which  we  have  not 
always  shown  to  them.  Do  you  think 
that  the  men  will  consent  to  have  their 
pay  reduced  ?  The  case  of  the  Mover  of 
the  Amendment  is  that  the  working 
men  are  so  badly  paid  now  that  life  is 
unendurable.  Are  you  going  to  take 
an  eighth  or  a  sixth  off  their  wages  so 
as  to  make  their  life  still  less  endurable  ? 
The  hon.  Member  said  that  there  was, 
or  ought  to  be,  a  margin,  and  that  if  not 
it  did  not  concern  him,  even  though  the 
manufacturers  were  driven  away.  But  if 
the  manufacturers  go  the  manufactmres 
go  to.  It  is  a  question  of  giving  enough 
employment  to  a  population  which, 
crowded  in  big  centres,  sometimes 
becomes  unmanageable  when  misled  by 
thoughtless  enthusiasts,  who  tell  them 
that  the  Government  should  find  them 
food  and  clothes.  I  do  not  know  that  it 
would  be  at  all  needful  to  address  the 
House  at  any  length  on  this  subject, 
because  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment 
has  been  demolished  by  his  Seconder, 
were  it  not  that  I  have  some  suspicion 
there  are  statesmen  who  look  with 
favour  on  the  hon.  Member's  proposal. 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord  R.  Churchill)  is 
entitled  to  rank  among  the  statesmen  of 
this  country,  and  he  is  looking  with  a 
sympathetic  eye,  and  perhaps  with  some 
slight  favour,  on  the  movement.  In 
Germany  the  looking  at  the  question 
with  some  slight  favour  has  led  to  playing 


with iton the  one  hand,and  repressing  the 
movement  on  the  other.  The  poor 
wages,  the  long  hours  and  the  terrific 
burdens  of  the  great  populations  of 
Europe,  seem  to  me  to  be  due 
more  than  anything  else  to 
the  pressure  upon  them  of  ex- 
aggerated armaments,  which  diminish 
the  purchasing  power  of  the  wages 
earned  by  the  working  men,  and  take 
away  a  large  number  of  men  from  the 
circle  of  producers,  making  them  only 
consumers.  One  of  the  best  courses  we 
could  adopt,  if  it  were  possible — which  I 
am  afraid  not — would  be  to  preach  to  the 
nations  of  Europe  not  to  have  their  peace 
establishments  higher  than  their  war 
establishments  used  to  be.  It  is  said 
that  in  Great  Britain  there  is  a  demand 
among  working  men  for  the  restriction  of 
the  hours  of  labour  by  law.  I  deny  it.  I 
do  not  deny  that  there  is  some  demand  ; 
there  are  demands  for  everything.  I 
deny,  however,  that  there  is  a  general 
demand.  I  regret  that  the  hon.  Member 
who  moved  the  Amendment  has  alleged 
that  there  has  been  skilful  manipulation 
of  figures  at  the  Dundee  Conference.  The 
hon.  Member  is  well  aware  that  out  of 
more  than  300  Trades  Unions  making  re- 
turns to  the  Registrar — and  there  are 
some  that  are  not  registered — only  a  very 
small  minority  took  any  pains  to 
vote  at  all,  showing  that  the  bulk 
of  them  were  indifferent  to  the  expres- 
sion of  any  opinion  upon  the  subject. 
Although  Circulars  were  sent  out  to 
every  Trade  Union,  only  a  very  few 
replied;  certainly  250  did  not  reply.  I 
think  that  in  fairness  this  should  have 
been  stated  to  the  House.  My  own 
means  of  judging  the  opinion  of  working 
men  has  not  been  limited  to  conversa- 
tions with  my  constituents  after  speeches 
on  the  Irish  Question.  I  hear  the  hon. 
Member  say  that  he  did  not  specify  me  ; 
but  certainly  there  were  certain  allusions 
to  factious  opposition  on  the  part  of  the 
junior  Member  for  Northampton.  I 
know  they  were  kindly  meant,  or  not 
meant  at  all.  Well,  both  internationally 
and  nationally  for  the  last  25  years  of 
my  life,  outside  the  Trades  Unions — for 
having,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  never  learnt 
a  trade,  I  never  had  the  right  to 
belong  to  any  Trade  Union — I  have 
mixed  in  these  questions  at  least  as 
much  as  any  living  man  in  this  country ; 
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and  I  say  that,  even  if  the  Trades  Unions 
were  unanimous  on  this  subject,  which 
they  are  not,  you  must  remember  that 
the  bulk  of  the  labourers,  skilled  and  un- 
skilled— I  am  sorry  for  it — do  not  be- 
long to  any  Union.  Although  I  cannot 
speak  in  the  same  familiar  way  as  the 
hon.  Member  of  the  leaders  of  popular 
movements  abroad,  I  have  come  across  a 
good  many  of  them,  and  amongst  them 
M.  Yves  Guyot,  the  French  Minister 
of  Public  Works,  and  he  has  given  me 
an  entirely  different  view  from  that 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member  of  the 
feeling  in  France  on  this  question.  I 
would  ask  the  House  to  judge  of  the 
accuracy  of  the  hon.  Member's  state- 
ments by  one  little  instance.  He  told 
us  that  last  year  there  were  in  Paris 
two  Congresses  on  trade  matters,  but  that 
they  were  practically  one.  Well,  that 
is  practically  just  what  they  were  not. 
They  were  practically  two.  They  would 
not  work  together,  or  do  anything  to- 
gether.    They  both  voted,  for  what  ? 

*Mr.  graham  :  For  an  eight  hours 
day. 

*Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  For  an  eight 
hours  day  for  everyone  ?  Well,  that 
would  put  an  end  at  once  to  the 
textile  industries  of  this  country. 
It  would  close  at  once  some  of  our  best 
foundries;  it  would  close  the  bulk  of 
those  great  works  that  have  placed 
England  in  advance  amongst  the  work- 
shops of  the  world.  It  is  not  friendli- 
ness to  the  poor  man  to  propose  what 
you  are  proposing.  His  wickedest 
enemy  could  not  do  worse,  for  you  are 
proposing  to  render  impossible  the 
industries  in  which  many  men  gain 
their  livelihood.  Nor  is  it  true  that  the 
working  man's  lot  is  unendurable,  or  is 
becoming  more  unendurable.  There  is 
distress,  too  much  distress ;  long  hours, 
too  many  long  hours ;  but  the  hours  are 
far  shorter  than  they  were  when  I  was  a 
lad — far  shorter  than  they  were  when  I 
commenced  to  be  active  amongst  the 
people.  The  people's  homes  are  better 
in  the  majority  of  instances.  It  is 
perfectly  true — and  I  admit  the  great 
difficulty  surrounding  the  fact — that  in  a 
huge  collection  of  population  such  as 
you  have  in  London  you  get  extremes  of 
poverty  and  misery  that  are  appalling. 
But  your  eight  hours  will  not  touch  that. 
It  has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  it. 
Mr.  Bradlaugh 


You  talk  of  hypothetical  revolutidh,  and 
you  tell  us  accurately  enough  that  in  the 
Marxist  Party,  to  which  you  belong,  this 
Eight  Hours  Question  is  one  of  the  first 
planks.  One  of  the  features  of  the 
Marxist  policy  approved  by  the  hon. 
Mover  was  the  destruction  of  the 
bourgiosie.  But  these  are  vain  words,  or 
wicked  words,  if  they  are  words  which 
really  mean  that  you  can  destroy  one 
class  in  the  interest  of  another  in  any 
civilised  community  at  all,  much  less  that 
you  can  do  it  here.  I  know  more  both  of 
the  workmen  and  their  employers  than 
the  hon.  Member.  It  has  been  my  good 
fortune  to  hear  many  men  of  different 
trades  speak  well  of  their  employers,  and 
to  hear  them  speak  sympathetically  of 
the  difficulty  in  trade  crises  of  carrying 
on  large  industries  in  which  lai^ 
amounts  of  capital  are  sunk.  It  is  per- 
fectly true  that  by  some  happy  accident, 
or  by  some  skilful  enterprise,  an  em- 
ployer occasionally  amasses  an  enormous 
fortune ;  but  that  is  the  exception  and 
not  the  rule,  and  many  an  owner  of  mills, 
or  an  employer  who  is  engaged  in  some 
other  great  branch  of  manufacture,  has  to 
watch  with  the  greatest  care  the  narrow 
margin  which  enables  him  to  conduct 
his  business.  If  Parliament  were  to 
sanction  such  a  proposal  as  this,  it  would 
mean  that  we  can  regulate  the  conditions 
of  labour,  and  regulate  them  better  than 
they  can  be  regulated  between  employer 
and  employed.  I  understand  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Atherley- 
Jones)  to  suggest  that  whatever  in  com- 
bination the  men  may  be  able  to 
effect  between  themselves  it  is  open  to 
Parliament  to  secure  by  process  of  law. 
My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  is  a  good 
lawyer,  but  he  is  a  bad  legislator  if  that 
is  his  view.  It  has  been  urged  that 
sanction  of  this  kind  given  by  Parlia- 
ment helps  to  form  public  opinion.  It  is 
no  part  of  the  duty  of  Parliament  to  form 
public  opinion  on  this  question.  It  is 
the  duty  of  Parliament  to  legislate 
for  the  prevention  of  crime,  to  prevent 
frauds  of  all  kinds,  to  protect  the  weak, 
where  they  needed  protection,  against 
injury  from  the  strong.  It  is  the  duty 
of  Parliament  to  legislate  where  the 
conditions  are  such  as  to  endanger  life  or 
limb.  It  is  not  the  duty  of  Parliament 
to  interfere  between  employer  and 
employed  in   the  conduct  of  their   own 
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business.  Neither  is  it  true  that  this 
proposal  involves  an  international  ques- 
tion capable  of  decision  by  an  international 
law.  The  standard  of  comfort  differs  in 
various  countries  ;  the  wages  are  not  the 
same,  and  values  are  not  the  same.  I 
am  in  favour  of  shorter  hours  of  labour ; 
but  I  do  not  believe  that  any  Statute 
Parliament  can  pass  will  have  the  effect 
of  shortening  those  hours.  The  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Cuninghame  Graham)  re- 
ferred to  the  Returns  relating  to  this  sub- 
ject in  America;  but  he  did  not  quote  from 
it,  and  very  wisely  so,  because  he  would 
have  had  to  quote  exactly  the  opposite  to 
what  he  told  the  House,  and  the  test  is 
easy,  the  Return  is  on  the  Table.  In  the 
Library  there  is  that  magnificent  volume 
on  Work  and  Wa^ges,  which  forms  part  of 
the  last  Census  Return  of  the  United 
States  of  America ;  and  in  the  Reports  of 
the  Commissioners  of  Labour  published 
by  the  most  advanced  and  most  settled 
States,  there  is  evidence,  over  and  over 
again,  from  the  men  themselves  that  the 
law  has  failed  to  shorten  their  hours 
of  labour  that  combination  has  done  it. 
In  one  case — in  the  Federal  Law — and  in 
several  of  the  State  laws  there  has  been 
an  enactment  that  men  should  only  work 
for  a  certain  number  of  hours  a  day. 
The  men  themselves  have  rebelled 
against  that  because  it  shortens  their 
wage  by  one-fifth  per  day,  and  they 
absolutely  made  arrangements  to  break 
the  laws  by  making  enactments  for  hour 
labour  instead  of  day  labour.  They 
engaged  to  work  for  periods  of  hours  at 
so  much  per  hour,  with  special  stipula- 
tions to  evade  the  law  which  it  is  said 
they  are  so  anxious  for.  I  do  not  think 
the  hon.  Member  dealt  quite  fairly  with 
the  House.  He  talked  about  eight  and 
eight  and  a  half  and  nine  and  nine  and 
a  half  hours  of  labour  in  European 
countries.  He  surely  must  know,  if  he 
ha3  taken  the  pains  to  read  the  Return 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  to  which  I 
have  referred,  that  there  is  no  country  in 
Europe  in  which  the  average  hours  of 
labour  are  as  short  as  those  he  has  quoted. 
He  must  know  that  even  if  there  are 
compulsory  laws,  as  there  are  in  one  or 
two  countries,  those  laws  are  evaded  with 
the  connivance  of  the  working  men.  This 
pF(^)osalwill,in  my  opinion,  have  amost  de- 
xnoralisingeffect  upon  the  labouring  classes. 
Let  the  working  men  encourage  a  spirit 


of  self-reliance,  and  settle  their  hours  of 
labour  for  themselves.  Parliament  can- 
not make  backbones  for  men  who  have 
not  got  them,  and  to  legislate  for  the 
weakest  and  most  helpless  would  dis- 
courage the  strongest  and  most  vigorous 
in  the  continuance  of  their  efforts  they 
have  hitherto  made,  and  which  have 
advanced  this  country  before  the  other 
nations  of  the  world.  What  is  the  real 
object  of  these  plans  for  the  restriction 
of  the  hours  of  adult  labour  ?  Restriction 
of  output.  Whatdoes  that  mean  ?  Itmeans 
that  we  shall  stimulate  foreign  en- 
deavour in  every  case  where  foreign 
nations  have  access  to  raw  material 
— ^and  I  know  no  case  in  which  we  have 
a  monopoly  of  it — we  shall  stimu- 
late them  to  drive  us  out  of 
every  foreign  market  in  the  world. 
If  that  is  what  the  hon.  Member  is  con- 
tending for  it  may  be  one  of  the  weapons 
of  the  Marxist  Party  of  social  revolution ; 
but  even  if  I  am  to  be  denounced  as 
factious  and  to  be  told  that  the  whole  of  my 
constituents  will  vote  against  me,  which 
I  do  not  believe,  I  will  vote  for  what  I 
believe  to  be  the  benefit  of  the  people 
and  I  will  not  allow  any  illusionary  will 
o'-the-wisp  to  be  danced  before  their 
eyes,  which  will  only  lead  them  in  a 
quagmire  from  which  the  Marxist  Party 
would  not  rescue  them.  I  was 
astounded  at  one  phrase  that  fell  from 
the  Mover  of  the  Amendment.  I  under 
stood  him  to  say  that  on  purely 
economical  grounds  the  workmen  have 
been  agitating  in  their  Trades  Unions  and 
their  clubs.  I  have  heard  that  some  of 
the  advocates  of  an  Eight  Hours  Bill  are 
rather  hard  on  those  who  stand  on 
economical  grounds.  I  am  inclined  to 
traverse  the  hon.  Gentleman's  suggestion. 
I  do  not  mean  to  say  the  hon. 
Member  has  been  purposely  incorrect, 
but  I  think  he  has  been  most  unfor- 
tunate in  misunderstanding  the  expres- 
sions of  opinions  of  those  he  comes  in 
contact  with.  It  is  true  there  is  a  Party 
which  had  its  origin  in  Germany  and 
which  was  driven  to  this  country  by  the 
brutal  coercion  of  some  of  its  mem- 
bers some  30  or  40  years  ago. 
It  is  true  that  that  Party  of  social 
revolutionists  existe;  but  I  do  not  believe 
that  its  methods  have  taken  deep  root  in 
the  hearte  of  our  people.  It  is  perfectly 
true  that  if  you  go  to  men  and  say — 
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"  Would  you  like  the  Ss.  you  receive 
now  to  be  paid  for  working  half  the 
time,"  you  would  get  a  vote  "  Yes";  and 
one  of  the  advanced  members  of  the 
Marxist  Party,  in  a  book  sent  to  me  this 
week  for  review,  says  that  the  hours  of 
labour  are  to  be  reduced  to  a  minimum 
of  two  and  a  maximum  of  five.  Let  the 
working  men  in  their  organisations,  with- 
out ourhelp,  settle  for  themselves  what  they 
want.  Our  duty  as  legislators  is,  when 
they  are  unfairly  treated,  to  speak  for 
them  here  ;  when  we  find  them  cheated, 
to  bring  in  laws  for  their  protection; 
when  we  find  their  lives  endangered,  to 
legislate  if  we  can  to  diminish  the  danger, 
although  we  can  do  veiy  little  in  that 
way,  and  we  should  do  very  much  more 
if  we  can  to  make  them  more  sensible  of 
the  danger  they  run,  and  more  impressed 
with  the  necessity  of  combining  to  pro- 
tect themselves  from  the  consequences  of 
danger.  It  is  certainly  no  part  of  our 
duty  to  regulate  the  conditions  of  labour. 
The  Mover  of  the  Amendment  said  this 
is  no  Party  question.  I  hope  it  will  not 
be.  Social  questions  will  grow  fast 
enough  in  this  country  without  their 
biing  made  the  battledore  and  shuttlecock 
of  personal  ambitions  and  Party  exigencies. 
I  appeal  to  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  House — do  not  give  any  hesitating 
vote,  and  do  not,  for  fear  of  offending 
somebody  at  the  moment,  vote  in  favour 
of  this  Amendment  unless  you  are  pre- 
pared to  go  much  further  still,  and  put 
the  clock  of  England  back  to  the  time 
when  this  Parliament  or  its  predecessor 
did  regulate  the  hours  of  labour,  as  Avas 
thought  in  the  interest  of  employers, 
and  failed,  masters  and  men  combiuing 
against  it.  If  the  feeling  of  the  work- 
ing classes  is  in  favour  of  short  hours, 
we  shall  have  them  ;  if  the  feeling  is 
hostile  to  such,  your  laws  ought  not  to  go 
against  that  feeling.  If  you  are  going 
to  shorten  the  hours  of  labour  and  restrict 
production,  where  will  you  find  the  new 
wealth  that  is  to  keep  the  ever-increasing 
millions  of  this  country  ?  I  can  under- 
stand those  in  favour  of  Revolution  voting 
in  favour  of  this  Amendment,  but  I, 
always  in  favour  of  Reform  and  against 
Revolution,  will  give  my  vote  in  the 
Lobby  against  it. 

*(11.2.)      Mr.   BEAUFOY  (Lambeth, 

Kennington) :  I  shall  not  for  a  moment 
Mr.  Bradlaugh 


attempt  to  follow  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  through  his  very  elabo- 
rate arguments,  but  perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  say  a  very  few  words 
from  the  point  of  view  of  prac- 
tical experience  which,  from  an  Assembly 
of  practical  men,  may  claim  attention.  I 
disclaim  the  character  of  a  thoughtless 
enthusiast,  but  I  have  given  careful  con- 
sideration to  this  subject  upon  which  we 
are  engaged,  and,  having  put  my  opinion 
into  practical  operation  and  in  ()osition, 
to  give  some  sort  of  judgment  as  to  the 
result.  First,  we  are  told  there  is  no 
general  desire  on  the  part  of  workmen 
throughout  England  for  any  restriction 
of  the  hours  of  labour.  To  this  I  can 
say  that  I  represent  a  constituency  which 

• 

Includes  a  large  number  of  gas  workers, 
railway  employh  and  others  with  whom 
I  am  in  constant  communication,  and  I 
find  there  is  a  most  anxious  desire  among 
those  two  classes  I  have  mentioned  that 
there  should  be  a  limitation  of  the  hours 
of  labour  to  eight  hours  a  day.  Then  we 
are  told  that  the  result  of  such  limitation 
would  b3  a  great  decrease  in  the  output 
of  manufactures.  Of  course,  I  should  be 
unwilling  to  say  this  might  not  be  the 
case  in  some  trades,  but  I  may  venture 
to  give  the  practical  result  within  my 
personal  knowledge.  For  six  months 
the  hours  of  labour  of  my  employes  have 
been  reduced  from  nine  and  three, 
quarter  hours  to  eight  hours,  and  the  re- 
sult, in  this  instance,  has  been  to  secure  a 
larger  output  than  before  and  to  reduce 
the  overtime  by  75  per  cent.  I  may 
safely  say,  in  a  general  way,  that  the  out- 
put has  not  been  diminished,  but  has 
rather  increased.  I  cannot  say  if  this 
would  hold  good  of  all  trades,  but  there 
is  the  result  of  my  experience.  We  are 
told  that  it  is  no  part  of  the  duty  of  Parlia- 
ment to  stand  between  masters  and  men, 
and  how  far  that  may  be  so  I  am  not 
prepared  to  say;  but  inasmuch  as  this 
Amendment    only    raises   the   question 
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whether  it  is  possible  and  desirable  to 
consider  the  hours  of  labour,  it  would  be 
most  unwise  for  Government  to  refuse 
such  a  discussion.  Many  workingmen  must 
be  dissatisfied  with  the  present  condition 
of  things  in  England ;  on  the  one  hand, 
we  have  hours  of  unusual  length  and 
low  pay,  and  on  the  other  hand,  we  have 
no  work  at  all,  and  the  only  resource 
left — the  workhouse.  From  the  work- 
men's point  of  view  this  is  a  matter  of 
the  greatest  importance,  and  it  would  ill 
become  the  friends  of  labour  to  set 
themselves  against  a  full  and  fair  dis- 
cussion. 

(11.7.)  Mr.  PHTLIPPS  (Lanark, 
Mid):  I  was  rather  sorry  to  hear  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
West  Lanark  (Mr.  Graham),  for  while  I 
agree  with  his  Amendment  I  am  in  the 
unfortunate  position  of  being  unable  to 
agree  with  his  speech  in  support  of  it. 
The  Amendment  is  in  favour  of  the 
Government  taking  part  in  the  Labour 
Conferences  at  Berne  and  Berlin — the 
speech  was  in  favour  of  a  general  Eight 
Hours  Bill.  Now,  what  inclines  me  to 
vote  for  the  Amendment  is  this  :  A  Com- 
mittee has  taken  a  vast  amount  of 
evidence  in  regard  to  the  Sweating  Sys- 
tem, and  that  evidence  tends  to  show 
that  there  are  trades  in  this  country  in 
which  work  is  carried  on  for  terribly 
long  hours.  A  large  number  of 
persons  in  London  work  not  for  10 
or  12  hours,  but  for  16  and  20 
hours  out  of  the  24.  We  have  not  yet 
had  the  Report  of  that  Committee  on  the 
Sweating  System,  and  it  is  probable 
or  possible  that  when  we  do  get  it,  it  will 
contain  some  recommendation  for  shorten- 
ing hours  of  labour.  But  if  this  Com- 
mittee appointed  by  the  present  Govern- 
ment should  make  such  a  proposal,  and 
if  the  Government  reject  the  proposition 
now  made,  their  hands  will  be  tied  and 
they  will  be  unable  to  give  any  efEect  to 
the  recommendation  in  the  Report  of  the 
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Sweating  Committee.  Taken  in  con- 
nection with  the  possible  recommendation 
of  this  Committee,  it  seems  to  me  the 
proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend  is  an 
eminently  practicable  one.  It  is  a 
proposal  that  we  shall  try  to  find  out  if 
foreign  workmen  will  agree  with  our 
workmen  to  limit  the  hours  of  labour. 
The  result  of  such  a  Conference  may  be 
attended  with  the  greatest  possible 
benefit  for  the  working  classes,  although 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh),  who,  I  am  sorry  to  see  has 
jeft  his  place  after  delivering  his  speech, 
says  of  the  proposal  that  from  the 
wickedest  enemy  of  the  working  classes 
no  proposal  could  be  worse.  That  is 
what  the  hon.  Member  says  of  a  proposal 
that  the  working  men  of  this  country 
should  have  the  opportunity  of  knowing 
if  foreign  workmen  will  co-operate  for 
limiting  the  hours  of  labour.  The 
hon.  Member  made  another  astonishing 

statement.  He  said,  as  regards  labour* 
the  only  duty  of  Government  was  to 
protect  the  lives  and  limbs  of  the  workers. 
I  should  have  thought  the  duty  of  the 
State  went  a  little  further  than  that,  and 
included  protection  for  the  health  of 
labourers.  But  the  hon.  Member  in  his 
desire,  I  suppose,  to  get  cheers  from  the 
other  side,  which  he  is  always  doing  now — 
I  am  glad  to  see  him  return  to  his  place 
— says  the  only  duty  of  the  State  is  to 
protect  the  life  and  limbs  of  the  labourer. 
Would  he  not  include  protection  to 
health? 

♦Mb.  bradlaugh  :    Certainly,  from 
diseases  that  may  be  serious. 

Mb.  PHILIPPS:  I  am  glad  to  get 
that  extension  of  the  definition.  Further, 
the  hon.  Member  says,  "  You  cannot 
supply  backbone  by  law  to  the.  weaker 
members  of  the  community."  Can't  you  ? 
I  think  the  hon.  Member  supported  the 
Ballot  Act,  which  was  to  supply  backbone 
to  those  who  needed  it,  and  nothing  else. 
If  the  hon.  Member  is  consistent  in  his 
desire  to  get  cheers  from  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite   he   should  move  to  repeal   the 
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Ballot  Act  and  similar  legislation.  Then 
the  hon.  Member  said  that  if  we  reduce 
the  hours  of  labour  we  stimulate  foreign 
competition.      Yes,   but  that    was    un- 
worthy of  the  hon.  Member,  for  he  begs 
the  whole  question.    We  are  debating  an 
Amendment  which  embodies  thb   pro- 
posal that  we  shall  try  and  find  out,  if 
we  reduce  hours  of  labour  here  in  Eng- 
land, whether  foreign  manufacturers  and 
workmen  would  co-operate  with  us,  and, 
by   international  agreement,   make  this 
reduction  of  hours  general   throughout 
Europe.     That  is  in  itself  an  important 
thing  upon  which  to  be  satisfied,  and  it 
is  a  matter  not  disposed  of  by  a  few 
words  from  the  hon.  Member  behind  me. 
The  hon.   Member  endeavours  success- 
fully to  get  cheers  from  the  other  side 
of  the  House  ;  but  in  spite  of  anything 
he  has  said,  there  are  many  Members 
who  will  support  this  very  moderate  pro- 
position, a  proposition   which   commits 
nobody  to  anything,  and  which  is,  there- 
fore, in  our  present  state  of  information 
a   very   excellent   proposition.     It   is  a 
proposition  to  find  out  if  there  is  any 
truth  in  the  statement  that  if  British 
workmen  reduce  their  hours  J  of  labour 
foreign  workmen  will  take  advantage  of 
that   to   take    the   bread   out    of    their 
mouths.     I  do  not  believe  that  foreign 
workmen   Avill   do   anything  so    stupid. 
Generally   speaking,    they   work  longer 
than  our  people  do ;  and  I  believe  if  we 
reduced    our    hours    foreigners    would 
reduce  theirs  in  proportion,  still  keeping 
the   relative   distance.     At    all    events, 
there  are  doubts  about  the]^matter  which 
this  proposal  is  intended  to  solve,  and  I 
hope  the  Government  may  be  able  to  tel^ 
us    that    they   propose    to    accept  the 
invitations    sent  out  from   Berlin   and 
Berne. 

♦(11.15.)    Mr.  S.  SMITH  (Flintshire)  : 
I  will  only  intervene  for  a  few  moments, 
and  that  in  reference  only  to  one  particu- 
lar industry — the  cotton  trade   of  Lanca- 
Mr.  FhUipps 


shire.     Several  speakers  have  referred 
to  the  efEect   of  shorter  hours  on  this 
great  industry.      I  have  been  connected 
with  the  trade  all  my  life,  and  have  taken 
considerable  pains  to  discover  the  length 
of  the  hours  of  labour  in  the  different 
countries  engaged   in  this  industry.     I 
would  call  attention  to  one  matter  whieh 
has  not  been  touched  upon  in  the  discus- 
sion to-night,  and  that  is  the  growing 
competition  this  trade  has  to  qieet  from 
Asiatic  labour.     The  trade  of  LancaBhire 
has  suffered  immensely  in  the  last  10  or 
15  years  from  the  growing  competition  of 
the  cotton  factories  of  India.    A  large  busi- 
ness has  been  wrested  from  us,  and  thero 
have  been  occasions  when  both  employer 
and  employed  have  sufEered  loss  and  dis- 
tress through    this  cause.     The   House 
will  realise  the  naturo  of  the  competition 
when   I   mention  that  while  the  Indian 
mills  work  80  hours  a  week — and  I  may 
call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton   (Mr.   Bradlaugh)   to   this 
fact— it    supports  the   argument  in   his 
speech,  to  which  I   listened  with  much 
interest — at    the    present   moment    the 
Indian  factories. work  80  hours  a  week, 
while  in  Lancashire  we  are  restricted  to 
56  J  hours.     One  result  of  this  is  that  the 
Indian  cotton  trade  has  been  growing  by 
leaps   and  bounds,   while  our  trade  has 
been     stationary    in     comparison.       In 
the     last     20    years    the    consumption 
of  cotton  in  the  factories   of   India  has 
increased    1,000    per   cent.,   whUe   the 
increase   in   England  has   been  25  per 
cent.      During    the    same    period    the 
increase  in  the  Continental  factories  of 
Europe  has  been  120  per  cent.,  and  in 
America   130   per  cent.      Further,  not 
only   are  the  hours  of  labour  so  much 
longer  in  India,  but  the  rate  of  wages 
is  just  a  quarter  of  the  rate  in  Lancashiro. 
Cotton   mills   in  India  have,  in   several 
instances,  paid  dividends   of   30   and  40 
per  cent.,    while   the   average   rate   of 
profit  in  Lancashire  in  the  last  few  years 
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has   not  been   more   than  3   per   cent.  |  beliere,  on  the    whole,    the    scheme   is 

We  have  in  the  town  of  Oldham  90  co- 
operative concerns;   their  accounts  aie 

published   and  open   to    public    inspec- 
tion, and  the  works  are  largely  owned  by 

members  of  the  working  classes,  and  I 

can  say,  after  having  studied  the  accounts 

with   some   care,  that  if  you  take  the 

figures   for   five   years   back,   and  take 

profit  and  loss  together,  you  will   find 

that  these  concerns  have  not  paid,  on  an 

average,   more   than   3  per  cent.  Now 

I  ask  the  House,  would  it  be  possible  to 
put  any  additional  burden  on   a  trade 
already  so  heavily  handicapped  1  Remem- 
ber, the  hours  of  labour  «,re  also  longer 
in  Germany,  France,   Switzerland,   and 
even   in    America.       I    went    through 
Central   Europe   two   years  ago,   and  I 
inquired  specially  in   all  the   principal 
towns  as   to   the   hours   of    labour    in 
factories,     and     I     found    that,     as    a 
rule,    those    hours     were    from    15    to 
20    per    cent,    longer   than   the    hours 
in  England — while  wages  was  20  to  30 
per   cent.    less.     The  great  difficuliy  in 
compulsorily  shortening   the    hours    of 
labour  would  be  that  you   would  cripple 
our  foreign  trade.      If  we  did  not  de- 
pend upon  our  foreign  trade,  you  might 
make  a  good  many  experiments,  perhaps 

withoutvery  much  risk;  butwe  have  a  total 
import  and  export  trade  of  2,700  milhons 
sterling ;  the  life  of  our  people,  in  fact, 

depends  upon  it,  and  we  cannot  afford  to 

make   such  experiments  with  it.     It  is 

carried  on  under  the  hottest  and  closest 

competition,  and  no  country competeswith 

us  more  severely  than  Germany.    I  have 

very  little  faith  in  any  International 
agreement  for  shortening  the  hours  of 
labour  being  carried  out.  No  agreement 
has  ever  been  carried  out  for  reducing 
the  armies  of  foreign  nations.  Mutual 
jealously  prevents  any  such  International 
agreement,  and  so  long  as  you  have 
Prance  and  Germany  filled  with  hostility 
to  each  other  you  cannot  expect  any 
arrangement  for  shortening  the  hours  of 
labour  being  honestly    carried  out     I 


illusory  and  impracticable,  but  I  hope 
and  believe  that  the  influence  of  public 
opinion  and  the  higher  moral  sense  of 
the  community  will  steadily  tend  to  a 
wholesome    reduction     of    the      hoars 
of    labour.     I    shall   rejoice   to  see  the 
hours  of  toil  lessened   and   the   toilers 
get  more  of  the  product  of  their  labour. 
Though  I  cannot   agree  with  the  hon. 
Member's  Motion  I  recognise  the  high 
motives  that  have  actuated  him  in  his 
endeavour  to  carry  out  a  principle  that 
is  a  credit  to  his  humanity. 

*(11.20.)   The  UNDER  SECRETARY 
OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
James  Febgusson,     Manchester,    N.E.)  : 
Considering  that  the  terms  of  the  Motion 
contemplate  particular  action  on  the  part 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  abroad,   it 
is  perhaps    desirable   that     some   state- 
ment  should   be  made  on  their  behalf. 
From  one  point  of  view  I  think  it  will  be 
conceded  that  this  discussion  will  not  be 
without  its  use.    I  would  be  the  last   to 
remark  unfavourably  on  the   differences 
of  opinion  which  have  been  expressed  on 
the  other  side  of    the    House,    as   the 
question  so  nearly  affects  the  welfare  of 
large  masses  of  the  community   in   this 
country,  and  is  one  to  which  the   atten- 
tion of  the  deepest  thinkers   has   been 
directed.    It  is,  therefore,  not  surprising 
that  men  equally  actuated  by  the   most 
benevolent  and  patriotic  motives  should 

take  different  views.  It  cannot  but  be 
useful  that  on  a  question  of  this  kind 
opinions  should  be  expressed  by  gentle- 
men who  have  deeply  studied  the  subject, 
and  who  have  given  materials  for  future 
thought  and  for  careful  consideration 
of  this  question  when  it  comes  before 
the  House  in  a  more  concrete  form.  It 
is  unfortunate  that  I  shall  be  obliged  to 
deal  very  restrictively  in  the  reply  which 
I  make  on  the  particular  form  of  the 
Amendment,  for  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  received  from  the  German 
and  Swiss  Governments  invitations  to 
Conferences  on  the  laws  affecting  labour, 
and  the  replies  to  those  messages  cannot 
be  communicated  to  Parliament  until 
they  have  been  received  by  the  Govern- 
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ments  to  which  they  are  addressed  and 
the  consent  of  those  Governments  has 
been  obtained  to  the  publication.  It 
is  in  no  narrow  or  technical  spirit  that 
snch  reserve  is  maintained.  It  must  be 
evident  that  in  negotiations  on  such 
momentous  questions  the  invitation  itself 
might  be  subject  to  modification  in  conse- 
quence of  views  expressed  by  other 
nations.  Tbe  premature  announce- 
ment of  the  intentions  of  one  Govern- 
ment might  thus  prejudice  the  interest 
at  stake,  and  consequently,  I  think  I  need 
not  offer  an  apology  for  reserving  a  state- 
ment as  to  the  intentions  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  until  a  fitting  time.  A  qut^s- 
tion  has  been  given  notice  of  for  to-morrow, 
and  then  I  hope  I  may  be  able  to  state  what 
reply  has  been  made  to  the  German 
Government.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  received  information  to-day 
that  the  Swiss  Government,  in  view  of 
the  proposals  of  the  German  Emperor, 
and  of  the  parallel  lines  on  which  their 
own  proposals  have  moved,  have  resolved 
for  the  present  to  abandon  the  intention  of 
holding  a  Conference  at  Berne.  But  as 
to  the  Conference  at  Berlin,  it  is  im- 
possible for  me  to  state  at  present  the 
purport  of  the  reply  made  to  the  invita- 
tion, and  I  cannot  but  think  that  in  these 
circumstances  the  House  will  not  press 
on  the  Government  an  Amendment  which 
would  fetter  their  liberty  of  action. 
This  I  can  say,  that  the  German  invita- 
tion has  l^en  replied  to  in  no  unsympa- 
thetic spirit.  The  questions  involved 
deeply  concern  the  welfare  of  our  own 
population,  as  well  as  the  populations  of 

other  countries,  and  the  invitation  has 

been     considered     by     Her     Majesty's 

Government  in  a  spirit  suitable  to  that 

in  which  it  has  been  tendered. 

(11.25.)  Lord  R.  CHURCHILL: 
Mr.  Speaker,  it  has  been  my  for. 
tune  to  listen  in  this  House  to  many 
statements  and  explanations  made 
by  Under  Secretaries  of  Stats  for 
Foreign  Affairs.  I  have  always  thought 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  unnecessary 
pomposity  and  secrecy  about  the  attitude 
which  the  Foreign  Office — no  matter 
which  Party  is  in  power — adopts  on  these 
occasions.  All  my  experiences,  however, 
which  have  been  varied  and  numerous, 


have  been  put  into  the  shade  by  the 
performance  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  now  represents  the  Foreign 
Office  in  this  House,  for  although  the 
debate  has  been  going  on  for  some  time, 
and  notice  was  given  of  the  Amendment 
more  than  10  days  ago,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  only  able  to  inform  the 
House  that  in  answer  to  a  question  which 
is  to  be  put  to  him  to-morrow  he  might 
be  able  to  say  what  reply  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  made  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  Berlin.  The  position  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  this.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  intimates  that  one  word 
said  to-night  indicating  the  tenour  of 
the  reply  which  Her  Majesty's  Grovern- 
ment  have  made  to  the  German  Grovern- 
ment  might  be  of  the  greatest  possible 
danger  to  the  question  at  stake,  but  he 
added  that  to-morrow  he  might  be  able 
to  reply  without  any  danger  accruing 
therefrom.  I  have  heard  many  Foreign 
Office  answers,  but  I  never  heard  one  to 
come  near  that.  Then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  further  and  said  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  received 
news  to  the  effect  that  the  Swiss  Govern- 
ment have  decided  to  abandon  their 
project  of  holding  a  conference  at  Berne. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  very 
candid,  but  that  information  wai>  an- 
nounced this  very  morning  in  every  news- 
paper. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  .went 
on  to  say  that  the  reply  to  the  Government 
of  Berlin  had  not  been  ansympathetic- 
I  really  do  not  quite  know  what  to  make  of 
that.  I  can  quite  understand  that  ne- 
gotiations with  Foreign  Powers,  or 
matters  which  might  at  any  moment 
cause  International  disputes,  ought  not 
to  be  prematurely  made  public.  But 
this  is  a  matter  of  a  totally  different 
character.  On  social  questions  of  this 
kind,  on  which  diplomatic  negotiations 
have  taken  place  before,  and  a  certain 
attitude  has  been  taken  up,  it  does  seem 
ridiculous  that  the  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  is  not  instructed  by  the 
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frankly  and  plainly  what  has  been  the  np- 
Bhot  of  the  invitation  which  has  been  sent 
by  the  Grovemment  of  Berlin.  Everyone 
must  think  that  there  is  not  the  slightest 
rhyme  or  reason  in  concealing  from  the 
Hoiis3  whether  the  Government  has 
adopted,  with  regard  to  the  Berlin  invi- 
tation, the  same  attitude  as  they  adopted 
with  reference  to  the  Conference  a^ 
Berne.  From  the  answer  of  the  Under 
Secretary,  I  suppose  there  has  been  a 
modification  in  the  terms  of  the  answer. 
I  thought  there  would  have  been,  and  I 
think  that  this  declaration  might  as  well 
be  made  in  this  debate  as  at  question 
time  in  the  House.  I  cannot,  of  course 
vote  for  the  Amendment,  as  it  is  an 
Amendment  to  the  Address.  I  regret 
the  practice  of  bringing  forward  on  the 
Address  Motions  which  have  no  legiti. 
mat3  connection  whatever  with  it,  but 
which  ought  to  take  their  chance  with 
private  Members'  Motions.  But,  as  the 
;subject  has  been  raised,  I  will  put  in  a 
plea   for  discussion   of  the   matter.     If 

• 

the  eight  hours  movement,  or  a  move- 
ment for  some  restriction  of  the  hours  of 
labour,  is  an  unsound  one,  notliing 
■could  demonstrate  its  unsoundness  better 
than  Parliamentary  discussion,  and  in  a 
great  manufacturing  country  like  thig 
for  thj  Government  to  say  they  will  not 
discuss  such  a  subject  appears  to  me  to 
be  the  most  foolish  and  most  short-sighted 
jittitude  they  could  take  up.  I  could 
understand  the  Government  sending  a 
delegate  to  a  foreign  country  and  in- 
structing him  to  argue  against  such  a 
proposal.  At  any  rate,  then,  by  taking  such 
A  cours3  full  information  on  the  subject 
would  be  at  the  disposal  of  Members  of 
Parliament  and  everyone  else.  The 
.speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northhampton  has  been  a  mixture 
of      banter,      rhetoric,     and     assertion 

The  b inter  was  not  first  class,  but  so  far 
as  the  hon.  Member  himself  is  concerned 
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it  was  effective.  The  rhetoric,  too,  was 
not  first  class,  and  the  assertions  were 
very  loud  and  strong,  and  more  or  less 
appealed  to  the  emotions.  The  speech 
called  forth  loud  manifestations  of  feeling 
on  the  Government  side  of  the  House. 
In  fact,  while  the  hon.  Member  was 
speaking,  and  as  I  took  the  part  of  a. 
philosophic  observer,  thi  interesting 
problem  passed  through  my  mind — which 
would  be  the  first  Member  of  the  House 
to  take  his  seat  o^  the  Treasury  Bench, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  or  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham. The  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton said  that  the  Government  had  no 
right  to  take  part  in  any  foreign  Con- 
ference on  social  questions  unless  they 
w^re  prepared  to  legislate  upon  those 
questions.  That  seems  to  me  a  most 
untenable  proposition.  If  they  will  not 
discuss  those  questions  in  a  Conference 
at  Berlin,  they  will  have  to  do  so  in  the 

House  of  Commons.  The  hon.  Member 
has  alluded  to  the  state  of  affairs  in 
America,  and  has  said  that  laws  regulating 
adult  labour  in  that  country  have  either 
been  evaded  or  been  futile,  but  the  fact 
that  such  laws  have  been  passed  proves^ 
at  least,  that  they  were  adopted  with 
popular  assent  and  approval.  Therefore 
to  take  up  the  dogmatic  position  that 
there  is  no  demand  is  both  childish  and 
unsound.  The  hon.  Member  has  care- 
fully omitted  all  reference  to  Australia, 
to  which  we  are  bound  by  nearer  and 
closer  ties  than  we  are  to  America, 
where  the  people  are  not  inferior  to  us 
in  ability,  resource,  education,  or  know- 
ledge, and  yet  where  the  eight  hours 
system  has  for  a  long  time  been  adopted. 
In  that  very  valuable  work  by  Sir  C. 
Dilke,  Greater  Britain,  this  passage 
occurs  : — 

**  In  the  Australian  Colonies  the  eight  hoars 
day  prevails  and  is  all  but  universal,  as  in  the 
towns  of  South  Africa  the  nine  hours  day  is  as 
far  as  European  labour  is  concerned.  .  .  .  The 
eight  hours  day  of  labour  has  the  full  appro- 
bation of  the  whole  commuoity." 

It  may  be  said,  perhaps,  that  the  eight 
hours  day  has  been  obtained  by  custom  and 
2  T 


1123 


Addr6§8  in 


{COMMONS  ^ 


Answer  to  Her 


1124 


not  by  law,  but  a  further  passage  from  the    ployed  for  the  regulation  of  adult  labour. 


same  book  shows  that  in  the  Australian 
Colonies  it  is  customary  to  insert  in  public 
Bills  dealing  with  work  carried  out  by 
Government  a  provision  relating  to  the 
hours  of  labour,  and  that  in  some  private 
Bills  clauses  fixing  the  day's  work  at 
eight  hours  have  been  inserted.  Sir  C. 
Dilke  said  with  reference  to  the  result 
of  this  eight  hours  system  : — 

**  In  Australia  the  effect  of  the  eight  hours 
and  at  the  Cape  of  the  nine  hours  day  if  socially 
conBenrative— that  is  to  say,  the  comfort  con. 
ferred  by  it  on*  the  working  classes  prevents 
agitation  and  revolutionary  tendencies." 


This  was  written  by  a  student  of  modem 
history  and  society  who  did  not  attempt 
to  excite  public  opinion  for  any  object  of 
his  own,  but  wrote  to  demonstrate  fects 
and  facts  alone.  These  references  were 
worth  infinitely  more  than  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lanarkshire  and 
the  fervid  rhetoric  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton. 

•Mb.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM :  I 
should  like  to  inform  the  noble  Lord  that 
in  my  humble  way  I  have  already  quoted 
the  passages  which  he  has  read  to  the 
House. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :  I  am  glad  to 

hear  it,  because  a  twice  told  tale  is  more 
likely  to  impress  than  a  once  told  tale. 

Now,  I  will  refer  to  the  extraordinary 
position  taken  up  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton.  The  hon.  Member 
says  it  is  not  the  duty  of  Parliament  to 
form  public  opinion.  How  many  Mem- 
bers of  the  Radical  Party  will  support 
the  hon.  Member  in  that  assertion  ?  I 
have  always  thought  that  it  was  the 
proudest  boast  of  that  Party  that  the 
greatest  reforms  of  the  last  century  have 
all  been  owing  to  the  way  in  which  it  has  '  rely  on  my  own  recollection.  I.  listened 
formed  public  opinion  in  this  House.  I  with  concentrated  attention  to  every- 
shall  be  surprised  if  it  is  possible  to  thing  which  the  hon.  Member  said,  and  I 
find  one  Radical  Member  who  does  not  am  not  certain  that  labour  with  regard  to 
express  profound  disagreement  with  that  capital  is  not  occupying  the  relation  of 
opinion.  Then  the  hon.  Member  said  that  the  weaker  to  the  stronger.  We  have 
it  was  not  the  business  of  Parliament  to  heard  a  great  deal  about  the  narrow 
interfere  between  employer  and  em-  margin  of  profit  and  the  extreme  danger 
Lord  E.  Churchill 


Why,  for  the  last  quarter  of  a  century 
the  operation  of  the  laws  passed  in  this 
House  has  been  to  restrict,  modify,  and 
control  adult  labour  directly  and  in- 
directly. From  the  day  when  the  first 
Factory  Act  was  passed  Parliament  has 
been  regulating  the  hours  and  time  and 
operation  of  adult  labour.  [An  hon. 
Member  :  No.]  I  cannot  argue  with  the 
hon.  Member  who  dissents ;  I  can  only 
advise  him  to  enlarge  the  scope  of  his 
studies  and  not  to  intervene  rashly  in  the 
discussion  of  subjects  of  which  he  evi- 
dently has  an  imperfect  knowledge. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
said  that  it  was  the  duty  of  Parliament 
to  protect  the  weakest  against  'the 
strongest.  Have  I  quoted  the  hon. 
Member  correctly  ? 

*Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  No,  I  said  more 
than  that ;  I  stated  what  it  was  the  duty 
of  Parliament  to  protect  the  weakest 
against. 

♦Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL :  I 
put  down  the  words  at  the  time.  But  is 
the  hon.  Gentleman  prepared  to  assert 
positively  at  the  present  moment  that 
labour  is  stronger  than  capital  ? 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  made  no  such 
assertion  at  all.  I  will,  if  necessary,, 
repeat  what  I  did  say. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHHiL :  1  am  not 
perfectly  clear  that  the  hon.  Member  did 
not  say  that  capital  and  labour  did  not 
respectively  represent  the  strongest  and 
the  weakest. 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  I  am  sure  the 
noble  Lord  does  not  intend  to  mis- 
represent what  I  said.  Shall  I  repeat 
it? 

Lord  R.  CHURCHHjL:    I   prefer  ta 
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of  doing  anything  that  will  cut  down  for 
the  capitalist  the  margin  of  profit  on 
which  he  conducts  his  enterprise.  But 
I  have  not  been  able  to  detect  lately 
where  that  narrow  margin  exists.  The 
income-tax  and  revenue  Returns  certainly 
do  not  show  a  narrow  margin  of  profit  in 
trade,  and  we  must  also  bear  in  .mind  the 
enormous  number  of  limited  companies 
started  every  day,  and  such  matters  as 
the  dividends  of  railway  companies,  which 
are  now  very  largely  in  excess  of  those  of 
former  years.  Do  these  undertakings 
show  a  narrow  margin  of  profit?  This 
narrow  margin  of  profit  is  a  fine  assertion 
when  it  is  put  forward,  and  I  admit  that 
the  eight  hours  movement  is  a  cutting  of 
profits,  but  it  does  not  mean  a  lowering 
of  wages.  I  cannot,  however,  accept  the 
narrow  margin  of  profit  on  the  assertion 
of  the  hon.  Member  or  on  the  indignant 
assertions  of  the  hon.  Members  behind 
me.  In  these  social  questions  I  believe 
in  a  sympathetic  attitude.  The  hon. 
Member  did  not  allude  to  the  mass  of 
noiemployed  in  the  country,  and  yet  the 
mass  of  employed  to  unemployed  is  a 
feature  of  great  social  importance  not 
paralleled  abroad.  Do  not,  therefore, 
let  us  adopt  a  dogmatic  attitude  in  these 
social  questions,  but  let  us,  for  one  party 
as  well  as  for  the  other,  adopt  a 
sympathetic  attitude ;  let  us  examine  the 
demands  of  the  labouring  classes  and 
look  at  the  matter  from  their  point  of 
view,  and,  having  done  so,  if  we  are 
obliged  to  disagree  from  them,  let  hon. 
Members  endeavour  to  show  their  reasons 
for  doing  so  by  means  of  instructed  and 
enlightened  argument  and  by  a  total 
absence  of  anything  like  dogmatism. 

(11.52.)  The  FIEST  LORD  op  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  wish  to  make  an 
appeal  to  the  House  on  this  ques- 
tion. There  will  be  ample  opportunity 
during  the  course  of  the  Session  for  a 
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renewal  of  the  discussion  on  a  much 
wider  scale.  The  Government  a^e 
anxious,  but  are  unable,  to  take  part  in 
the  discussion  as  freely  as  they  would 
wish  to  to-night,  and  seeing  that  time  is 
now  so  important  to  the  interests  of  the 
country,  and  that  it  is  also  desirable,  in 
the  interests  of  the  working  classes,  that 
fuller  discussion  should  be  allowed  on 
this  matter,  I  do  trust  that  the  House 
will  agree  at  once  to  come  to  a  decision 
upon  this  Amendment,  and  enable  us  to* 
night  to  dispose  of  the  Address. 

♦(11.53.)  MB.CREMER,(Haggerston): 
I  do  not  propose  to  prolong  the  debate 
so  as  to  prevent  a  Division  being  taken, 
but  I  wish  just  to  say  a  few  words 
before  we  go  into  the  Lobbies,  to  explain 
the  reasons  why  some  hon.  Members 
on  this  side  of  the  House  intend  to 
vote  for  the  Amendment  of  my  hon- 
Friend.  I  wish  it  to  be  clearly  under- 
stood that  they  are  going  to  vote  for  it 
because  it  simply  proposes  that  an  in- 
quiry should  take  place,  and  that  by 
voting  for  the  Amendment  they  are  not 
necessarily  pledging  themselves  to  the 
principle  involved  in  the  Eight  Hours 
Bill.  I  regret  that  so  much  time  has 
been  taken  up  in  discussing  the  Eight 
Hours  Bill  rather  than  the  principle  in- 
volved in  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend;  I  hope  the  Government  will 
accede  to  the  principle  in  the  Amend- 
ment, because  while  I  have  verj-  lifctle 
faith  in  the  good  likely  to  result  from 
such  a  Conference,  it  shows  that  we  are 
getting  on  when  a  Monarch  of  a  first- 
class  power  steps  down  from  his  throne 
into  the  popular  arena  and  practically 
says  to  his  subjects  : — 

<(  I  admit  your  grievances,  and  I  am  prepared 
to  discusB  them  with  you ;  I  will  do  more, 
I  will  invite  other  Governments  to  assist 
me  in  the  discassion  of  your  grieviincea 
with  a  view,  if  poesihle,  of  mitigating  the  evils 
from  which  you  suffer,*' 

I  think  the  Government  ought  to  assent 
to  the  invitation  and  to  reject  the  advice 
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of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
South  Paddington,  by  aocepting  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Amendment.  The  noble  Lord 
m%de  some  extraordinary  assertions. 
He  said  that  the  Gk)yemment  of  this 
country  were  in  a  better  position  than 
any  other  Government  to  dispel  any 
illusions  on  the  question  of  shortening 
the  hours  of  labour,  and  then  he  wound  up 
with  the  extraordinary  declaration  that 
he  should  vote  against  the  Amendment 
of  my  hon.  Friend.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  position  taken  up  by  the  noble  Lord 
on  the  question  is  utterly  illogical,  and  I 
hope  that  the  Government  will  not  take  his 
advice,  but  will  accept  the  principle  ^in- 
bodied  in  the  Amendment.  I  admit  that 
personally  I  have  not  much  ^th  in  the 
inquiry  which  will  take  place  at  the 
Conference  because  of  the  quarter  from 
which  the  proposal  comes.  I  have  no 
particular  ^th  in  monarchs  or  in 
the     prescriptions     which     they,    from 

time  •  to  time,  propound  for  the 
social  and  economic  grievances  of  the 
mass  of  the  people.  But,  seeing  that 
machinery  has  multiplied  the  power  of 
production  to  such  extent  as  to  render 
unnecessary  prolonged  hours  of  labour, 
I  hope  that  the  Government,  will  agree 
to  take  part  in  the  inquiry  which  it  is 
proposed  to  hold  at  the  instigation  of 
the   Emperor  of  Germany. 

*(11.59.)  Mr.  CUNINGHAME 
GRAHAM:  Are  we  to  clearly  under- 
stand that  the  Government  during  the 
Session  will  give  us  a  further  opportunity 
for  discussing  this  subject  ? 

*(12.0.)  The  House  divided  :— Ayes 
87  ;  Noes  198.— (Div.  List,  No.  9.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  the 
humble  Address  to  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  by  Privy  Councillors. 

BUSINESS    OF  THE  HOUSE. 
SUPPLY. 

Resolved,   That   this    House  will    to" 
morrow  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  to 
consider  of  the  Supply  to  be  granted  to 
Her  Majesty. 
Mr,  Cremer 


Ordered,  That  the  several  Estimates 
presented  to  this  House  during  the 
present  Session  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Supply. — (Mr.  Jackson.) 

WATS  AND  MEANS. 

Resolved,  That  this  House  will  to- 
morrow resolve  itself  into  a  Committee 
to  consider  of  the  Ways  and  Means  for 
raising  the  Supply  to  be  granted  to  Her 
Majesty. — (Mr.  Jackson.) 

TREES  (IRELAND)  BILL.  (No.  70.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday,  3rd  March. 

MOTIONS. 


COMPANIES  ACT   (1862)   AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  William  Houldiworth,  Bill 
for  the  amendment  of  "The  Companies  Aot» 
1862,"  ordered  to  he  brought  in  by  Sir  William 
Houldaworth,  Mr.  Hoyle,  Mr.  Mowbray,  and 
Mr.  Howell. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  161.] 

TRUSTEE    SAYINGS   BANK  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Albert  Rollit,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Trustee  Savings  Banki, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Albert  Rollit, 
Viscount  Curson,  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  Sir 
John  Puleston,  and  Mr.  Haldane. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  163.] 

DEEDS  or  ARRANGEMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Albert  RoUit,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Deeds  of  Arrange- 
ment, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Albert 
Rollit.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  and  Mr.  Chance. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  168.] 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes 
after  Twelre  o*clook. 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Tuesday,  2rHh  February,  1890. 


OOLONUL  COURTS   OF   ADMIRALTY   BILL. 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  law  respecting  the 
•exercise  of  Admiralty  jurisdiction  in  Her 
Majesty's  dominions  and  elsewhere  out  of  the 
United  Kingdom— Was  presented  by  the  Lord 
Knutsford ;  read  1" ;  and  to  be  printed.  (No.  29.) 

HARES  PRESERVATION  BILL  (No.  6.) 

Bead  3*  (according  to  order)  ;  Amend,- 
ments  made ;  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to 
the  Commons.    • 

CROWN  OFFICE  BILL  (No.  20.) 

THIRD   READING. 

The  LORD  CHANCJELLOR:  WitJi 
regard  to  the  question  which  was  asked 
me  last  night  by  the  -noble  Earl 
Kimberley,  I  am  not  quite  certain  that 
I  properly  heard  or  understood  the  dis- 
cussion which  occurred  between  him 
und  the  noble  Lord  Selbome,  who  also 
referred  to  the  matter.  However,  I 
have  now  got  the  figures,  which  are 
alreadj  familiar  to  those  who  take  part 
in  the  Black  Rod  Committee,  and  I  can 
state  them  exactly.  The  actual  saving 
which  has  been  made  on  the  occasion  of 
the  new  arrangement  involving  the 
appointment  at  the  Table  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House  is  <£1,400  ;  and  the  amount 
is  arrived  at  thus :  the  reduction  in  the 
salary  of  the  office,  in  accordance  with 
the  Committee's  Report,  accounts  for 
.£600  per  annum;  the  transfer  of  Mr. 
Theaiger  from  the  list  of  Parliament 
Clerks,  where  his  salary  was  .£600,  rising 
to  ^1,000,  accounts  for  X600  more  ;  and 
the  abolition  of  the  office  of  Secretary  of 
Presentations  accounts  for  another 
£bOQ.  That  makes  a  total  of  £1,700. 
On  the  other  hand  has  to  be  taken  into 
account,  as  I  am  now  informed,  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  new  Clerk  in  the  Parliament 
Office,  with  a  salary  beginning  at  .£100. 
An  allowance  has  also  to  be  made  for  the 
officer  by  whom  the  large  personal 
correspondence  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
must  be  carried  on  in  relation  to  eccie- 
i^iastical  matters,  and  that  correspondence 
will  not  cease  or  diminish  merely 
because  the  formalities' of  presentations 
are  tnuisferred  by  the  Bill  to  the  (Merk 
of  the  Crown.     I  may  mention,  for  the 
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information  of  the  noble  Lord  who  put 
the  question,  that  this  matter  was  not 
arranged  by  me,  but  was  recommended 
in  1874  by  a  Royal  Commission,  and  was 
agreed  to  in  a  correspondence  which 
occurred  in  1884,  before  I  was  in  office. 
What  has  taken  place  will  not  diminish 
or  alter  the  character  of  the  arrangement 
by  the  fact  of  the  transfer  of  the  duties  . 
from  one  person  to  another.  The 
amount  of  the  allowance  was  fixed  at 
X200  by  tlie  Commissioners,  who  recom- 
mended the  abolition  of  the  Presentation 
Office — an  office  which,  I  need  hardly 
say,  was  far  from  being  a  sinecure.  So 
thit  the  noble  Lord  will  see 
there  lias  been  a  considerable  saving 
effected.  There  has  been  some  question 
as  to  the  saving  effected  by  the 
recommendation  of  the  Black  Rod  Com- 
mittee, acquiesced  in  by  me,  and  carried 
out,  though  it  was  competent  to  me 
under  the  Statute  to  have  appointed 
somebody  else,  had  I  not  considered 
myself  bound  by  the  undertaking, 
as  far  as  it  was  an  undertaking, 
of  my  predecessors.  But  I  think  thertj 
has  been  a  saving  effected  by  the  new 
arrangements,  which  include  the  appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  Thesiger.  The  House,  of 
course,  understands  that  reductions,  cor- 
responding more  or  less  to  the  two 
largest  items  in  the  calculation,  would 
have  followed  the  appointment  of  any 
other  gentleman  from  the  Parliament 
Office  to  the  vacant  place  at  the  Table ; 
but  the  particular  appointment  which  J 
took  the  opportunity  of  making  carried 
with  it  two  further  advantages  which 
could  not  have  been  otherwise  obtained- 
the  rejection  o£  an  engagement  to 
abolish  the  Presentation  Office,  and  the 
consequent  saving  of  .£300  per  annum. 
As  I  have  said,  the  saving  is  £1,400, 
and  by  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Thesiger 
the  saving  has  been  X300  less  than  it 
might  have  been  had  I  not  taken  him. 
That,  I  believe,  is  how  the  figures  are 
arrived  at,  though  I  confess  I  did  not 
quite  understand  them  the  other  night, 
nor  indeed  do  I  now  entirely,  as  neither 
set  of  figures  appears  to  be  quite 
accurate. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY :  I  am 
obliged  to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
for  the  answer  he  has  given. 

Bill  read  3*  (according  to  order>,  and 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 
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CATHEDRAL  CHURCHES  BILL.-(No.  14). 
SECOND   KEATING. 

*The     Bishop    of    CARLISLE:     My 
Lords,  the  Bill  for  which  I  have  to  ask 
»   Second   Reading    this   evening  is,    I 
believe,    identically    the   same    as    that 
which  was  passed  by  your  Lordships  two 
Sessions  ago,  and  therefore  it  might  seem 
that  I  should  best  discharge  the  duty  I 
have  to  perform  by  simply  asking  for  the 
Second   Reading.     But  I    bear  in  mind 
that   a   great   deal   has    passed    during 
these   two  years,   and    also   that  in   all 
probability — I  may  say,  certainly — many 
of   your   Lordships   are  not  as   familiar 
with  the  subject  of  cathedrals  and  cathe- 
dral churches  as  I  am  myself.     I  may 
tell   your  Lordships   that,    as    Dean    of 
Kly,    I    served    a    long    apprenticeship 
in     matters     affecting    cathedrals,   and 
it    was     in    the    course    of     that     ap- 
prenticeship that  I  learned  the  details  of 
the  governing  rules  and  regulations  under 
the  Cathedral  Statutes.     The  fact  is  that 
a  large  number  of  our  cathedrals — I  will 
not  say  all  of  them,  but  certainly  a  large 
number    of  them — are    placed    in    the 
position  of  having  Statutes  of  consider- 
able antiquity,  which,  like   many  other 
antiquated  things,   are  totally  unfit  for 
present-day    use.         For    example,    the 
Statutes  of  the  Cathedral   of   Ely   date 
from  the  reign  of  Charles  XL,  and  those 
of  the  Cathedral  of  Carlisle,  with  which 
!  am  now  connected,  date  from  the  time 
of  King  Henry  VIII.  I  need  not  say  that 
many  things  have  happened  since  even 
the  later  of  those  two  d^tes,  and  that  it 
is  probable  changes  will  be  required  in 
the  rules  and  regulations,  with  regard  to 
those  cathedrals,  as  in  reference  to  others 
similarly  constituted ;  but  the  cathedrals 
:vre  in  the  unfortunate  position  that  they 
liave  stereotyped  Statutes  which  nothing 
sliortof  an  Act  of  Parliament  can  change. 
I  brought  the  subject  before  this  House 
more  than    10  years  ago;  and  on  that 
<x«asion  the  late  Lord  Beaconsfield,  who 
had  had  his  mind  independently  directed 
ti)   the  subject,  proposed  that   a   Royal 
('Ommission  should  bo  appointed  for  the 
purpose  of  going  into  the  whole  subject 
of     cathedrals    and    their    government. 
Ker  Majesty  was  pleased,  at  the  recom- 
mendation of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  to  appoint 
such  a  Commission,  and  I  had  the  honour 
to  serve  upon  it.     The  late  Archbishop 
:ind  a  number  of  gentlemen,  including  the 


present  Lord  President  of  the  Council^ 
worked  very  hard  upon  it  for  a  number 
of    years.     We   took    a    great    deal    of 
evidence    with   regard   to   the   different 
cathedrals;  we  made    a    Report    as  in- 
structed by  the  Commission  upon   each 
cathedral     separately ;      and      we     pre- 
sented  a    General    Report    as    to   what 
we  thought  ought  to  be  done  upon  this- 
subject.     This  Bill  is  the  outcome  of  the 
recommendations  of  Her  Majesty's  then 
Commissioners.    It  was  discussed,  though 
not  exactly  in  its  present  form,  two  years 
ago  in  your  Lordships'  House,  and  after 
being     considerably    discussed     it    was 
modified  in  Committee,  and  it  has  now 
got  into  such  a  condition  that  I  am  able 
to  say  it  is  approved  of  by  all  those  who 
are    intimately    connected    with     these 
matters — that  is  to  say,  all  the  Cathedral 
Bodies,  I  believe,  without  exception,  are 
desirous  that  this  Bill  should  pass,  and 
there  is  no  substantial  opposition  to  it  in 
any  quarter  whatever.     Now,  what  has 
been  the  history  of  this  Bill  ?     I  had  the 
honour  of   introducing   it   two   Sessions 
ago  into  this  House,  and,  as  I  have  said, 
it    was    then    carefully    discussed    and 
modified   and   brought  into   its   present 
form.     It  went  then   to   the  HouBe   of 
Commons,    and     there,    like     a     great 
many    other    Bills,  was    altogether    lost 
— it     went     in,     but     it     never     came 
out.     Last  year  it  was  thought  desirable 
to  try  the  opposite  course  of  introducing 
the  Bill  first  into  the  House  of  Commons, 
in  the  hope  that  if  we  had  a  favourable 
ballot  it  might  stand  a  chance  of  being 
read  a  second  time.     Well,  my  Lords, 
we  had  a  most  unfavourable    ballot — I 
think  the  number  we  drew  was  about  289, 
or  some    such  comfortable  number,  and 
the    result    was,    as    might  have   been 
expected,  that  it  never  came  on  at  all.  It 
was  blocked  by  one  Member,  and  I  cannot 
find  that  there  was  any  other  Member 
who    sympathised    with    him.     At     all 
events,  that  delightful  process  of  blocking, 
which  is  so  great  an  institution  in  another 
place,  entirely  defeated  this  Bill,  and  it 
never  came  on  for  a  Second  Reading  at 
all.  It  is  no  use  complaining  in  this  House 
of  what  takes  place  in  the  other ;  but  it  is, 
at  all  events,  a  relief  to  my  feelings  to  say 
that  I  think  it  is  a  hard  case  that  a  Bill 
which  has  practically  met  with  no  opposi- 
tion, simply  owing  to  certain  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  House  of  Commons,  has 
never  had  an  opix)rtunity  given  to  it  of 
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any  opinion  licitig  exprL'ssed  upon  it  At 
all.  E  know  positively  that  the  leadiTS 
,lie  HiiufH!  of  Commona  arp  in  favour 
of  it ;  anil  I  know,  certainly,  that  if  it  hart 
It  chamw  of  (nimiiijif  to  a  Second  Readimi  it 
would  piMH  without  difficulty  ;  nnd  yet, 
owing,  n&  I  hitvo  suid.  to  certain  technitsl 
mlea,  the  Bill  could  not  come  before  the 
Honae :  rtnd  last  year  it  ucconlin^ly 
died  wliat  riiity  Ix;  called  a  natural  death. 
This  year  I  do  nc)t  ktioiv  what  the  success 
of  the  Bill  may  be,  bat  it  hiw  been 
thought  wise  to  begin  the  pr(K3ea8  the 
other  way  ;  to  ask  your  Lordshipa  to  lje 
kind  enough  to  give  it  a  Second  Reading 
'  1  ttiiu  House,  and  then  to  aend  it  down 
>  the  other  House,  in  the  hope  that  it 
may  possibly  get  a  Second  Reading 
there.  It  is  very  difficult  to  propkecy 
what  miky  happen  :  at  all  events,  it  is  very 
difficnlt  to  prophecy  at  present  witli 
regard  to  tin-  Bill ;  but  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  seeing  the  importance  of 
the  subject  with  which  it  deals,  and  the 
fact  that  it  i»  the  result  of  the  hard 
work  of  tlmsii  who  sat  ou  the  Royal 
CommiBsion.  there  muHt  he  BnfEciont 
freedom  and  wisdom  in  tlie  House  of 
(Jommons  to  give  it  a  Second  Beading. 
My  Lords,  1  can  only  conclude  by  saying 
that  having  worked  Upon  thin  subject  for 
a  number  of  ycare,  and  having  given  to 
it  a  great  deal  of  time  and  attention,  the 
day  will  certiiinly  be  one  of  the  happiest 
>if  my  lifci  in  wliich  this  Bill  having  been 
jMBaed  Her  Majesty  shall  be  pleased  to 
give  her  assent  to  it. 

Bill  read  2"  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
llonse  on  Friday  next. 

COUNTY  COUNCILS  AND  LOCAL 
R.\TE8. 

QU  ESTIO  N' — OBS  EBVITION  S. 

•The  Eahl  ok  HARROWBY:  My 
Jiords,  I  risL-  to  call  attention  to  the 
financial  engagements  which  were  made 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and 
tho  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  when  the  Local  Government  Act 
was  passed  in  1888;  and  to  inquire 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
prepared  to  i-Ausider  the  possibility  of 
making  provision  daring  the  present 
Session  for  the  fnlfi-Iment  of  those 
cng^ements,  so  that  the  County  Conncils 
of  England  find  Wales  may  receive, 
without    farther  delay,    the    additional 


sum  of  not  less  than  ,£700,000  per 
annum  in  relief  of  local  i-ates  which  was 
promised  to  the  ratepayers  ?  I  do  not 
think  it  is  necessary  that  I  should  niak<- 
any  apology  for  asking  yonr  Iiordships' 
attention  for  a  short  time  to  a  matter 
which  greatly  afiects  the  County  Councils 
throughont  England  and  Wales.  For  I 
ara  well  aware  tliat  many  of  your  Lord- 
ships liave  token  a  very  keen  and  active 
part  in  these  new  and  important 
Bodies  having  been  elected  to  them  by 
the  new  popnlar  constituencies  esta- 
bUshed  by  the  Act  of  lf<88,  I  feel  it  is 
a  matter  of  importance  thut  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  others  out- 
side this  House,  should  bo  aware  that  on 
these  matters  of  finance  a  very  deep  in- 
terest is  taken  by  all  the  County  Councils 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  Now  is  the 
time  when  we  ought  to  make  our  voices 
heard  in  regard  to  local  taxation,  be- 
cause, doubtless,  the  financial  proposals  of 
the  year  are  now  being  finally  arranged. 
I  think  it  is  best  that  I  should,  in  the  first 
place,recall  to  your  Lordships' recollection 
what  the  financial  engagements  were 
to  which  I  allude,  which  were  finally 
made  in  connection  with  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Act,  1888.  Those  financial  en- 
gi^ements  were  stated  by  Mr.  Ritchie 
very  fully  at  the  time  of  his  introduc- 
tion of  the  Bill.  T  will  shortly  recapitu- 
late what  they  were,  and  I  beg  your 
Lordships  to  remember  that  upon  the 
financial  proposals  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  this  great  measure  the 
favour  with  wliicb  it  was  received  largely 
depecded.  The  proposals  were  the  follow- 
ing :  All  grants  in  aid  of  rates  formerly 
made  to  the  County  Authorities  were  to 
cease.  The  eSect  of  that  was  at  once  to 
knock  off  ^2,600,000  per  annum. 
Instead  of  that  grant  in  aid  the 
County  AuthoritieB  were  to  receive 
in  future  from  the  liquor  licenses, 
XI, 378,000;  from  other c:(tstiug  licenses, 
£1,590,000.  Beyond  this,  from  person- 
alty  in  some  form  or  shape,  Mr.  Ritchie 
stated  they  were  to  receive  Xl,800,000, 
and  from  new  licensps  they  were  to 
receive  £826,000,  making  a  total 
grant  from  the  Imperial  Eichecjuer  to 
local  taxation  irf  about  £5,600,000 
per  annum.  At  to  biith  these  latter 
grants  he  declined  to  state  from  what 
special  source  they  would  be  drawn : 
throwing  the  responsibility  of  this 
upon  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
2  D  2 
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Dednctiog,  tliercfoM,  trhe  old  gmnts-  I 
in-ttid,  whicli  were  to  the  amonnt 
of  X2,6O0,00O.  there  was  \^  hat  was 
citUed  by  Mr.  Ritehie  thronghont  the 
discoBsioii!!  in  the  Hoasc  of  ComtnonB.  it 
round  aam  of  £3,000,000  per  annum 
to  he  furnislied  in  uid  of  local  tiixiition 
from  Imperial  aourcea,  in  addition  to  the 
£2,600,000  formerly  given  by  tlu' 
ahundoned  grants  in  aid.  That,  I  hold, 
waa  the  key  to  the  whole  of  the  Govoni- 
ment  pro])waI  with  regard  to  the  Bill  of 
1888,  Personalty,  tte  Chaneellor  of  tin. 
Sxoheqner  afterwards  tolil  us,  whk  to  be 
made  to  rjmtrihnte  to  local  taxation  hy 
meanis  of  making  over  to  the  Local 
Authoritif^s  about  half  the  Protntn  Duty  : 
the  new  iicencea  were  to  be  what  were 
called  the  Wheel  and  Van  Tax  and  the 
Uorao  Jjioonses.  Butyonr  Lordships  will 
ol«erve  that  in  all  the  early  diacnsalons 
upon  this  great  measnre  the  detailB  of 
those  new  grunts  in  aid  were  left  entirely 
out  of  the  diacassion  hy  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board.  He 
simply  adhereil  to  the  one  great  principle 
that  it  was  neijeHsaiy  and  fair  to  give 
an  additional  subvention  ot  £3,000,000 
aterling  per  annum  to  the  Local  Antliori- 
tiea  in  relief  of  local  taxation.  That 
was  the  constaut  burden  of  every  speech 
that  he  made.  I  will  go  on  to  consider 
a  little  farther,  if  your  Lordflbije  will 
allow  me,  what  was  the  t«ne  which  was 
adopted  hy  the  (Jlianoellor  of  the  Kx- 
lihequer  with  regard  to  this  great  matter. 
The  Clutncollor  of  the  Exchequer  went 
into  this  question  of  Imperial  and  lix'al 
taxation  most  carefully,  and  he  put  this 
question  to  the  Honae.  He  said  he 
thought  lie  ought  to  ask  to  what  extent 
the  rat«piiyerH  wore  entitled  to  the  relief 
whiiih  was  to  lie  given  to  them — this  addi- 
tional and  UL'W  rehcf  of  .£3,000,000  flter- 
ling  per  annum  ;  and  he  then  went  on 
to  protest  strongly  against  this  relief 
being  considered  simply  a  relief  to  what 
he  willed  the  aqnirearchy,  and  he  ira- 
pressed  upon  the  House  of  Commons 
that  a  very  lai^e  portion  of  that  amount 
wnnld  go  '•  to  the  relief  of  the  poorest 
oinaa  of  nitepayors  in  the  poorest  towns 
■  if  the  Kingdmn."  I  quote  his  words. 
He  then  proceeded  to  point  out  that  of 
late  years  there  had  been  an  enormous 
inereiwe  in  the  rates  levied  on  liouHes 
and  lands,  and  stated  that  in  the  '20 
years  from  IKG8  to  1888,  the  local 
rates  had  risen  from  £16,000,000  to 
Th'-  EiiA  of  ffanowby 
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£L'f;,000,000  per  annum— a  total  ir 
i.f  £10,000,000  per  annum  in  I'O  years. 
And  he  reminded  the  Heuse  that  tht 
oust'  WHS  worse  even  than  it  looked,  he- 
.'  that  increase  in  local  riktes  had 
taken  place  at  a  period  of  very  depressod 
iiide,  and  when  the  value  of  land  had 
■iHirinoiirtJy  decreased.  Then  lie  summed 
np  the  jujsition,  by  saying  lifi  thought  he 
hiid  fully  proved  the  case  that  llie  rate- 
rs were  entitled  tfithe  relief  (that  is 
ill.'-  £3,000,000  sterlingperannum),  which 
the  Government  proposed  in  thiit  8eBSJoii 
*ve  them.  He  then  went  on  fnttliei- 
aiai  for  his  proposals  that  they  were 
coni-eived  in  a  just  spirit :  ttat  it  wae  aii 
act  of  justice,  and  not  an  act  of  mercy, 
hioli  he  was  proposing  towards  the 
0])presxed  ratepayers  of  the  United  King- 
doni.  He  rameluded  his  statement  of  thr 
tioancial  arrangements  proposed  by  the 
Govt-mment  by  sajii^  tliat  tlie  finannial 
idjustment  which  he  now  proposed  wbw 
to  be  a  linal  settlement  between  the  local 
ratepayer  and  the  Imijerial  taxpayer  ; 
that  he  had  felt  great  diflicnity  in 
aking  the  adjustment  between  Imperial 
id  local  taxation;  and  that  the  circnm- 
stjinii.'B  of  the  time  were  suoh  that  they 
hail  Iwcn  obliged,  once  for  all,  to  BettiR 
iimtribntiona  to  local  espenditurc, 
lui  to  place  them  upon  a  Kmier  hasiH. 
.  my  Lords,  what  was  this  finat 
settlement?  It  was  that  this £3,000,000 
sterling  per  annum  was  to  lie  paid  over 
aildition  to  the  gniub  hitherto  re- 
ived by  the  Loc^l  and  County  Antho- 
ritica.  We  moat  alirays  i-emcmber  tlio 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  stated  that 
was  a  thing  to  which  the  ratepayer* 
•t  entitled,  and  that  this  gitmt 
by  no  means  equal  to  the  hoiivy 
growth  iif  rates,  bnt  he  was  iifniid  it  was 
til  that  Parliament  could  give.  It  waa 
stated  to  be  a  final  settlement  between 
the  local  and  Imperial  taxpajers,  not  a 
gift  or  an  act  of  mercy,  hut  iin  act  of 
justice  towards  the  local  ratepayers, 
something  to  which  they  were  eutitliyl. 
Now,  what  is  the  result  at  present  aftw 
that  mrpful  treatment  of  the  matter, 
and  Knal  prononncement  as  to  what 
was  jnst,  hy  the  greatest  financial 
anthori^  of  the  day  ?  It  cimies  to  this  : 
that  instead  of  there  being  £3,000,OOU 
jier  annum  to  the  gw-d  at  the  disposiil  <if 
the  Local  Coun^  Authorities,  they  have 
only  about  £2,200,000  per  annum—that 
is  to  say,  almost  a  thii-d  less  thui  «at< 
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stated  to  be  what  was  due  to  the  rate- 
payers. My  Lords,  I  think  I  have  made 
out  a  case  showing  that  this  matter  is 
oue  requiring  the  gravest  consideration, 
and  one  which  we  may  very  properly 
press  upon  the  attention  of  Her  Majestyip 
Government.  I  would  remind  your 
Ijordships  that  during  all  the  debates 
in  the  House  of  Commons  there  was  no 
hint  whatever  given  that  if  the  Wheel 
or  Cart  Tax  and  the  Horse  Duty  were 
not  accepted  by  Parliament,  this  sub- 
vention of  .£3,000,000  a  year  would  be 
reduced.  I  have  very  carefully  studied 
the  debates,  and  I  do  not  find  that  tliat 
was  ever  held  out ;  on  the  contrary,  it  was 
always  considered  that  that  sum  repre- 
sented what  was  fair  and  just  to  the  Local 
Authorities,  and  that  the  Gk)vemment 
would  have  to  find  the  £3,000,000  some- 
how or  other.  The  first  hint  of  danger 
was  given  in  this  House.  My  noble 
Friend  Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh,  in  his 
able  statement  of  the  case,  certainly 
did  throw  out  a  doubt  on  the  subject 
when  he  said  that — 

'<  The  relief  to  local  taxation  would  be  not 
lees  than  od.  in  the  £i  if  the  Wheel  Tax,  &c., 
were  authorised,  but  that  it  would  only  be  3j^d. 
in  the  £1  if  those  taxes  dropped." 

But  that  was  only  in  allusion  to  the 
chances  of  House  of  Commons  procedure 
at  the  close  of  the  Session.  My  Lords,  this 
is  no  light  matter.  I  have  the  honour  to 
be  Chairman  of  the  Staffordshire  County 
Council,  and  as  far  as  I  can  make  out 
from  the  statements  of  our  experts,  the 
loss  we  have  sustained  by  the  reduction 
of  the  £3,000,000  to  £2,200,000  is  some- 
thing like  £20,000  a  year,  which  is  a 
serious  loss  to  the  ratepayers.  Well, 
the  Bill  passed  into  an  Act  in  August, 
1888,  and  it  passed  with  the  general 
understanding  that  £3,000,000  was  to  be 
the  amount  given.  There  was  to  be  an 
Autumn  Session,  and  it  was  supposed 
that  the  final  arrangements  would 
then  be  made.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  besieged  by  questions 
upon  the  subject  of  the  Wheel  Tax  and 
tlio  Horse  Duty.  His  answers  were 
all  in  the  same  vein  :  he  scorned  the 
idea  of  their  hot  passing.  Up  to  the 
29th  of  November  his  answers  were  hope- 
ful and  buoyant.  Then,  at  last,  the  fetal 
29th  November  came,  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  adopted  a  different 
tone.  He  said  the  condition  of  public 
business  was  such  that  it  was  impos<<dble 


to  go  on  with  the  Wheel  and  Cart  Tax 
and  the  Horse  Duty  that  Session.  They 
had  to  be  abandoned  owing  to  the  state 
of  business  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  he  threw  out,  apparently,  merely  a 
suggestion  that  it  might  be  better  there- 
after to  ascertain  what  the  County  Coun- 
cils themselves  thought  about  those  taxes, 
so  that  the  Government  might  be  guided 
somewhat  by  their  opinion.  That  was  the 
first  sign  of  the  new  policy  which  was 
adopted  on  this  subject.  Well,  the  Ses- 
sion closed,  and  Parliament  met  again  in 
1889,  and  the  first  real  discussion  upon 
this  important  financial  question  took 
place  when  the  Pudget  was  brought 
before  the  House  of  Commons.  I  am 
afraid  we  must  come  to  the  condusion 
that  though  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  been  most  ardent  in  favour 
of  the  ratepayers  in  1888,  and  could 
find  no  words  too  serious  in  which 
to  speak  of  their  injuries  in  the  past,  and 
to  express  his  intention  of  setting  those 
injuries  right,  other  people  had  wooed 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  during 
the  Biccess.  The  words  which  I  will  read 
to  your  Lordships  from  his  Budget 
speech  were  alarming.  He  spoke  of  the 
advocates  of  local  taxation  reform  as 
Cormorants  who  were  dipping  their  hands 
in  his  pockets,  and  then  he  said — 

"  It  belongs  entirely  to  the  1^1  nnicipal  and 
County  Authorities  to  say  whether  there  will  be 
a  revival  of  this  tax ;" 

and  then — 

**It  is  rather  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  who  has  to  do  with  these 
matters  than  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  '* 

-a  very  different  tone  indeed  from  the 


sympathetic  language  of  1888.  The  tone 
of  sympathy  and  compassion  for  the  local 
taxpayer  had  vanished,  and  that  indivi- 
dual was  now  represented  as  appearing 
in  the  form  of  a  pauper  at  the  gates  of 
the  Imperial  Treasury.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  doubtless  allowed  that  the 
Government  would  still  continue  to  give 
the  subject  their  serious  attention ;  but 
he  said  that  it  would  be  for  the 
Local  Boards  to  take  the  initiative 
in  regard  to  any  fresh  taxation ;  and 
that,  if  their  local  resources  proved  to 
be  insuflficient  through  not  having  these 
taxes,  they  might  move  in  the  matter. 
The  right  of  the  ratepayers  which  was 
before  acknowledged  in  every  way,  to 
receive  this  sum  was  now  apparently 


1139 


Cminly  Councils 


{LORDS; 


n7ui  Local,  fialc. 


1140 


TUt^ii-  right  to  this  distinct  sun* 
WS8  entitvly  put  nside,  and  1  am 
afraid  we  wiiuiot  conceal  from  onr- 
Hulves  that  tliG  Chnnct'llor  of  the  Kx- 
oheqner's  mind  on  the  subject  was  alto- 
gather  altered.  There  is  ooe  point 
which  must  not  be  overloiiked,  to  which 
will  ixirticnlarly  call  your  lAirdahips' 
attention.  It  was  eaid  wbon  the  subven- 
tion of  £3,000,000  waa  first  made  over 
to  the  Local  Authorities,  that  the  taxes 
were  increasing  taxes,  so  timt  the  receipts 
from  them  would  incrense  with  the 
growth  of  tliu  wealth  of  the  country,  and 
would  meet  tho  growing  local  eipenses. 
ThBFefore  if  we  are  now  told  that  as  the 
receipts  from  the  Probate  Duty  and  the 
old  licences  have  increased  there  is  not 
tho  same  claim  for  the  £700,000  or 
£800,000  promised  from  new  Bourees, 
that  is  no  anawcr  to  us,  because  that 
very  increase  waa  promised  and  cim- 
aidered  when  the  Chancellor  of  tho  Ex- 
chequer promised  tho  £3,000,000.  8<i 
much  for  that  subject.  Now  with  regard 
to  the  Wheel  and  Cart  Tax  and  the 
Horse  Duty.  When  it  ia  said  that  the  Local 
Authorities  should  tliemselvee  doeidc 
whether  they  desire  them  or  not,  1  beg 
your  Lordships  to  observe  that  the 
Government  could  not  more  successfully 
have  thrown  an  apple  of  discord  between 
town  and  country  than  by  asking  them  to 
express  an  opinion  upnn  these  measures. 
It  is  exaetiy  a  matter  which  wonld  separ- 
ate town  and  country,  and  I  think  it  was 
rather  an  unfair  act  to  throw  this  responsi- 
bility ttixm  them.  With  regard  to  the 
taxes  themselves,  I  hopLi  your  Lordships 
will  understand  that  I  am  not  arguing 
in  ftivoup  of  the  Wlieel  and  Cart  "Rix  or 
the  Horse  Duty  or  anything  of  the  kind. 
1  do  not  think  it  would  be  right  for  your 
Lordships  iu  this  House  to  expresii  any 
distinct  opinion  with  regard  to  im|K)8ing 
fresh  taxation.  And  for  myself,  I  en 
tirely  decline  giving  an  opinion  upon  thi 
merits  of  that  tax.  and  I  do  not  think  it 
is  the  business  of  the  Councils  to  dt 
BO.  It  is  the  duty  of  Her  Majeiity'i 
Government  tii  decide  what  is  the  faireal 
tax  to  be  imposed,  taking  everything  into 
consideration,  as  to  the  relative  burdens 
of  different  claaseB  of  ratepayers  and 
taxpayers.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
I'iicheqner  said  it  was  the  most  difficult 
thing  to  adjust  the  balance  between 
local  and  Imperial  ta-Tation,  and  he 
announced  that  this  £3.000,000  per 
The  Ewl  fij  Uarrttuiby 


.m  might  bu  considered  as  the  finiil 
detemiimition  of  the  matter.  I  would 
more  most  emphutieallj  deny 
thut   it    is   the   bnsint'ss   of  your  Lonl- 

;'  House  or  uf  the  Coniitj 
Councils  lo  express  any  u|iiuion  upon 
this  subject  whatever;  wjiilc  I  holil 
tlie  Government,  having  com 
mitted  themaelvt'S  most  Ktitmgly  upon 
this  grtive  subject,  iind  Parliament 
Ixaving  expressed  it,-ielf  uioi.t 
Bti-ongly  upim  the  question  of  thb  anlv 
vention,  we  have  a  right  to  claim  thin 
Bum  from  some  source  or  other  frwm  Hfi" 
MajoBty's  Government.  I  do  not  believc 
that  those  great  popularly-elected  Local 
Bodies  wilt  ever  give  up  the  subvention 
of  .£800,000  a  year  now  thai,  it  has 
K'en  once  promised  theni.  and  1  cannoi 
think  that  any  Government  iiiii  decline 
fill-  long  to  give  this  lai^  jiortion  of 
the  subveutiou  upon  which  the  Act  of 
1S88  was  iHsed.  And  why  shonld  thej- 
declino  ti>  give  it  now  ?  Surely  they 
should  not  do  so  at  this  moment  when, 
in  all  the  counties  of  England,  we  want 
all  the  aid  we  can  get.  The  tirst  starting 
is  ni'ci'ssarily  costly,  and  it  is  at  fiiW 
starting  that  the  iMuniifs  aiiecittUy 
requiii;  lUl  passible  financial  asBistonoe. 
I  need  only  alludo  to  the  heavy  cost  of 
pTittiug  in  order  the  whole  roiuis  of  thi- 
eouuti'y — disorganised  by  the  Htmse  of 
Commons'  atition  in  sweeping  away 
burnpikes  without  8np]>lj"ing  pi'opep  aim 
fair  means  f)r  tlieir  maintenanoe— tii 
show  the  pressing  need  at  present  for 
aid  to  local  resources.  Then  I  would 
venture  to  remind  the  House  and  tilt* 
Government  tliat  all  over  our  counties 
lewliiig  men  of  business  -in  all  tlif 
various  and  very  diffei-ent  walks 
of  llfe-'liave  come  foi-ward  heartily 
and  «-armly  to  give  tlieir  tdmr' 
and  tiionght  and  trouble  lii  the  startiug 
lit  these  great  County  Councils.  If  tl  Ik 
found  ut  the  end  of  tho  three  yiMrs  that, 
owinu  t.>  the  lack  of  this  £«00,O00ayew. 
there  is  bitter  disappointment  felt  at  tlie 
results  and  at  the  finnneiiil  ermdition  of 
the  C-Duncils,  those  people  who  haTe 
come  forward  and  taken  the  chief  pwt 
in  them  will  be  the  tirst  to  he  blaiuod 
)iy  the  local  constituencies.  So  tliat  1 
vcntui'e  to  appeal  to  Her  Majes^'s 
Cii)vernment  on  behalf  of  those  who  haw 
come  forward  to  prijraotc'  the  success  of 
thcNe  important  new  institntions  to  make 
their  path  in  future   as  easy  as  poBbibte, 
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and  to  enable  them  to  manage  success- 
fully  the   finances   of   the  Councils   by 
giving  them  this  subvention  as  promised. 
I   claim    it,    however,    not    only   as    a 
matter     of    policy  but    of   right,  and  1 
take  my  stand  upon  those  distinct  asser- 
tions of  the  greatest  financial  authority  of 
the  day, — the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
— when   he  said   his   proposal  was   fair 
and  jast,   that   he  proposed  to  make  a 
final  settlement  of  the    matter   by  this 
subvention  of  £3,000,000,  and  that  his 
scheme   which  he  then  brought  before 
Parliament    and     the    nation    was    the 
relief  which  was  due   to  the  ratepayers 
joi  this  country.     My  Lords,  I  ask  Her 
Majesty's     Government     the     question 
which  stands  in  my  name. 
♦Earl  STANHOPE :  My  Lords,  I  trust 
I  may  be  permitted  to  say  a  few  words 
in  support  of  my  noble  Friend's  speech : 
He    has  very   clearly    and   ably  traced 
the  origin  of  the  promise  of  Her  Majesty's 
Grovernment  to  assist  County  Councils  at 
their  first  starting.     I  may  say  that  the 
County  of  Kent,  with  which  I  am  con- 
nected,   is    deeply   interested    in     this 
question.     Not   only    the   Chambers   of 
Agriculture,  but   our  County   Councils 
have  passed  resolutions  in  favour  of  this 
proposal.     My  noble  Friend  has  quoted 
opinions  exprensed,  and  statements  made, 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  not 
only   in   propounding   his   Budget,   but 
also    in    answer    to    various    questions 
which  were  put  to  him  ;  but  I  may  say 
that   I   have   a   later   quotation,  which 
seems  to  me  to  be  rather  more  encourag- 
ing than  those  made  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer    in   reply  to  a  question 
put  to  him  in  May  last  by  Mr.  Sweten- 
•ham.     Member    for     Carnarvon.       His 
answer  was  this — 


^'  Besides  the  Wheel  Tax,  the  Bill  in  question 
.  proposes  the  introduction  of  a  Horse  Duty,  and 
I  may  say  the  President  of  the  Local  Q^vem- 
ment  Board  contemplates  the  re- introduction  of 
that  proposal ;  but  it  is  for  the  County  Councils 
to  realise  that  it  is  only  a  strong  and  general 
opinion  on  their  part,  that  would  justify  us  in 
taking  up  the  question.*' 

Now  that  is  exactly  what  the  County 
Councils  have  done.  They  have  passed 
resolutions  asking  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment for  assistance  in  reference  to 
local  a&irs.  The  subject  has  been 
in*eated  so  exhaustively  by  my  noble 
Friend  that  I  would  only  say  in  addition, 
undoubtedly  at  starting  these  County 
Councils  the  local  expenses  are  largely 


increased.  In  my  own  county  there  have 
been  a  great  many  contested  elections, 
and  they  are  paid  for  out  of  the  county 
rates.  Then  there  is  no  doubt  that  the 
keeping  in  order  of  the  county  roads  will 
be  an  increased  burden.  1  cannot  say 
what  it  will  be  in  our  county  as  regards 
the  exact  financial  results ;  but  I  know 
that  instead  of  there  being  a  saving  there 
has  been  an  increase ;  and  I  foresee, 
though  I  believe  our  County  Council  is 
doing  the  business  exceedingly  well,  a 
still  larger  increase.  I  do  not  expect 
that  an  answer  will  be  given  to-day ;  but 
I  hope  that  the  speech  of  my  noble 
Friend  will  draw  the  attention  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  the 
matter  when  he  is  in  a  week  or  two,  if 
he  is  not  even  now,  considering  his 
Budget  proposals.  I  earnestly  hope  that 
the  forcible  way  in  which  he  has  brought 
the  matter  before  the  House  will  lead  to 
its  being  considered  in  another  place. 

The    lord    PRESIDENT    op    the 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Cranbrook)  :    My 
Lords,  the  noble  Earl  has,  undoubtedly, 
drawn  attention  to  this  subject  in  an  ex- 
haustive manner.     I  only  wish  that  my 
noble  Friend  could  have  done  so  in  the 
presence   of  the   Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer,   as     the     subject    is     one     to 
which  my  attention  has  only  lately  been 
directed.     Of  course,  I  am  not  so  well 
acquainted  with  the  matter  as  my  noble 
Friend,  who  has  looked  thoroughly  into 
it ;  but  there  is  one  thing  which  I  am 
bound  to  notice  and  emphasise  from  the 
beginning,  and  that  is  that  the  system  of 
direct  grants  from  the  Exchequer  for  local 
purposes  has  ceased.     Direct  grants  were 
taken  away  and  resources  were   to   be 
found  from  local  means,  as  well  as  from 
particular  sources;    those  from  personal 
property    to    a    certain     amount    were 
alluded  to  in  the  Budget  of   my  right 
hon.  Friend.    But  with  regard  to  what 
was  undertaken,  I  am  instructed  wholly 
to    deny  that   there   was  any  financial 
engagement  as  to  the  special  sum,  or  as 
to  the  special  means  to  be  taken,  except 
that    they    were    to    come    from    local 
resources.     Your  Lordships  are  quite  as 
well  aware  as  I  am  of  the  history  of  the 
Wheel  and  Van  Tax,  and  of  the  Horse 
Duty.     As  soon  as  the  Wheel  Tax  was 
proposed  exemptions  were  claimed  from 
all  parts  of  the  country :    it  was  asked 
whether  a  cart   taking  such  and   such 
things,  or  used  for  such  and  such  pur- 
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poses,  would  be  exempt,  and  so  it  went 
on,  so  that  with  one  thing  and  another 
the  Van  Tax  would  practically  have  been 
exhausted  by  the  exemptions.  With 
regard  to  the  Horse  Tax  also,  it  was  so 
far  from  being  accepted  by  the  agricul- 
tural body  that  it  became  almost  impos- 
sible to  proceed  with  it,  and  the  two 
taxes  proposed  were  attacked  in  such  a 
manner  that  they  had  to  be  abandoned. 
With  regard  to  the  future,  all  I  can  say 
in  respect  of  this  matter  is  that  though 
it  may  still  be  desirable  that  additional 
means  should  be  found,  they  must  not  be 
looked  for  from  direct  Imperial  taxation, 
but  in  some  way  or  other  from  what  I 
may  call  local  resources.  That  is  really 
all  I  can  say  at  present  upon  this  ques- 
tion. I  am  told  that  practically  a  similar 
question  to  tliis  which  my  noble  Friend 
has  asked  lias  been  or  is  about  to  be 
asked  in  the  House  of  Commons,  where 
it  will  naturally  receive  a  more  exhaus- 
tive and  fuller  answer  than  I  can  possibly 
giv^.  I  can  only  say  that  I  have  given 
as  satisfactory  an  answer  as  I  am  able 
upon  the  present  occasion,  and  I  must 
leave  the  matter  for  the  reply  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  elsewhere. 

*The  Marquess  of  RIPON  :  My  Lords, 
the  noble  Viscount  can  hardly  expect 
that  his  reply  will  be  very  satisfactory 
to  those  who  are  interested  in  the  ques- 
tion of  the  finances  of  the  County  Coun- 
cils. I  quite  feel  the  difficulty  in  which 
my  noble  Friend  the  Viscount  is  placed, 
particularly  at  the  present  moment,  and 
I  trust  that  the  answer  he  has  given  is 
not  to  be  taken  as  a  final  answer  and  an 
end  to  all  our  hopes,  because,  as  the 
House  will  see,  the  case  is  a  very  strong 
one  indeed.  When  the  Act  of  1888  was 
passed  one  of  its  most  important  portions 
was  the  financial  portion.  No  one  is 
better  acquainted  than  the  present 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  with  all 
the  questions  which  have  been  debated 
for  so  long  with  respect  to  local  finances ; 
and  when  he  told  us  in  1888,  as  the  noble 
Earl  has  pointed  out,  that  he  was  making 
a  proposal  whicli  he  thought  was  a 
just  one,  offering  a  subvention  to  the 
County  Councils,  to  which  he  admitted 
the  ratepayers  were  entitled,  in  the  form 
of  an  additional  grant  of  £3,000,000,  I 
think  those  who  are  interested  in  the 
County  Councils  were  entitled  to  suppose 
that  the  Government  would  fulfil  that 
expectation,  and  would  give  in  aid  of  the 
Viscotint  Cranhrook 


local  rates  a  sum  of  at  least  £3,000,000. 
Now,  what  happened,  as  your  Lordships 
arc   aware,  was  that,  in  consequence  of 
the   failure   of  a   particular   proposal  of 
taxation,    that  sum  was  reduced  by  some 
£800,000 — that  is  to  say,  by  more  than 
one  fourth.     It   appears   now   to  be  the 
policy  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
towards  the  County  Councils  to  say  that 
it  is  for  them  to  devise  the  taxes,  by  and 
out  of  which  their  funds  are  to  be  sup- 
plied ;    but   I   contend,  with   the  noble 
Earl  opposite,  that  that  is  in  no   respect 
a  proper  duty  for  County  Councils  •;  it  is 
doubtless   for  them  to  say  that  they  are 
entitled   to  grants   if  they  feel  they  are 
entitled  to  them,  but  as   long  as   those 
grants  are  to  be  made  on   the   authority 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  it  .is  surely 
for  Her  Majesty's   Government  to   say 
from  what  source  those  grants  are  to  be 
derived ;  it  is  for  them   to  make  their 
proposals  to  Parliament,  and  for  Parlia- 
ment to  determine  upon  them.      If  Par- 
liament does  not  choose  to  have  the  Van 
and  Wheel  Tax  and  the  Horse  Duty,  I 
contend   it  is  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government   to   fulfil  the    expectations 
they  held  out,  and  to   provide   by   some 
other  means  this  £800,000.     I   think, 
my  Lords,   the  Earl   of  Harrowby  did 
not    quite    state   the   case  for  the    im- 
mediate consideration   of    this   question 
as    strongly    as    he   might   have   done. 
It     is     not     only     on    account    of    the 
special   expenses*  which  fall  upon  these 
Councils  at  their    initiation  and  at  the 
commencement  of  their  work  that  this 
money  is  now  particularly  required ;  but 
it  is  also  because  the  County   Councils 
have  had  expenses    thrown  upon   them 
by  the  action  of  the  Government  which 
they  did  not  at  all  anticipate.     Govern- 
ment grants  in  aid  ceased  at  an  earlier 
period  than  was  expected  by  the  County 
Councils.     It  was  supposed    that-  thoae 
grants  would  cease  on  the  31st  March^ 
1889,  that  they  would  be  paid  up  to  that 
date,  and  that  then  the  County  Councils 
would  enter  upon   the  receipt  of  their 
funds,  and  would    be   able  to  carry  on 
their    work     without    further     grants*;: 
whereas  those  grants  have  in  most  cases 
ceased  several  months   before  the  31  St 
March.     In  the  case  of  the  West  Riding 
of  Yorkshire,  of  the  County  Council  fdr- 
which  I  have  the  honour  to  be  chairman, 
the  additional  cost  of    maintaining   th^ 
main  roads  for  the  financial  year  preceding 
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that  in  which  .their  financial  operations 
began  was  no  less  than£40,000.  That  sum 
was  not  covered  by  the  Government  grant ; 
and  in  the  course  of  the  current  financial 
year  we  have  had  to  pay  that  £40,000,  in 
addition  to  the  usual  sum  of  £90,000,  for 
the  maintenance  of  our  main  roads.  The 
same  thing  has  occurred  again  in  respect 
of  other  grants  for  medical  oflBcers  and 
other  oflBcials.  There  is  great  doubt 
entertained  in  that  case  as  to  whether 
the  course  taken  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  is  legal.  The  question  has 
been  raised  by  the  West  Biding  County 
Council,  and  an  action  is  soon  to  be 
tried  before  the  High  Court.  But  I  do 
contend  that  when,  by  the  action  of  the 
Government,  these  extra  charges  over 
and  above  those  which  belong  to  the 
first  twelve  months  of  the  existence  of 
the  County  Councils  have  been  thrown 
upon  them,  it  is  of  special  urgency 
that  the  question  raised  by  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Harrowby)  should 
be  dealt  with  without  delay,  and 
that  the  deficit  in  the  means  which 
it  was  promised  to  the  County  Coun- 
cils they  should  enjoy  —  should  be 
made  up  without  further  delay.  The 
responsibility  for  doing  so  appears  to  me 
to  rest  upon  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
A  Besolution  on  the  subject  was  passed 
in  the  County  Council  with  which  I 
am  connected  with  absolute  unanimity, 
and  I  believe  similar  Besolutions  have 
been  passed  in  almost  all  the  other 
County  Councils  of  the  country.  I 
venture  to  assure  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vem- 
f  ment  that  if  they  do  not  do  something 
to  fulfil  what  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying  are  the  just  expectations  of  the 
County  Council,  they  will  find  them- 
selves troubled  a  good  deal  with  many 
and  loud  outcries  from  the  important 
Public  Bodies  which  they  themselves 
have  created. 

*LoRD  BASING  :  My  Lords,  I  cannot 
help  expressing  my  satisfaction  that  your 
Lordships  have  devoted  this  portion  of 
your  time  to  the  consideration  of  what 
is  certainly  a  very  important,  and  may 
become  a  very  burning  subject.  There 
can  be  no  question  that  the  Countj 
Councils  throughout  England  have  been 
very  much  dissatisfied  by  the  failure  of 
Parliament  to  provide  something  to  fill 
the  gap  occasioned  by  the  dropping  of 
the  Wheel  and  Van  Tax.  It  is  easy  to 
pick  fault-s  in  any  proposal  which  may  be 


made,  and  I*  am  far  from  saying  that  the 
Wheeland  Van  Tax,  as  originally  proposed  ^ 
would  have  been  popular.  In  fact,  no 
new  tax  is  popular — it  would  be  true  to- 
say  that  all  new  taxes  are  unpopular  and 
perhaps  difficult  of  collection.  But  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  having^ 
proposed  this  tax  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  aid  to  the  County  Councils,  or 
of  enabling  that  aid  to  be  granted, 
allowed  so  many  and  so  considerable 
exemptions  to  be  made  in  regard  to  the 
different  classes  of  persons  that  the  tax 
was  frittered  away,  and  people  con- 
sidered that  it  would  have  been  no  longer  a 
fair  or  equal  tax.  That  having  been  the  re- 
sult of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's 
proposal  it  would  be  rather  hard  on  the 
County  Councils  to  impose  upon  them, 
that  which  it  was  not  their  business  to 
give,  the  expression  of  an  opinion  in 
favour  of  the  re-introduction  of  that  tax^ 
or  the  responsibility  of  finding  a  sub- 
stitute for  it.  The  Government  tied 
themselves  to  a  plan ;  that  plan  failed, 
for  what  reason  I  do  not  care  to  inquire 
more  closely ;  and  I  think  they  are  bound 
to  find  some  substitute  for  that  which 
they  proposed  in  order  to  provide  the 
subvention  which  they  admitted  it  was 
their  duty  to  grant. 

Earl  FORTESCUE  :  My  Lords,  I  will 
not  again  travel  over  the  ground  which 
has  been  already  so  ably  traversed  by  the 
speakers  who  have  preceded  me  ;  but  I 
wish  to  supplement  the  statements  of  my 
noble  Friend  who  introduced  this  subject, 
and  my  noble  Friend  who  followed  him,, 
by  calling  attention  to  the  more  than 
probability  of  the  expenses  of  the  main 
roads  going  on  in  an  accelerated  ratio. 
Parliament  has  decided  that  turnpike 
tolls  should  never  be  renewed,  at  least 
as  far  as  the  word  "never"  applies  to- 
anything  in  legislation  —  it  has  set  its 
face  decidedly  against  the  renewal  of* 
turnpike  tolls.  Now,  the  consequence  of 
the  lapse  of  the  old  Turnpike  Acts  and 
the  absence  of  any  new  legislation  with 
regard  to  one  subject  which  they  dealt 
with  very  effectually,  namely,  the  width 
of  the  wheels  of  vehicles  carrying  very 
heavy  loads,  has  been  a  saving  of  shillings 
to  those  who  provide  timber  trucks,  and 
heavy  waggons  for  carrying  beer, 
fiour,  stones,  and  so  on.  There  has  been  a 
small  economy  possible  in  the  con- 
struction of  those  vehicles,  but  it 
has  cost  pounds  to  the  ratepayers  for  the 
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additional  repairs  to  the  roads  which  have 
been  rendered  necessary  by  the  nse  of 
tliose  vehicles.  As  one  broad-wheeled 
waggon  or  timber-truck  after  another 
wears  out,  or  becomes  disused,  my  ex- 
perience has  been  (and  I  speak  as  one 
who  from  the  commencement  of  the 
Highway  Act  has  occupied  the  chair  of 
a  Highway  Board)  that  they  will  in- 
variably be  replaced  by  others  having 
cheaper  and  narrower  wheels,  which  do 
enormous  damage  to  the  roads  in  all 
directions.  A  very  large  proportion  of 
those  vehicles  issue  from  the  towns. 
Timber,  of  course,  is  generally  not  cut  in 
the  middle  of  a  town,  and  at  all  events  it 
has  to  be  transported  from  the  place 
where  it  grows  on  trucks  or  waggons. 
But  heavy  brewers'  drays  and  millers' 
waggons  are  very  likely  to  issue  from 
the  towns,  and  the  increasing  damage 
done  to  the  roads  of  the  country  by  the 
transport  of  enormous  weights  on  very 
narrow  wheels  since  th^  lapse  of  the 
Turnpike  Acts,  and  in  the  absence  of  any 
<x>rresponding  provision  of  a  like  nature 
to  ensure  some  protectiou  to  the  roads, 
is  becoming  a  more  and  more  serious 
matter.  I  think  that  gives  the  County 
Councils  who  are  now  charged  with  the 
repair  of  the  main  roads  an  additional 
claim  upon  the  Government  for  the  ful- 
filment of,  what  I  consider,  something 
very  like  a  promise  on  the  part  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ;  and,  at  any 
rate,  to  some  general  legislation  with 
regard  to  wheels  which  will  renew  some 
of  the  protection  and  safeguard  to  the 
roads  of  the  country  which  existed  under 
the  old  Turnpike  Acts,  but  which  sub- 
sists no  longer  in  the  absence,  as  far  as  I 
Am  aware,  of  any  provisions  in  any  legis- 
lation passed  since  the  expiration  of  the 
Turnpike  Acts. 

*LoRD  DENMAN :  My  Lords,  I  think 
it  is  perfectly  clear,  from  the  words  of 
the  Lord  President  of  the  Council,  that 
this  is  entirely  a  question  for  the  House 
of  Commons.  My  noble  Friend  behind 
me  said,  as  I  understood,  that  some  of 
the  functions  of  the  County  Councils 
could  not  be  performed  by  the  magis- 
trates ;  but  their  small  numbers  in  com- 
parison with  the  number  of  magistrates 
would  not  be  sufficient  to  carry  out  the 
business  of  the  country.  I  assure  your 
Jiordships  there  is  a  great  dissatisfaction 
At  the  way  in  which  this  Act  is  being 
carried  out.  There  are  enormous  grants 
Earl  Foi'tescue 


already  given  to  the  Counjy  Councils,  and 
they  should  be  content  with  those  grants. 
In  the  last  Money  Bill  that  was  before 
the  House,  I  believe,  in  the  Local 
Government  Bill  there  is  a  clause  pro- 
viding that  the  County  Councils  cannot 
originate  Bills  for  the  ratepayers ;  they 
can  only  defend  Bills.  Almost  every 
County  Council  has  petitioned  for  new 
taxes  to  be  granted  to  them ;  but  they 
have  already  the  Probate  Duties  and  the 
Licensing  Duties,  and  I  am  satisfied  that 
the  hasty  legislation  which  was  carried 
on  in  a  most  unusual  manner  through 
both  Houses  of  Parliament  is  bearing  no 
good  fruit.  My  Lords,  I  am  an  old  man, 
and  I  did  not  think  I  might  live  to  see 
this  day,  but  I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to 
remonstrate  against  the  hasty  passing  of 
such  a  measure  as  you  have  passed. 
You  must  remember  that  every  extra 
grant  you  propose  has  to  pass  through 
the  House  of  Commons.  Consequently 
you  are  initiating  legislation,  but  you 
have  done  very  little.  Speaking  of  the 
County  Councils,  one  of  tiieir  own  Body 
said  rather  irreverently  perhaps,  that  it 
was  a  case  of  ^^much  jaw  and  little 
wool."  My  Lords,  I  do  not  think 
it  is  possible  these  small  Bodies, 
meeting  a  few  times  at  a  dis- 
tance from  their  homes,  can  ever  gefc 
through  the  business  of  the  counties  in 
the  way  that  the  magistrates  of  each 
county  did.  The  system  of  election  is 
entirely  faulty ;  it  is  founded  upon  the 
course  of  the  Municipal  Elections  in 
Ireland,  by  wliich  there  is  cumulative 
voting  for  owners  provided  for.  In  fact, 
it  is  faulty  in  principle,  -and  I  am  quite 
sure  that  until  you  have  what  was  pro- 
posed in  this  House  on  the  County 
Electorates  Bill,  that  every  householder 
shall  have  a  vote,  you  will  do  no  good. 
Instead  of  that,  they  are  only  JBIO 
occupiers  or  owners.  That,  my  Lords, 
was  a  very  retrograde  movement.  In 
1881,  upon  the  Enfranchisement  Bill,  it 
was  proposed  to  take  a  <£10  rental. 
That  system  was  opposed  by  many 
eminent  authorities,  who  said  that  the 
principle  of  scot-and-lot  voting  was  stifer 
than  the  system  of  rental.  In  1 866  a 
Bill  was  thrown  out  because  it  was  based 
on  rental .  Rating  is  the  true  principle,  and 
you  will  find  that  the  system  is  one  that 
cannot  work.  You  cannot  expect  60 
people  to  do  the  work  of  200,  and  of 
several   other  Bodies  besides.      I    felt. 
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fully  justified  in  moving  the  rejection 
of  the  Local  Government  Bill  on  the 
First  Reading,  but  my  Bill  was  not 
allowed  even  to  lie  on  the  Table.  That 
was  the  first  instance  I  ever  knew  of  such 
discourteous  conduct  towards  any  Mem- 
ber of  thi^  House,  and  nearly  the  oldest 
Member.  I  trust  this  question  will 
receive  attention,  and  if  any  attempt  is 
made  to  repeal  the  Local  Government 
Act  of  Scotland,  which*  abolishes  several 
most  useful  Bodies,  I  hope  it  will  meet 
with  more  support  than  the  Motion 
which  I  made  the  Session  before  last, 
when  my  Bill  disclosing  the  irregularities 
in  both  Houses  of  Parliament  was  thrown 
out  on  a  First  Reading,  and  not  allowed 
to  be  printed. 

House  adjoarned  at  half-past  Five  o'clock, 

to  Thursday  next,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Ttueaday  2bth  February,  1890. 


QUESTIONS, 


IRELAND— THE  CORK  UNION. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork,  Mid) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  directed  to  the  refusal 
of  the  Vice  Guardians  of  the  Cork  Union 
to  the  reqfuest  of  Mr.  William  D'Esterj^e 
Parker,  who  has  been  an  elected 
Guardian  for  the  past  30  years,  as  ex- 
pressed in  the  following  letter : — 

*'  Sir, — In  consequence  of  the  numerous  com- 
plaints which  have  been  made  to  me  by  the 
poor  people  in  receipt  of  outdoor  relief  in  the 
Honkstown  Division  whose  weekly  stipends 
have  been  reduced,  I  will  thank  the  Vice 
OuardiaDs  to  allow  the  relieving  officer  to  let 
me  see  the  application  and  outdoor  relief  hook 
on  Saturday  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the 
correctness  of  their  complaints,  with  the  view 
of  bringing  the  question  under  the  considera- 
tion  of  the  Vice  Guardians,  in  the  hope  that, 
when  the  individual  cases  are  fully  inquired 
into  hy  them,  they  will  be  good  enough,  at 
this  particularly  inclement  season,  to  discon- 
tinue the  reduced  scale,  and  allow  the  poor 
whitt  they  were  in  the  habit  of  getting,  except 
in  any  cases  where  the  circumstances  had  since 
altered.  —  Faithfully  yours,  W.  D'Esterre 
Parker;" 


and  why  this  request  was  refused  this 
gentleman  If 

Thk  CHIEF  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  BALifX)DR,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  The  Vice  Guardians  of  Cork  Union 
did  not  see  any  reason  to  direct  the 
relieving  oflScer  to  produce  his  books 
for  the  examination  proposed.  To  per- 
mit such  a  practice  on  the  pai*t  of 
individuals  would  tend  not  only  to  an 
unnecessary  waste  of  time  of  relieving 
oflficers,  but  also  to  an  undue  interfer- 
ence with  the  discharge  of  their  duties  ; 
but  the  Vice  Guardians  informed  Mr* 
Parker  tliat  they  would  carefully  con- 
sider any  case  he  might  bring  before 
them.  It  is  the  case  that  Mr.  Parker 
lias  been  a  Guardian  for  many  years. 

♦Mr.  lane  (Cork  Co.,  E.) :  May  I 
ask  whether,  in  the  present  extraordinary 
administration  of  the  Poor  Law  in  Cork, 
any  facilities  will  be  given  to  the  rate- 
payers or  their  representatives  to 
supervise  or  ascertain  how  outdoor 
relief  is  gi*anted? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not 
believe  that  anything  contrary  to  law  is 
going  on  in  Cork. 

♦Mr.  PLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  Can  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  what  is  the 
amount  of  the  expenditure  per  head 
in  Cork  Workhouse,  iucludiug  establish- 
ment charges  ? 

♦Mb.  a.  J  BALFOUR  :  I  have  no  in- 
formation. 

POSTAL  ARRANGEMENTS  IN  BRAD- 

FORD. 
Mb.  BYRON  REED  (Bradford,  E.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  memorial  from  inhabitants  of  Brad- 
ford, praying  for  the  re-opening  of 
the  postal  receiving  office  in  Market 
Street,  Bradford,  which  was  closed  some 
months  ago  by  official  orders ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  great  local  inconvenience 
has  resulted  from  this  closing  of  a  post 
office  in  an  important  thoroughfare; 
and  whether  he  will  now  be  prepared 
to  give  instructions  for  the  re-opening  of 
the  office  1 

♦The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  University  of  Cambridge)  :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state 
that  the  postal  receiving  office  in 
Market  Street,  Bradford,  wa«  closed  after 
the  branch  office  in  the  next  street,  Tyrrel 
Street,  had  been  opened  for  postal  busi- 
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I  less,  it  being  considered  better  to 
distribute  the  Post  Office  accommodation 
more  equally  by  opening  another  receiv- 
ing office  in  Thornton  Road,  a  little 
further  from  the  branch  office  than 
Market  Street ;  espscially  as  there  are 
already  two  letter  boxes  in  this  street, 
one  at  each  end  of  the  Town  Hall.  This 
has  accordingly  been  done  ;  and,  as  I  in- 
formed the  hon.  Member  by  letter  on  the 
23rd  ultimo,  I  should  prefer  to  wait 
♦ind  see  how  far  the  result  is  satisfactory 
before  making  a  further  change.  But  1 
shall  be  anxious,  above  all  things,  to  meet 
the  convenience  of  the  locality. 

POLICE  SUPERANNUATION. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  if  his 
attention  has  been  directed  to  the  Report 
of  the  Select  CJommittee  to  whom  the 
City  of  London  Police  Bill,  1889,  was 
referred,  urging  the  desirability  of  deal- 
ing with  the  whole  question  of  police 
superannuation  throughout  England,  in- 
cluding the  Metropolis;  and  if  he  now 
sees  his  way  to  introduce  a  Superannua- 
tion Bill  for  the  Metropolitan  Police,  and 
one  for  the  Constabulary  Forces,  upon  the 
lines  of  the  Acts  obtained  by  Lincolnshire 
and  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire,  or 
otherwise  to  redeem  the  promises  held 
out  to  the  Constabulary  by  many  of  his 
lu'edecessors  for  some  20  years,  or  other- 
wise to  take  action  upon  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Police  Supei'annuation 
Committee  which  reported  in  1877  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Maithews,  Birmingham,  E.)  :  Yes,  Sir  ; 
I  have  had  my  attention  called  to  the 
Report  and  the  Statutes  referred  to  in 
the  question.  The  subject  of  police 
superannuation  is  now  under  the  con- 
sideration of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
Ml  id  I  hope  before  long  to  be  able  to  in- 
form my  hon.  Friend  what  course  the 
Government  will  take  with  regard  fco  it. 

NATIONAL   SCHOOLS  AND  POLITICAL 

SPEECHES. 

Mr.  FRANCIS  STEVENSON  (Suf- 
folk, Eye) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education  whether  he  is  aware  tha»^^ 
on  the  13th  of  February,  at  the  National 
School  at  Aldeburgh,  Suffolk,  which  is 
in  receipt  of  a  Government  gi'ant,  the 
Mr,  Raikes 


schoolmaster,  who  acts  as  secretaiy  to 
the  local  branch  of  the  Primrose  League, 
distributed  a  number  of  copies  of  poli- 
tical speeches  of  a  highly  controversial 
character,  printed  under  the  auspices  of 
the  Woodbridge  Division  Conservative 
Association,  among  the  boys  of  his  own 
standard,  and  among  the  monitors  of 
the  other  standards,  for  circulation, 
expressing  at  the  same  time  the  wish 
that  the  parents  should  read  the  publica- 
tions in  question  ;  whether  practices  of 
that  kind  meet  with  the  sanction  of  the 
Education  Department ;  and  whether 
any  steps  will  be  taken  to  prevent  their 
recurrence? 

♦The    vice    PRESffiBNT    of    the 

COUNCIL  (Sir  W.   Hart  Dyke,   Kent, 

Dartford) :  It  would,  of  course,  be  very 
wrong  for  teachers  to  utilise  their  posi- 
tion in  school  for  Party  objects  ;  but  I 
am  informed  that  the  schoolmaster  in 
question  is  not  secretary  of  the  local 
branch  of  the  Primrose  League,  and  that 
he  handed  the  speeches  to  the  boys  after 
school  hours  upon  his  own  responsi- 
bility. 

THE  ALLOTMENTS  ACT. 

Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby, 
Ilkeston) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Penrith  (Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther) 
whether  application  was  made  two 
years  ago  by  the  labourers  of  Dinder,  in 
Somerset,  to  have  the  poor's  land  of  that 
parish  let  as  allotments  under  "The 
Allotments  Extension  Act,  1882";  and 
whether  the  Trustees  have  taken  any 
steps  to  carry  out  the  above  Act ;  and,  if 
not,  what  action  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners propose  to  take  to  enforce  the 
law? 

♦Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith)  :  The  Commissioners  are  with- 
out information  as  to  the  application 
mentioned  in  the  first  paragraph.  They 
have  repeatedly  urged  the  Trustees  tc> 
give  the  notices  required  by  the  Act,  and, 
in  the  result,  notice  of  letting  a  portion 
of  the  land  amounting  to  11  acres 
was  given  on  December  25th  last,  direct- 
ing applications  to  be  sent  in  before 
February  15  instant.  The  Commis- 
sioners are  informed  by  the  Trustees 
that  up  to  that  date  no  applications  have 
been  received. 

*Sir  W.  foster  :  I  should  Hke  to  ask 
whether    the    land    belonging    to    the 
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Trustees  offered  for  allotments  is  not  at 
a  considerable  distance  from  the  village  ? 
*Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER :  I  believe  that 
21  acres  out  of  24  are  at  a  considerable 
distance  from  the  village.  The  Commis- 
sioners have  been  pressing  upon  the 
Trustees,  and  will  continue  to  press  upon 
them,  the  desirability  of  effecting  an 
exchange  of  the  land. 

bISTRIBDTION  OF  PAMPHLETS  BY 
RURAL  POSTMEN. 
Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
complaints  have  reached  him  that  John 
Henry  Gregory,  a  rural  postman,  attached 
to  the  Deddington  Post  Office,  in  or  since 
October  last,  at  a  time  when  he  was  de- 
livering post  letters,  and  was  in  uniform, 
distributed  in  North  Aston  prints  of 
lettprs  addressed  to  the  Banbury 
Guardian,  and  signed  "  Lion,"  and 
'*  Justice,"  which  had  not  come  by  post, 
nor  bore  any  postal  address,  and  wliich 
reflected  on  the  conduct  of  Mr.  William 
Churchill,  of  Deddington,  and  defended 
the  conduct  of  Police-Constable  England, 
with  regard  to  a  charge  against  Mr. 
Churchill,  which  was  heard  before  the 
Deddington  Bench  on  27th  September 
iast ;  whether  the  distribution  of  such 
prihts  by  a  postman  on  duty  is  permitted 
by  the  Regulations  of  the  Post  Office ; 
and  whether  such  distribution  was  with 
the  knowledge  or  approval  of  the  Post- 
master of  Deddington  ? 

*Mr.  RAIKES:  Complaints  to  the 
effect  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member 
have  reached  the  Post  Office.  The 
postman  Gregory  gives  his  assurance 
that  he  was  not  on  duty  when  he  dis- 
tributed the  prints  or  leaflets  in  ques- 
tion ;  but,  be  that  as  it  may,  their  distri- 
bution by  a  postman  at  any  time,  or 
under  any  circumstances,  constituted  a 
clear  breach  of  Regulations,  and  he  has 
been  seriously  admonished  and  cautioned 
as  to  his  future  behaviour.  The  distri- 
bution of  the  leaflets  was  without  the 
knowledge  or  approval  of  the  Postmaster 
of  Deddington. 

THE  BERLIN  LABOUR  CONFERENCE. 
Mr.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  is  now  in 
a  position  to  give  the  House  any  infor- 
mation as  to  what  course  the  Govern- 
ment is  likely  to  adopt  with  regard  to  the 


proposed  International  Conference  on 
the  condition  of  Labour  in  Foreign 
Countries  ? 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  ov 
STATE  ¥0R  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
Jamks  Fkrgusson,  Manchester,  N.E.) : 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  ex- 
pressed their  willingness  to  take  part  in 
a  Conference  proposed  by  the  German 
Emperor  to  examine  into  grave  questions 
with  respect  to  the  welfare  of  the  work- 
ing classes,  the  solution  of  which  may  be 
facilitated  by  international  co-opera- 
tion, in  accordance  with  the  principles 
of  legislation  accepted  in  this  country. 

THE  PRIMROSE  LEAGUE. 

Mr.  BROADHURST:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  oi 
Council  on  Education  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  national  schools  cit 
Baston,  Lincolnshire,  were  closed  on 
Friday  afternoon  the  14th  inst.  to  allow 
of  preparations  being  made  for  a  Prim- 
rose League  entertainment  in  the  school- 
room that  evening  ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
it  is  within  the  right  of  managers  of 
national  schools  to  close  such  institutions 
to  facilitate  the  holding  of  politicji.1 
meetings  ? 

♦Sir  W.  HART  DYKE:  I  know 
nothing  of  the  circumstances  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers.  Every 
public  elementary  school  must  be  open 
400  times  in  the  course  of  the  year  in 
order  to  obtain  a  grant  ;  but  if  that 
requirement  is  observed,  there  is  nothing, 
so  far  as  I  am  aware,  to  limit  the  discrt'- 
tion  of  the  managers  in  gi*anting  an 
occasional  holiday. 

IRELAND— RAILWAY  AT  ARDGLA8S. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lorcl 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
Government  have  received  the  Report  of 
the  inquiry,  held  on  the  24th  January', 
in  Ardglass,  by  Mr.  John  G.  Barton, 
C.E.,  into  the  desirability  of  constructing 
a  Railway  from  Ardglass,  via  Killough, 
to  Downpatrick,  there  to  join  the  BelSist 
and  County  Down  Railway ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  last  season  herrings  were 
often  sold  in  the  morning,  when  they 
could  be  carted  to  Downpatrick,  as  high 
as  ^1  per  mease  of  635,  and  in  the  even- 
ing of  the  same  day  as  low  as  2s.  6d. 
per  mease,  from  want  of  facilities  for 
their  carriage,   while    they  have   even 
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sometimes  been  left  to  rot  on  the  shore, 
and  that  as  much  as  £68,000  worth  of 
herrings  liave  been  taken  in  a  season  at 
Ardglass  by  English,  Scotch,  Irish,  and 
Manx  boats ;  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  recommendation  con- 
tained in  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  Irish  Railways,  1888,  that 

''  A  line  should  be  constructed  from  Down- 
patrick  to  the  important  fishing  harbour  of 
Ardglass  ;" 

and  whether,  considering  the  very  great 
value  of  this  short  proposed  Railway  for 
the  development  of  the  fishing  industry 
of  Ireland,  the  Grovernment  will  grant 
the  assistance  required  for  its  construc- 
tion? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  think  it 
would  be  premature  for  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  make  any  statement  at 
present  in  regard  to  light  railways. 

THE  LONDONDERRY  POLICE. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  (London- 
derry)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
if  his  attention  has  been  called  to  a 
report  in  the  Derry  Journal  of  a  case 
before  the  Derry  Ma^trates,  on  the  5th 
of  last  December,  iu  which  two  boys 
were  charged  with  throwing  stones  at 
the  police,  and  in  which  one  boy,  named 
M*lSiid,  was  sentenced  to  14  days'  impri- 
sonment, and  the  other,  named  Clifford,  to 
14  days'  imprisonment,  and  also  to  five 
years*  confinement  in  a  reformatory ; 
whether  the  charge  against  Clifford  was 
merely  that  he  had  aided  and  abetted 
M*Daid;  whether  the  police  constable 
who  made  the  charges  said  that  he 
saw  Clifford  among  the  other  boys,  but 
he  did  not  see  him  throwing  any  stone  ; 
and  whether,  under  the  circumstances, 
he  will  take  steps  to  have  that  part  of 
the  sentence  on  Clifford  which  relates  to 
confinement  in  the  reformatory  re- 
mitted ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Having  regard 
to  the  previous  convictions  of  Clifford, 
one  of  which  also  involved  detention  in 
a  reformatory  in  1886,  remitted  subse- 
quently on  memorial,  it  would  not 
appear  to  be  for  the  young  offender's 
benefit  that  he  should  now  be  dis- 
charged. 

LE  CARON. 
Mb.  COBB :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of    State    for   the  Home    Depart- 
3fr.  Johnston 


ment  whether  Mr.  Anderson  handed  to 
Le  Caron  a  considerable  number  of 
documents,  in  addition  to  those  which 
were  produced  before  the  Special  Com- 
mission; whether,  with  regard  to  his^ 
answer  to  a  question  on  the  15th  of 
March  last,  that  he  knew  nothing  of  any 
documents  other  than  those  which  were 
used  by  Le  Caron  in  Court,  he  can  state 
whether  he  now  knows  if  Mr.  Anderson 
kept  any  list  of  the  documents  handed  by 
him  to  Le  Caron  ;  whether  all  the  docu- 
ments, whether  used  in  Court  or  not^ 
have  been  returned  to  Mr.  Anderson  : 
and  whether  the  Home  Office  will  allow 
Mr.  Anderson  to  have  the  custody  in  the 
future  of  these  and  other  confidential 
documents  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  given  to 
the  House  from  time  to  time  all  the  in- 
formation which  I  consider  that  1  ought 
to  give  consistently  with  my  public 
duty  with  regard  to  the  documents  in 
question.  In  obedience  to  what  has 
been  the  tradition  of  this  House  with 
respect  to  the  secret  service,  I  must  re- 
spectfully decline  to  answer  the  question 
of  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  COBB :  May  I  ask  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  any  more- 
knowledge  on  this  subject  now  than  he 
had  on  the  15th  of  March  last? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  informed  the 
House  a  short  time  ago — I  forget  the 
date — that  all  the  documents  had  been 
returned.  That  is  the  only  answer  I  can 
give  to  the  hon.  G^entleman. 

THE  ROYAL  YACHTS. 

Mb.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
if  he  will  be  good  enough  to  inform  the 
House  of  the  result  of  the  recent  sur- 
veys held  upon  the  Royal  yachts  Osborne 
and  Alberta;  whether  it  is  correct  that 
the  hulls  of  both  vessels  are  in  a  large 
measure  unsound;  and  if  he  can  state 
the  amounts  necessary  to  be  expended 
upon  the  hulls,  outfits,  engines,  and! 
boilers  of  each  vessel  for  the  purpose  of 
making  them  seaworthy  ? 

*The  first  lord  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing)  :  Some  of  the  timber  and  inner 
planking  of  the  Alberta  amidships  above 
the  turn  of  bilge  are  decayed.  The 
stem  and  some  of  the  timber  and  plank> 
ing  at  the  bow,  and  some  of  the  timber  and 
planking  right  aft,  are  also  more  or  less- 
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decayed.  These  are  the  principal  defects. 
The  Oabarne  has  not  been  found  un- 
sound. A  little  of  the  outside  wood- 
work at  the  bow  is  rotten.  It  is 
proposed  to  expend  £9,000  on  the  Alberta, 
including  cost  of  annual  outfit,  and 
about  £5,000  similarly  upon  the  Osborne, 
Mb.  GOURLEY  :  Does  that  include 
the  cost  of  the  machinery  1 
♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  Yes  — the 
repairs. 

NORTH  AMERICAN  FISHERIES. 
Mb.  GOURLEY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  for  State  for  Foreign 
A&urs  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  recommended,  or  intend 
recommending,  the  Government  of 
Canada  to  extend  the  tnodus  vivendi  of 
the  Chamberlain  Treaty  of  Washington 
relative  to  the  North  Atlantic  Anglo- 
American  fishery  disputes;  whether 
they  will  recommend  that  the  modtts 
vivendi  arrangement  shall  continue,  pend- 
ing a  final  interpretation  and  adjustment 
of  the  Treaty  of  1818 ;  and,  when  he 
expects  to  be  able  to  place  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  all  correspondence 
relative  to  this  and  the  Behring  Sea 
fisheries  ? 
*SiB  J.  FERGUSSON:  The  modus 
vivendi  in  regard  to  the  Canadian 
fisheries  can  only  be  renewed  by  an 
enactment  of  the  Parliament  of  the 
Dominion,  which  is  now  sitting,  and 
which  it  is  understood  will  consider  the 
question  during  the  present  Session. 
Negotiations  are  proceeding  in  regard  to 
the  Behring  Sea  fisheries.  Under  the 
circumstances,  no  pledge  can  be  given  as 
to  the  date  of  the  presentation  of  Papers. 

8C0TLAND-THE  DEATH  DUTIES. 

Mb.  CALnWELL  (Glasgow,  St.  Rol- 
lox) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exdiequer  whether  it  is  the  case  that, 
in  tKe  case  of  transference  of  property 
from  the  dead  to  the  living,  personalty  in 
Scotland  pays  a  Probate  Duiy  of  3  per 
cent  on  the  capital  sum  bequeathed, 
whilst  Feu  Duties  and  Ground  Annuals 
pay  only  a  Succession  Duty  of  1^ 
per  cent  on  the  capital  sum,  and 
that  based  on  a  life  interest  of  the  party 
succeeding ;  whether  Feu  Duties  and 
Ground  Annuals  pay  any  local  taxes ; 
and  whether  any  good  reason  exists  for 
this  difference  of  Government  duty  on 
the  two  classes  of  property  ? 


♦The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GosCHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  Personalty  in  Scot- 
land, as  in  the  rest  of  the  United  King- 
dom, pays  IJ  per  cent  Probate  Duty 
to  Imperial  Taxation,  while  Feu 
Duties  and  Ground  Annuals  also  pay 
1^  per  cent  irrespective  of  rates  of 
consanguinity.  There  is  no  direct  charge 
for  local  rates  in  respect  of  Feu  Duties 
and  Ground  Annuals ;  the  Feu  Duties 
and  Ground  Annuals  being  included  in 
the  valuation  of  the  property,  upon  which 
valuation  local  taxes  are  paid.  I  may 
remind  the  lion.  Member  that  I  explained 
the  reasons  for  the  difference  of  the  duty 
on  real  and  personal  property  in  the 
Budget  Debates  of  1888  and  1889. 

*Mr.  CALDWELL:  Is  it  not  the  fact 
that  personalty  pays  to  the  Exchequer 
3  per  cent,  in  whatever  way  the  amount 
is  ultimately  divided,  whilst  realty  pay& 
only  1^  per  cent? 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN :  Yes ;  but  I  do  not 
think  the  hon.  Member  has  studied  the 
history  of  the  question.  Only  1|  per  cent 
is  paid  to  the  Exchequer,  and  the  other 
14  to  local  funds. 

♦Me.  CALDWELL :  But  Feu  Duties 
and  Ground  Annuals  contribute  nothing 
to  local  funds. 

*Mb.  GOSCHEN:  I  must  refer  the 
hon.  Member  to  other  Members  of 
the  Government,  who  are  far  better 
versed  in  these  matters  than  I  am. 

ALLEGED  HARSH  SENTENCE— CASE 
OF  C.  J.  GAY. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  of 
the  Home  Department  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that, 
on  Friday,  Mr.  Cooke,  Metropolitan 
Police  Ma^trate,  sitting  at  Marylebone, 
sentenced  Charles  John  Gay  .to  one 
month's  imprisonment  with  hard  labour 
for  stealing  two  oranges ;  whether  Qa,j 
had  14  years*  good  character;  whether 
it  was  his  first  offence ;  whether  his 
employer  declined  to  prosecute;  and 
whether,  in  this  case,  any  portion  of  the 
sentence  can  be  remitted  ? 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  :  I  would  also  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether,  having  regard  to 
the  fact  that  this  was  Gay's  first  offence, 
and  that  he  had  14  years'  good  cha- 
racter, he  will  advise  that  the  remainder 
of  the  sentence  be  remitted  ? 
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Mb.  MATTHEWS :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  this  case.  Gay  had  been 
five  weeks  in  the  service  of  the  em- 
ployers whose  goods  were  nnder  his 
charge.  He  had  14  years*  good  cha- 
racter from  former  employers.  It  was 
his  first  offence.  He  was  prosecuted  by 
a  detective  in  the  employment  of  the 
London  and  North- Western  Railway 
Company.  I  am  informed  by  the 
learned  magistrate  that  he  was  satisfied 
that  Gay  had  broken  open  two  boxes, 
from  one  of  which  he  took  oranges  and 
from  the  other  sweets,  and  that  for  this 
reason  the  learned  magistrate  thought  it 
necessary  to  pass  a  sentence  of  impri- 
sonment. Having  regard  to  all  the 
circumstances  I  have  determined  to 
recommend  the  remission  of  half  the 
sentence. 

INDIAN     SUBJECTS    CLASSED    AS 

"  ALIENS  •*   BY  THE  TRANSVAAL 

GOVERNMENT. 

Me.  W.  F.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool, 
Abercromby)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether  it 
is  the  case,  as  reported  in  August  last, 
the  Transvaal  Government  has  classed 
Her  Majesty's  Indian  subjects  as 
"  Aliens,"  and  forbidden  them  to  reside 
within  the  Transvaal;  and,  if  so,  what 
steps  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
taken  to  redress  this  grievance  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron 
H.  de  WoRM.s,  Liverpool,  East  Tox- 
teth)  :  At  the  request  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  for 
India  I  will  answer  the  question.  It  is 
the  case  that  the  Government  of  the 
South  African  Republic  decided  that 
traders  from  British  India  should  be 
subject  ito  the  laws  and  regulations  of 
the  Republic  affecting  Chinese,  Arabs, 
and  other  Oriental  aliens.  These  Indians 
have  not  been  forbidden  to  reside  within 
the  South  African  Republic ;  but  are  at 
present  subject  to  serious  restrictions 
under  a  law  which  was  passed  in  1886, 
for  the  removal  or  mitigation  of  which 
Her  Majesty's  High  Commissioner  is 
now  in  communication  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Republic. 

TRUSTEE  SAVINGS  BANKS. 
Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  1  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
when  the  Bill  to  improve  the  working 


of  the  Trustee  Savings  Banks  will  be  in- 
troduced ? 

*Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  The  introduction  of 
this  Bill,  which  I  hope  to  introduce  at 
an  early  date,  has  been  deferred,  pending 
the  settlement  of  an  important  action 
which  may  tend  to  define  the  liabilities 
of  Trustees. 

ADMIRALTY  CONTRACTS— THE 
ASBESTOS  COMPANY. 

Mb.  BURT  (Morpeth)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  recent  case  of  BelFs  ABbest<^>s 
Company  w  Davis  and  Selfe,  and  to  the 
report  which  appeared  in  the  Fitiancial 
Xetvs  of  the  21st  instant  of  the  meeting 
of  the  Company  ;  and  wliether,  consider- 
ing that  the  practice  of  bribing  subordi- 
nates in  the  employment  of  users  of 
asbestos  was  defended  by  the  Chairman 
of  the  Company,  and  that  an  amend- 
ment directed  against  the  practice  was 
defeated  by  a  large  majority  of  the 
shareholders  present,  the  Admiralty 
will  give  directions  that  no  person  con- 
nected with  this  firm  shall  be  admitted 
into  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards,  and  that 
no  more  orders  shall  be  given  to  the 
Company  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  My  attention 
has  been  directed  to  the  report  of  tin* 
meeting  of  this  company,  and  to  the 
defence  by  the  chairman  of  the  company 
of  the  practice  of  obtaining  the  goodwill 
of  the  emjJoyes  of  users  of  asbestos  by 
the  payment  of  moneys,  the  vouchers 
for  which  were  excluded  from  the 
auditors'  scrutiny.  A  practice  so  repre- 
hensible and  demoralising  requires 
prompt  i*epudiation  on  the  part  of  those 
dealing  with  the  company.  The  Ad- 
miralty contracts  with  this  company 
terminate  on  the  30th  of  June.  I  hav(^ 
directed  a  letter  to  be  written  to  the 
company  informing  them  that  after  *that 
date  they  will  not  be  on  the  list  of 
Admiralty  contractors. 

LABOURERS'   ALLOTMENTS— TWY- 

FORD. 

Caiiain  VERNEY  (Bucks,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  on  the  5th  January,  1889,  the 
Buckingham  Rural  Sanitary  Authority 
passed  a  Resolution  to  put  into  force  tlie 
compulsory  clauses  of  "The  Allotments 
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Act,  1887,"  in  order  to  provide  allotments 
for  labourers  of  the  Parish  of  Twyford  ; 
that,  on  the  31st  of  August  last,  thia 
Resolution  was  rescinded ;  and  that  the 
labourers  of  the  Parish  of  Twyford  i 
by  published  placard,  on  the  10th  of 
October  last,  the  day  before  the  poUing 
day  in  Korth  Bucks,  answered  that  the 
required  land'  was  granted  for  the 
purpose ;  and  whether  the  Twyford 
labourers  liave  now  got  the  allotments 
demanded  under  the  Act  of  1887  ;  and, 
if  not,  whether  there  is  any  reasonable 
prospect  of  their  obtaining  them  undei 
that  Act  t 

Thb  secretary  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  LoKO, 
Wilts,  Devizes) :  From  the  correspond- 
ence which  has  passed  between  the  Rural 
Sanitary  AuOiority  of  the  Bnckinght 
Union  and  the  Boai'd  it  appears  that 
the  5th  of  ilanuary,  1889,  the  Aiithority 
passed  a  Resolution  to  the  effect  that 
the  compulsory  clauses  of  the  Allotments 
Act,  1887,  should  be  put  in  force  in  order 
to  provide  allotments  for  labourers  in  the 
Parish  of  Twyford,  and  that  on  the  31st 
of  Angost  last,  this  Resolution  was 
rescinded.  I  have  no  information  as  to 
the  placard  which  is  stated  to  have  been 
published  on  the  10th  of  October  last. 
The  Board  have  been  informed  that  the 
Sanitary  Authority  have  been  in  com- 
munication with  the  rector  of  Lincoln 
College  with  a  view  to  acquiring  suitable 
land  for  the  purpose  of  allotments.  The 
sum  asked  for  the  land  (£850,  free  from 
any  tenants'  compensation)  is  said,  and 
certainly  appears  to  be,  a  prohibitive 
price,  and  on  the  21st  of  this  month  the 
Authority  informed  the  Board  that  there 
is  no  other  suitable  land  in  the  parish 
that  would  be  convenient  for  the  purpose 
of  allotmenbi.  The  Board  r^ret  this 
result,  aiid  that  no  allotments  have  as 
yet  been  provided.  The  Bill,  however, 
-which  has  been  introduced  providing  for 
an  appeal  xo  the  County  Council  will,  if 
passed  by  the  House,  afford  those  in- 
terested an  opportunity  of  obtaining 
further  consideration  of  the  matter. 

TKIVIAL  OFFENCES— CASE  OF  THOS. 
BARNES. 

Me.  LuLBOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
I  b^  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  it  has 
come  to  his  notice  that  Thomas  Barnes 
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was  committed  by  the  magistrates  of 
Cirencester,  for  stealing  an  almond  cake 
on  the  let  January,  to  take  his  trial  at 
the  Quarter  Sessions  which  will  be  held 
some  time  in  April,  whilst  the  Gaol  De> 
livery  and  Assizes  will  be  held  by  Mr. 
Justice  Hawkins  on  Monday  next ;  and 
whether,  as  the  yonth  in  question  has 
been  already  in  prison  for  nearly  two 
months  for  what  is  a  trivial  ofFenoe,  if 
committed,  and  as  he  cannot  bo  indicted 
at  the  Assizes,  he  will  consider  if  he 
might  now  be  released,  and  a  rwlh 
/n-osequi  be  entered ) 

Mk.  MATTHBITO  :  My  attention  has 
not  been  called  to  the  case  of  Thomfis 
Barnes  except  by  the  hon.  Member's 
question.  The  Assizes  Relief  Act,  1889, 
enables  Justices  to  commit  to  Quarter 
Sessions,  even  though  Assizes  intervene, 
prisoners  whose  offences  are  fit  for  trial 
at  Quarter  Sessions,  but  the  Justices  still 
retain  discretionary  power  to  commit 
prisoners  for  special  reasons  for  trial  at 
the  Assizes,  and  it  has  been  generally 
understood  that  Justices  may  regard  as  a 
special  reason  the  fact  that  committal  to 
Quarter  Sessions  would  involve  long  de- 
tention in  prison.  I  cannot  adopt  the 
course  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member,  but 
I  will  communicate  with  the  committing 
Justices,  with  a  view  to  the  prisoner 
being  let  out  on  bail,  should  the  circum- 
stances prove  to  be  as  stated. 

THE  WHEEL  AND  VAN  TAX. 

Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS  (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether 
the  County  Councils  liave  replied  to  his 
circular  inquiring  their  views  as  to  the 
Wheel  and  Van  Tax  ;  whether  the  large 
majority  of  the  Councils  that  have 
replied  have  declared  in  favonr  of  the 
tax  ;  and  whether  he  has  discovered  a 
substitute  for  the  tax  ;  and,  if  not,  will 
!  re-introduce  the  measure  1 

Mb-  GOSCHEiN ;  The  hon.  Member's 
question  has  revived  the  memoiy  of  a 
most  equitable  and  much  reviled  tax. 
1  have  issued  no  circular  to  the  County 
Councils.  I  have  received  a  latge 
number  of  memorials  certainly  expressing 
strong  views  in  favonr  of  the  tax,  bnt 
those  memorials  generally  deal  only  with 
the  Van  and  Wheel  Tax,  and  do  not 
deal  with  the  lareer  question,  namely, 
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horses.  On  that  point  I  have  received 
no  memorials.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
asks  whether  I  have  discovered  a  sub- 
stitute for  the  tax,  and,  if  not,  whether  I 
will  re-introdnoe  the  measure.  I  would 
remind  him  that  the  relations  between 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
ratepayers  have  now  been  closed,  that  it 
is  for  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  to 
discover  local  taxes,  and  that  he  will  be 
the  hero  or  the  victim  of  the  next  tax 
which  is  proposed. 

PERJURY  IN  ENGLISH  COUNTY 

COURTS. 

Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS  (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretar}' 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  his  honour  Judge  Chalmers,  in 
his  reply  aifirming  the  prevalence  of 
perjury  in  English  County  Courts,  sug- 
gested any  remedies  ;  and,  if  so,  will  he 
state  to  the  House  the  purport  of  such 
suggestion  1 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  Judge  Chahners 
expressed  his  opinion  that  it  was  diffi- 
cult to  know  what  remedy  to  suggest. 
He  did,  however,  suggest  that  some 
good  might  be  done  if  a  small  and 
summar}^  punishment  were  provided  for 
County  Court  perjury. 

SUPPLY  OF  COAL  TO  BARRACKS. 

Sir  albert  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  War 
Office  if  he  is  aware  that  a  clause  pro- 
posed to  be  added  to  the  conditions  of 
contract  for  the  supply  of  coals  to  various 
barracks  does  not  give  any  relief  to  the 
contractor  in  the  event  of  a  strike 
entirely  beyond  his  control ;  and  has  the 
omission  of  such  a  strike  clause  received 
his  sanction  ? 

The  financial  SECRETARY  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Brodrick,  Surrey,  Guild- 
ford) :  By  a  cii'cular  issued  on  the  19th 
inst.  a  clause  was  added  to  all  coal  con- 
ti-acts  to  the  effect  that  if  the  contractor 
were  precluded  from  completing  his 
<rontract  by  combination  of  workmen  or 
strikes,  the  circumstances  of  each  case 
would  be  specially  considered  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War. 

[MPORTATION  OF  FROZEN  MEAT. 

Mr.  BROOKFIELD  (Sussex,  Rye)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  it  is  the  case  that  "  The 
Mr.  Gosclien 


Merchandise  Marks  Act,  1887,"doe8  notin* 
any  way  affect  the  importation  into  tliis 
country  of  froz^en  meat,  which  may  after- 
wards be  passed  off  as  being  of  homeproduc- 
tion ;  and  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
mentisdisposedtoconsenttoan  inquiry  intO' 
the  question  of  how  far  the  main  prin- 
ciple and  operation  of  "  The  Mercliandise 
Afiirks  Act,  1887,"  maj-  be  usefully 
amplified  or  extended  ? 

*The    president  of   the   B0ARJ> 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.   Hicks  Bbach,  Bris- 
tol, W.) :  As  I  stated  on  a  former  occasion,. 
I    am    not   in    a    position   to    give   an 
authoritative  opinion  upon  the  construc- 
tion of  an   Act  of    Parliament,   but    it 
appears  to  me  that  if  a  butcher  know- 
ingly   sold     imported    frozen    meat    as 
English  meat  he   might   make  'liimselT 
liable  to  a  prosecution  under  the  Mer- 
chandise    Marks     Act,     ana     probably 
would   under  Section   6  of  the  Sale  of 
Food  and  Drugs  Act,   1875.     I  am  not 
prepared  to  acquiesce  in  an  inquiry  of 
wider  scope  than    is    contemplated    by 
the  Motion  in  reference  to  the  Merchan- 
dise Marks  Act,  of  which  notice  has  been 
given  by  the  hon.   Member  for   Central 
Sheffield. 

TREASURY  CLERKS. 

Mr.  JOHN  KELLY  (CamberweH^ 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether,  with  a  ^'iew  to 
obviating  the  anomalies  likely  to  be 
created  by  the  conversion,  after  the 
method  indicated  in  the  Treasury  Minute 
of  February  4th,  1890,  of  the  triennial 
increments  of  the  clerks  of  the  lower 
division  into  annual  increments,  he 
would  be  prepared  to  adopt  one  by  which 
such  clerk  would,  on  April  1st,  1890,  be- 
credited  with  so  much  (omitting  any 
fraction  of  a  pound  sterling)  as  might 
then  have  accrued  due  to  him,  and  be 
allowed  on  such  date  to  draw  his  first 
annual  increment  of  £7  10s.,  or  JBIO,  as 
the  case  might  be  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  It  is  almost  impos- 
sible to  avoid  some  anomalies  in  applying 
new  rules  to  existing  establishments.  We 
have  admitted  the  existing  lower  division 
clerks  without  any  conditions  to  the  bene- 
fits of  the  new  scale.  Under  the  Minute 
every  lower  division  clerk  in  the  year 
ending  3 1st  March  next  will  have  had 
his  triennial  increment  converted  into  an 
annual  increment,  witli  immediate  bene- 
fit, and  I  do  not  think  that  any  further 
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change  of  the  annouiiced  armngements  is 
necessaiy. 

WRITERS'  SATURDAY  HALF-HOLID  V  V. 

Mr.  TCJITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  aslc  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether,  in  reference  to  the 
favourable  reply  o;i7en  by  him  on  the 
26th  of  last  August,  with  regard  to  the 
Writers*  Saturday  half-holiday,  it  was  his 
intention  that  such  altemace  Saturday 
half-holiday  should  commence  from  the 
date  of  his  reply  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  No, 
Sir  ;  the  alternate  Saturday  half -holiday 
to  copyists  was  not  intended  to  be  given 
until  provision  should  nave  been  made 
by  order  in  Council  for  the  grant  of  the 
same  privilege  to  clerks  of  the  second 
division. 

IRELAND— CASE  OF  MR.  JOHN 
M'ENERY. 

Mr.  O'KEEFFE  (Limei-ick)  :  1  beg  to 
ask  -the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  sentence  of  one  month's  imprison- 
ment passed  yesterday  on  Mr.  John 
M'Euery,  editor  of  the  Limei-ick  Leader, 
by  Messrs.  Hoddes  and  Robertson,  in 
default  of  giving  bail  to  be  of  good  be- 
haviour for  1 2  months,  for  publishing  with- 
out comment  proceedings  of  a  meeting  of  a 
branch  of  the  Local  National  League  on 
the  3rd  of  February  ;  whether  the 
magistrates  are  correctly  reported  to  have 
refused  to  state  a  case  for  superior  Courts 
on  this  conviction  ;  and  if,  having  regard 
to  sentences  in  similar  cases  being  under 
review  by  superior  Courts,  he  will  take 
steps  not  to  permit  said  sentence  to  take 
effect  % 

•The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University  of 
Dublin) :  The  magistrates  did  refuse 
to  state  a  case  for  a  superior  Court  of 
Law  in  the  matter  referred  to  in  the 
Question.  They  so  refused  on  the 
ground  that  the  question  of  law  sub- 
mitted to  them  had  been  already  decided 
by  the  Exchequer  Division  in  the  case 
of  another  prosecution.  I  have  no  power 
to  take  the  steps  suggested  in  the  third 
paragraph  of  the  Question,  but  I  may 
point  out  that,  whenever  magistrates  act 
erroneously  in  refusing  fco  state  a  case, 
their  error  can  be  corrected  on  an  applica- 
tion to  the    Court    of    Queen's  Bench, 


under    the    provisions    of    20    and   21 
Vic,  c.  43. 

*Mr.  FLYNN  :  Has  this  pnsecution 
been  brought  under  the  Criminal  Law 
Procedure  Act,  or  under  the  Statute  of 
Edward  III.  ? 

*Mr.  MADDEN:  The  sentence  appears 
to  have  been  given  under  the  Statute  of 
Edward  III.  1  believe  the  charge  was 
under  the  Criminal  Law  Procedure  Act. 

Mr.  O'KEEFFE:  The  charge  wa** 
that  the  defendant  had  published 
without  comment  the  report  of  a  meet- 
ing of  a  branch  of  a  Local  National 
League.  Does  not  the  decision  of  the 
magistrates  amount  to  a  breach  of  the 
decision  of  the  County  Court  Judge  at 
Waterf ord  ? 

*Mr.  madden  :  The  question  of  the 
correctness  of  the  decision  of  the  County 
Court  Judge  at  Waterf  ord  is  now  sub 
judice,  and  pending  the  ultimate  decision 
of  the  superior  Court  I  can  give  no 
opinion  on  the  subject. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Clancy  (Dublin 
County,  N.), 

*Mr.  madden  said:  The  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  has  jurisdiction  in  the 
matter,  and  beyond  that  I  can  say 
nothing. 

Mr.  CLANCY:  Upon  a  former 
occasion  when  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  was  appealed  to,  the  appeal  was 
not  opposed.  Will  the  Government 
agree  not  to  oppose  an  appeal  in  this 
caae? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

THE  CORK  TELEGRAPH  OFFICE. 

Mr.  LANE:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether  the  recent 
appointments  to  vacancies  in  the  Cork 
telegraph  offices  have  been  made  in 
accordance  with  Rule  No  6,  which  vests 
the  nomination  in  the  Local  Postmaster  ; 
and,  if  not,  why  were  the ,  nominations 
taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Cork 
Postmaster;  and  will  the  course  pre- 
scribed by  the  above  rule  be  adhered  to 
iB  connection  with  the  two  appointments 
now  vacant  in  the  Cork  office  ? 

*Mr.  RAIKES:  It  is  the  practice 
to  let  the  local  Postmaster  nominate 
to  junior  appointments  in  his  own 
office,  but  such  practice  is,  of 
course,  subject  to  the  pleasure  of  the 
Postmaster  General,  who  himself  nomi- 
nates when  he  thinks  such  a  coarse  con- 
2X2 
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ducive  to  the  public  interest.  The  five 
male  telegraphists  who  during  the  last 
four  years  have  been  transferred  to  Cork 
from  other  offices  have  been  so  trans- 
ferred for  the  following  reasons : — One 
for  the  sake  of  economy,  in  order  that 
the  situation  he  relinquished  at  Youghal 
might  be  abolished  ;  two  for  purposes 
of  discipline,  that  they  might  be  under 
more  efficient  control  ;  one  on  medical 
grounds,  having  suffered  from  illness  at 
Limerick,  where  he  was  previously 
employed,  and  the  fifth  was  transferred 
in  order  that  he  might  be  with  his 
parents,  who  reside  at  Cork.  Whether 
to  the  two  appointments  now  vacant  at 
Cork  it  will  be  left  to  the  Postmaster 
to  nominate  or  not  I  have  not  yet  de- 
cided. 

EGYPTIAN  ANTIQUITIES. 

Mb.  HOWORTH  (Salford,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  it  is  true,  as 
reported  in  the  Academy  of  the  8th  of 
February,  in  a  letter  signed  by  Lieu- 
tenant-Colonel Rose,  Inspector-General  of 
Irrigation  in  Egypt,  that  some  person 
unknown  has  this  winter  been  systemati- 
cally mutilating  the  tombs  of  Beni  Hassan, 
in  Egypt  ;  that  25  Royul  names  have 
been  erased,  and  the  heads  of  the  prin- 
cipal figures  abstracted  ;  and,  if  these  facts 
prove  to  be  true,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  make  representations  to 
the  Government  of  His  Highness  theKhe- 
.dive,  so  that  immediate  steps  may  be 
taken  to  ensure  the  safety  of  antiquities 
whose  interest  and  scientific  value  is 
unique  ? 
♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  No  such  infor- 
mation  has  been  received  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  but  inqniry  will 
be  made  of  Sir  E.  Baring. 

ONE  POUND  NOTES: 
Mr.  MORTON  (Peterborough)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  the  Government  intend 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  this  Session  giving  the 
Bank  of  England  or  other  banks  the 
privilege  of  issuing  £\  bank  notes  ;  and 
whether  he  can  state  the  conditions  on 
which  they  will  be  issued  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  have  not  heard  of 
any  Government  Bill  dealing  with  the 
subject-matter  of  this  question  being  on 
thii  stocks.  But  the  hon.  Member  must 
lie  awa  re  that  in  no  casj  arc  either  Minis- 
Jfr,  BaikeA 


ters  or  private'  Members  in  the  habit  of 
sketehing  out  to  the  House  the  features 
of  any  Bills  which  tliey  may  contem- 
plate. 

THE  EIGHT  HOURS  QUESTION. 

Mr.      CUNINGHAME      GRAHAI^I 

(Lanark,  N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  if  he  contemplates 
giving  further  facilities  for  the  discus- 
sion of  the  Eight  Hours  Question  ;  and, 
if  so,  when  ? 

♦The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster)  :  I  freely  recognise  the 
importance  of  the  subject,  and  I  am 
anxious  that  it  should  he  fully  discussed  ; 
but  I  observe  that  the  hon.  Member  has 
a  Motion  relating  to  this  subject  down 
on  the  Paper  for  March  1 8th,  and  that  a 
Bill  is  also  down  for  March  26th.  Under 
those  circumstances  I  am  unable  to  give 
any  pledge  on  a  subject  so  far  in 
advance. 

*Mr.  C.  GRAHAM:  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  hold  out  any  hope  of  a 
day  being  given  for  the  discussion  of  the 
Eight  Hours  Bill  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  is  obviously 
impossible  at  this  moment  to  give  any 
undertaking  of  the  kind. 

THE  TRANSVAAL. 
Mr.  EDWARD  HARDCASTLE  (Sal- 
ford,  N.)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether  the  Suzerainty  of 
the  Transvaal  was  i*etained  by  the  British 
Crown  when  the  troops  were  withdrawn 
from  that  country ;  what  is  the  nature 
and  value  of  that  Suzerainty  ;  and 
whether  under  it  British  subjects,  who 
are  said  already  to  outnumber  the  Boera, 
are  entitled  to  the  franchise  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  Convention 
of  London,  made  in  1884  between  Her 
Majesty  and  the  South  African  Republic, 
contains  no  express  reservation  of  the 
Queen's  right  of  Suzerainty,  and,  although 
Her  Majesty  retains  under  the  Conven- 
tion the  power  of  refusing  to  sanction 
treaties  made  by  the  South  African 
Republic  with  Foreign  States  and  nations 
and  with  certain  native  tribes,  it  is  a 
cardinal  principle  of  that  settlement  that 
the  internal  government  and  legislation 
of  the  South  African  Republic  shall  not 
be  interfered  with.  No  persons,  whether 
British  subjects  or  otherwise,  can  at 
present  obtain  the  franchise  within  the 
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South  African  Republic  unless  they 
make  a  declaration  of  allegiance  to  it, 
which  involves,  to  a  considerable  extent, 
the  renunciation  within  the  Republic  of 
their  national  rights  and  obligations  as 
subjects  of  the  Queen. 

THE  SUPERANNUATION   BILL/ 

*Mr.  DIXON- ha RTL and  (Middle- 
sex,  Uxbridge) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  what  are  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Government  regarding 
the  Superannuation  Bill  which  was  with- 
drawn last  Session ;  and  whether  it  is 
proposed  to  re-introduce  it  during  the 
present  Session  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Yes :  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  intro- 
duce a  Superannuation  Bill,  as  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Royal  Commission  make 
it  our  duty  to  proceed  with  the  subject, 
difficult  and  complicated  as  it  is. 

IRELAND— boycotting  RETURNS. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle-on- 
Tyne)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  whether  he  is  now  able  to 
place  on  the  Table  particulars  with 
reference  to  the  boycotting  cases  men- 
tioned in  his  speech  of  last  Tuesday  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  understood 
that  all  that  was  desired  was  some  means 
of  identifying  the  cases.  The  Govern- 
ment have  always  resisted  returns  giving 
the  names  of  cases  of  boycotting,  for  the 
obvious  reason  that  it  might  endanger 
life.  But  as  the  cases  to  which  I  re- 
ferred have  already  been  made  public, 
either  in  newspaper  controversy  or 
before  Courts  of  Law,  I  have  no  objection 
to  giving  the  names,  with  the  dates  and 
places.  I  presume  that  that  will  be 
adequate. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  And  the  circum- 
ntances  i 

Mr.  A  J.  BALFOUR :  I  think  that 
such  a  return  as  I  have  mentioned  is 
already  rather  unusual,  and  I  do  not 
think  I  can  undertake  to  add  a  narrative 
of  the  circumstances,  which,  however, 
are  already  well  known. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  made  use  of  the  circum- 
stances as  arguments,  and  I  wish  to  test 
those  arguments,  which  I  cannot  do 
unless  the  circumstances  are  placed 
before  me. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  will  undertake 
to  give   a   sufficient  statement   of    the 


circumstances  to  enable  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  identify  the  cases. 

Mb.  CLANCY  :  With  reference  to  the 
reason  given  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  for  not  giving  the  names,  may  I 
ask  how  can  there  possibly  be  boycotting 
without  its  being  known  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 


PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS  COMMITTEE. 

Ordered,  That  the  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  Estimates  Procedure 
(Grants  of  Supply),  of  Session  1888,  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  Public 
Accounts. — (J/r.  Jackson,) 

MO  T 10  NS. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  -LOM- 
MITTBE  OF  SUPPLY. 

(4.10.)     Motion  made,   and  Question 

proposed, 

**  That  the  Committee  of  Supply  have  pre- 
cedence this  day  of  Notices  of  Motion ;  that 
so  much  of  Standing  Order  1 1  as  requires  that 
the  Question  shall  be  proposed,  *  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair '  be  suspended 
next  Friday ;  and  that  the  provisions  of  Stand- 
ing Order  b^  be  extended  to  this  day  and 
Friday  next."— (ifr.  William  Henry  Smith,) 

(4.12.)  Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (North 
ampton)  :  I  congratulate  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman  upon  the  early  zeal  he 
haa  shown  in  taking  private  Members' 
days,  and  still  more  on  the  astute- 
ness with  which  he  has  arranged 
business  in  this  House  in  order  to  suit 
the  exigencies  of  his  position.  For 
my  own  part  I  fully  admit  that  the 
di£5culties  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
position  are,  to  some  extent,  his  excuse 
for  the  action  he  has  taken.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  at  the  head  of  a 
majority  of  this  House,  but  of  an  ez- 
csedingly  composite  majority,  with  no 
constructive  cohesion,  the  only  desire 
being  to  keep  out  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone),  and  to 
prevent  Home  Rule  from  taking  place  in 
Ireland.  ["  Hear,  hear ! "  from  the 
Ministerial  Benches^  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  I  see,  agree  with  me  in  that. 
Perhaps  they  wiU  go  further,  and  agree 
with  me  that  it  is  wise  for  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  limit  the  action 
of  the  House  to  discussing  Government 
Bills,  the  details  of  which  have  been 
carefully  arranged  between  the  difEerent 
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net.- 1  ions  that  snpjMtrt  the  riglit  hon. 
(.reutleman.  I  fan  see  why  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemaii  objects  to  Private  Mom- 
b^-rs'  days ;  there  are  so  many  rooks 
;ihead  for  the  vessel  which  the  right  hon . 
Oentlenmn  navigates.  The  hon.  Mcm- 
l>ei'  for  the  Blaokfriars  Division  of 
(ilaflgow  (Mr.  Provand)  has  a  Motion  ou 
the  Paper  with  reference  to  the  obnosiouB 
tiixes  on  tea,  coSee,  and  cmrHntx,  which 
would  have  put  the  Liberal  Unionists 
ill  a  difficnlty  as  to  how  they  were  to 
vot«,and  they  naturally  leoked  to  the  right 
hon.  Oentlenian  as  the  pilot  to  get  theni 
clear  of  tliat  difficnlty.  It  cannot  be 
said  ttuit  tlie  debate  im  the  Address  has 
been  long.  It  has  only  occupied  seven 
days,  for  I  exclude  the  two  Wediiesdays., 
the  firaf-  of  ivliich  was  occupied  by  the 
Gentlenit'n  in  uniform  who  usually  per- 
form an  such  occasions,  and  the  second 
only  began  at  two  o'clock,  owing  to  right 
hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  de- 
siring to  api-nd  their  morning  in  prayer. 
It  is  said  that  the  Motions  brought  for- 
ward on  the  Address  justify  the  Govern- 
ment in  proposing  to  take  away  private 
MJemhevs'  days.  That  is  mistaking  the 
cause  for  the  eSect :  it  is  because  hon. 
Members  have  had  experience  and  know- 
that  their  days  will  he  taken  away,  that 
those  Motions  are  brought  forward  ou 
the  Address.  No  sooner  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  hear  that  the  House  was 
willing  to  close  the  debute  on  the 
Address  on  Monday  than  he  put  down 
a  wishy-washy  Motiun  on  the  Eteport  of 
the  Special  Oommissian  for  the  following 
Monday.  Neit  day  the  right  hon 
Gentleman  said  he  must  have  a  little 
money,  and  a  day  afterwai-ds  ho  said  he 
must  luive  Tuesday  to  get  his  money, 
and  so  the  trick  was  ilone.  Wliy  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  have  added 
HViilay  it  is  im[>o9sible  to  Kay.  Friday 
haa  always  been  sacred  t<>  private  Meni- 
hers,  even  at  the  end  of  the  Session,  by 
means  of  morning  sittingis.  I  am  sorry 
to  Bay  it  appears  to  me  that,  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  there  is  nothing  sacred. 
I  know  what  the  reply  will  be.  The 
right  hon  Gentleman  will  get  up  and 
Bay  that  he  owes  a  duty  to  his  God,  hia 
Qneen  and  his  country,  and  that  notice 
law  been  giren  in  the  Queen's  Speech  of 
very  valuable  Bills  with  which  it  is  de- 
sirable to  proceed.  But  what  are  those 
Bills?  There  are  only  two  of  any  im- 
portance—nsne  to  get  hold  i)f  a  ceriain 
Mi:  Liiiiouc)iei-p, 


amount  of  money  for  the  Irish  landlords* 
and  the  other  to  facilitate  the  clergy  iu 
their  niarauding  effci-ts  to  get  hold  of 
the  titln-s.  After  what  hnppeiitd  la«t 
year  alwnt  the  Tithes  Bill  the  right  hou. 
Cicntleman  ha.s  no  right  to  eipect  aid 
from  the  Opposition  in  passing'  that  sort 
of  pr.'datnrj-  Bill,  or  in  enabling  thr 
Libcnl  Uniimists  to  avoid  the  eniharraw- 
mt'iit  iif  votin-r  against  Liberal  Motions. 
I  hope  I  shall  gtt  the  support  of  hou. 
Membi-rh  l*low  the  Gaiigwjiy  oj)|iOBitt 
in  the  Division  which  I  intend  to  tiJce  on 
the   Motion. 

(4.21.)  Mr.  PICrON  (Leicester):  If 
the  right  lion.  G  ntlem-in  is  hionduct  the 
business  of  the  HoDSt  in  this  manner  T 
imagin;- that  pnvate  Mtmbers  will  cease 
to  be  of  any  use  and  all  he  n  ill  have  tu 
do  will  l>e  to  introduce  a  system  of 
proxies,  such  as  formerly  prevailed  iu 
another  plat-e,  but  has  now  been  aban- 
doned, and  iJlow  us  to  go  about  our 
hnsTue,';,';.  The  right  hon.  Geutleman, 
when  my  hon.  Friend  below  me  (Mr. 
LihoQchere)  alluded  to  the  brevity  of 
the  dulnte  on  the  Addres",  smilingly 
shoiik  Ills  head  with  na  near  an  approM»t 
to  siitii'e  as  whs  possible,  Eiet  mt- 
i-flmiud  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  of  h»te  years  the  deltates  on  the 
Addi-esa  have  been  necessarily  very  long. 
In  1«S7  the  dL-b«t«  lasted  16  days— IT 
if  the  day  occupied  in  considering  the 
ReiK.rt  i«  included -and  in  1888  11 
days,  ilnd  last  year  about  tUe  same  time. 
I  i!an  find  no  precedent  for  a  Minister, 
imnicdialely  after  the  Address  has  beeu 
voted,  proposing  to  take  away  private 
Members'  days.  The  fact  is  that  the  old 
practici'  of  the  House  of  Commons  is 
being  destroyed,  and  it  is  becoming  an 
uss'.'mbly  of  mero-  ciphers  waiting  on  the 
dictation  of  the  head  nf  the  Government. 
\Hn  serious  debate  takes  pbce  in  this 
House,  and  the  discussion  of  public  affairs 
is  transferred  to  the  newspapers  and  the 
constituencies. 

(4.30)  Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Isle  of 
Thanet):  The  re  are  many  hon.Meinl>erson 
Uiis  side  of  the  House  who  would  like  to 
hear  some  goud  reason  from  the  Goveru- 
mcnt  for  the  course  they  now  propose  to 
trtke.nndwhoareinclinedtoprotestagainst 
th('  principle  of  tiiking  away  the  time 
belonging  to  private  Members  for  the 
purpose  of  voting  Supply.  I  would  alwi 
say  that  it  has  been  the  practice  of  the 
Hiinse  in  times  past  willingly  to  afford 
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facilities  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
when  the  necessities  of  Supply  were 
pressing,  or  when  any  real  emergency 
arose.  Is  there  emergency  now?  No 
•doubt  the  debate  on  the  Address  hajs 
not  been  unduly  curtailed,  to  say  the  least 
of  it,  and  we  must  also  bear  in  mind  that 
the  Government  have  placed  a  consider- 
able portion  of  their  time  next  week  at 
the  disposal  of  the  House.  I  recognise 
the  situation,  but  I  wish  to  elicit  from 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  this 
practice  of  taking  the  days  of  private 
Members  is  not  going  to  be  made  a  pre- 
cedent. I  also  want  to  have  an  assur- 
:ance  that  the  application  made  by  the 
Oovernment  to  the  House  is  founded 
upon  hoiidfide  public  requirements,  and 
that  the  time  to  be  taken  from  private 
Members  is  to  be  devoted  to  the  specific 
object  of  considering  urgent  Votes  in 
Supply. 

*(4.33.)  The  FIRST  LORD  of  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster)  :  I  trust  that  hon.  Members 
will  feel  it  their  duty  to  accept  the  Motion 
I  have  already  submitted  to  the  House. 
The  only  precedent  which  I  could  ask 
the  House  to  lay  down  is  a  precedent 
declaring  that  the  necessities  of  the 
public  service  must  be  provided  for.  It 
has  been  the  practice  in  the  last  two  or 
three  years  to  discuss  Supply  at  great 
length.  In  those  years  every  Govern- 
ment day  might  have  been  devoted  to 
the  consideration  of  Supply,  to  the  ex- 
clusion of  other  business.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  says  that  the  old 
practice  of  the  House  of  Commons  is 
being  destroyed.  I  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member.  Hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
.«ide  of  the  House  are  destroying  that 
practice,  which  was  to  vote  the  Address 
in  one  night,  or  in  two  nights  at  the 
most-  This  year  the  debate  on  the 
Address  has  occupied  a  fortnight,  and 
we  have  arrived  at  the  25th  of  February, 
4k  date  when  it  is  usual  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  proceed  with  Supply.  We  can 
not  expect  the  debate  on  the  Report 
-of  the  Special  Commission  to  oc- 
-cupy  less  than  the  whole  Government 
time  next  week,  and  in  these  circum- 
stances it  beconles  imperative  to  devote 
this  evening  and  Friday  next  to  Supply. 
Friday,  however,  might  be  preserved  to 
private  Members  if  the  House  will  grant 
previously  all  the  Supply  for  which  it  is 
neoessary  to  sfik.     The  hon.  Member  for 


Northampton  has  given  me  credit  for 
great  astuteness.  I  do  not  claim  to  be 
astute ;  all  I  claim  is  this,  that  I  pay 
regard  to  the  business  of  the  House  and 
seek  to  render  its  transaction  possible. 
If  the  consideration  of  that  business  ex- 
cludes the  consideration  of  Motions  and 
Bills  in  which  hon.  Members  are  inter- 
ested, I  regret  the  fact,  but  I  contend  that 
the  Government  are  not  responsible. 
We  are  anxious  that  private  Members 
should  enjoy  the  opportunities  which  the 
rules  of  the  House  intended  them  to  liave, 
and  if  hon.  Members  would  only  revert  to 
the  ancient  practices  and  customs  which 
enabled  them  to  enjoy  those  opportu- 
nities nobody  would  be  more  delighted 
than  myself  and  my  Colleagues.  I  am 
most  anxious  to  revert  to  the  Parlia- 
mentary practices  which  prevailed  before 
the  introduction  of  that  extreme  heat 
which  now  is  manifested  in  political 
affairs.  If  we  can  but  resume  those 
practices  the  political  interests  of  the 
country  will  be  greatly  advanced  and 
also  the  interests  of  the  different  political 
parties  in  this  House.  I  may  point  out, 
before  sitting  down,  that  the  first  notice 
of  Motion  on  the  Paper  relates  to  a  sub- 
ject which  can  be  discussed  exhaustively 
on  the  Budget. 

(4.38.)  Sir  W.  HARCOURT,  (Derby): 
I  was  very  glad  to  hear  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet  main- 
tain a  doctrine  which  I  have  held 
ever  since  I  have  sat  in  this  Hous«. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  taken 
the  best  means  to  avoid  heat  in  this 
discussion  by  casting  an  explosive  bomb 
across  the  House  and  accusing  the  Opposi- 
tion of  being  the  cause  of  all  the  evils  of 
which  he  complains.  It  is  quite  true 
that  the  practice  of  the  House  has  very 
much  changed,  and  that  protracted 
debates  on  the  Address  are  of  compara- 
tively recent  date.  The  practice,  as  far 
as  I  know,  began  in  the  years  between 
1880  and  1885.  There  was  a  debate  in 
one  of  those  years  which  lasted  1 1  days, 
and  the  questions  discussed,  such  as  the 
afbirs  of  Egypt,  were  raised  by  Gentle- 
men who  then  sat  on  the  front  Opposi- 
tion Bench.  I  do  not,  however,  want  to 
indulge  in  recriminations.  In  this  matter 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  take  the 
responsibility  of  having  introduced  this 
topic  to-night,  but,  comparatively  speak- 
ing, in  former  years  such  occasions  were 
very  rare,  although  it  has  now  become 
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Mb.  MATTHEWS :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  this  case.  Gay  had  been 
five  weeks  in  the  service  of  the  em- 
ployers whose  goods  were  nnder  his 
charge.  He  had  14  years'  good  cha- 
racter from  former  employers.  It  was 
his  first  offence.  He  was  prosecuted  by 
a  detective  in  the  employment  of  the 
London  and  North- Western  Railway 
Company.  I  am  informed  by  the 
learned  magistrate  that  he  was  satisfied 
that  Gay  had  broken  open  two  boxes, 
from  one  of  which  he  took  oranges  and 
from  the  otlier  sweets,  and  that  for  this 
reason  the  learned  magistrate  thought  it 
necessary  to  pass  a  sentence  of  impri- 
sonment. Having  regard  to  all  the 
circumstances  I  have  determined  to 
recommend  the  remission  of  half  the 
sentence. 

INDIAN     SUBJECTS    CLASSED    AS 

"  ALIENS  •'   BY  THE  TRANSVAAL 

GOVERNMENT. 

Me.  W.  F.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool, 
Abercromby)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether  it 
is  the  case,  as  reported  in  August  last, 
the  Transvaal  Government  has  classed 
Her  Majesty's  Indian  subjects  as 
"  Aliens,"  and  forbidden  tliem  to  reside 
within  the  Transvaal ;  and,  if  so,  what 
steps  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
taken  to  redress  this  grievance  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron 
H.  de  Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Tox- 
teth)  :  At  the  request  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  for 
India  I  will  answer  the  question.  It  is 
the  case  that  the  Government  of  the 
South  African  Republic  decided  that 
traders  from  British  India  should  be 
subject  ito  the  laws  and  regulations  of 
the  Republic  affecting  Chinese,  Arabs, 
and  other  Oriental  aliens.  These  Indians 
have  not  been  forbidden  to  reside  within 
the  South  African  Republic ;  but  are  at 
present  subject  to  serious  restrictions 
under  a  law  which  was  passed  in  1886, 
for  the  removal  or  mitigation  of  which 
Her  Majesty's  High  Commissioner  is 
now  in  communication  with  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Republic. 

TRUSTEE  SAVINGS  BANKS. 
Mr.  hartley  (Islington,  N.)  :  1  beg 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
when  the  Bill  to  improve  the  working 


of  the  Trustee  Savings  Banks  will  be  in- 
troduced ? 

*Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  The  introduction  of 
this  Bill,  which  I  hope  to  introduce  at 
an  early  date,  has  been  deferred,  pending 
the  settlement  of  an  important  action 
which  may  tend  to  define  the  liabilities 
of  Trustees. 

ADMIRALTY  CONTRACTS— THE 
ASBESTOS  COMPANY. 

Mr.  BURT  (Morpeth)  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  recent  case  of  Bell's  Asbestos 
Company  v,  Davis  and  Selfe,  and  to  the 
report  wliich  appeared  in  the  Financial 
News  of  the  21st  instant  of  the  meeting 
of  the  Company  ;  and  wliether,  consider- 
ing that  the  practice  of  bribing  subordi- 
nates in  the  employment  of  users  of 
asbestos  was  defended  by  the  Chairman 
of  the  Company,  and  that  an  amend- 
ment directed  against  the  practice  was 
defeated  by  a  large  majority  of  tlie 
shareholders  present,  the  Admiralty 
will  give  directions  that  no  person  con- 
nected with  tliis  firm  shall  be  admitted 
into  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards,  and  that 
no  more  orders  shall  be  given  to  the 
Company  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  My  attention 
has  been  directed  to  the  report  of  the 
meeting  of  this  company,  and  to  the 
defence  by  the  chairman  of  the  company 
of  the  practice  of  obtaining  the  goodwill 
of  the  emjdojfes  of  users  of  asbestos  by 
the  payment  of  moneys,  the  vouchers 
for  which  were  excluded  from  thtj 
auditors'  scrutiny.  A  practice  so  repre- 
liensible  and  demoralising  requires 
prompt  i*epudiation  on  the  part  of  those 
dealing  with  the  company.  The  Ad- 
miralty contracts  with  this  company 
terminate  on  the  30th  of  June.  I  have 
directed  a  letter  to  be  written  to  the 
company  informing  them  that  after  that 
date  they  will  not  be  on  the  list  of 
Admiralty  contractors. 

LABOURERS'    ALLOTMENTS— TWY- 

FORD. 

CAin  AiN  VERNEY  (Bucks,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretaiy  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  on  the  5th  January,  1889,  the 
Buckingham  Rural  Sanitary  Authority 
passed  a  Resolution  to  put  into  force  the 
compulsory  clauses  of  "  The  Allotments 
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Act,  1887,"  in  order  to  provide  allotments 
for  labourers  of  the  Parish  of  Twyford ; 
that,  on  the  31st  of  Aogast  laat,  this 
Resolution  was  rescinded ;  and  that  the 
labonrers  of  the  Parish  of  Twyford  were 
by  published  placard,  on  the  10th  of 
October  last,  the  day  before  the  polling 
day  in  North  Bucks,  answered  that  the 
required  land'  was  granted  for  the 
purpose ;  and  whether  the  Twyford 
labourers  have  now  got  the  allotments 
demanded  under  the  Act  of  1887  ;  and, 
if  not,  whether  there  is  any  reasonable 
prospect  of  their  obtaining'  them  under 
that  Act  1 

Thb  secretary  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Losa, 
Wilts,  Devizes) :  Trom  the  correspond- 
'Once  which  has  passed  between  the  Rural 
Sanitary  Authority  of  the  Buckingham 
Union  and  the  Boai-d  it  appears  that  on 
the  5th  of  January,  1889,  the  Authority 
passed  a  Resolution  to  the  effect  that 
the  compulsory  clauses  of  the  Allotmento 
Act,  1887,  should  be  put  in  force  in  order 
to  provide  allotments  for  labonrers  in  thi 
Parish  of  Twyford,  and  that  on  the  31at 
of  August  last,  this  Besolntiou  was 
rescinded.  I  have  no  information  as  to 
the  placard  which  is  stated  to  liave  beeu 
published  on  the  10th  of  October  last. 
The  Board  have  been  informed  that  the 
Sanitary  Authority  have  been  in  com- 
munication with  the  rector  of  Lincoln 
College  with  a  view  to  acquiring  suitable 
laud  for  the  purpose  of  allotments.  The 
sum  asked  for  the  land  (£850,  free  from 
any  tenants'  compensation)  is  said,  and 
certainly  appears  to  be,  a  prohibitive 
price,  and  on  tlie  21st  of  this  month  the 
Authority  informed  the  Board  that  there 
is  no  other  suitable  land  in  the  parish 
that  would  be  convenient  for  the  purpose 
of  allotments.  The  Board  regret  this 
result,  and  that  uo  allotments  have  as 
yet  been  provided.  The  Bill,  however, 
which  has  been  introduced  providing  for 
an  appeal  zo  the  County  Council  will,  if 
passed  by  the  House,  afford  those  in- 
terested an  opportunity  of  obtaining 
further  consideration  of  the  matter. 

TRIVIAL^  OPFiSMCES— CASE  OF  TH08. 
BARSE8. 

MJt.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
I  b^  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  it  has 
ome  to  his  notice  that  Thomas  Barnes 
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was  committed  by  the  magistrates  of 
Cirencester,  for  stealing  an  almond  cake 
on  the  Ist  January,  to  take  his  trial  at 
the  Quarter  Sessions  which  will  be  held 
some  time  in  April,  whilst  the  Gaol  De> 
livery  and  Assizes  will  be  held  by  Mr. 
Justice  Hawkins  on  Moi\day  next ;  and 
whether,  as  the  youth  in  question  htm 
been  already  in  prison  for  nearly  two 
months  lor  what  is  a  trivial  offence,  if 
committed,  and  as  he  cannot  be  indicted 
at  the  Assizes,  he  will  consider  if  he 
might  now  be  released,  and  a  nnlh 
jwosequi  be  entered  T 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  My  attention  has 
not  been  called  to  the  case  of  Thomas 
Barnes  except  by  the  hoii.  Member's 
question.  The  Assizes  Belief  Act,  1889, 
enables  Justices  to  commit  to  Quarter 
Sessions,  even  though  Assizes  intervene, 
priMiners  whose  offences  are  fit  for  trial 
at  Quarter  Sessions,  but  the  Justices  still 
retain  discretionary  power  to  commit 
prisoners  for  special  reasons  for  trial  at 
the  Assises,  and  it  has  been,  generally 
understood  that  Justices  may  regard  as  a 
special  reason  the  fact  that  committal  to 
Quarter  Sessions  would  involve  long  de- 
tention in  prison,  I  cannot  adopt  the 
course  suggested  by  thehon.  Member,  but 
I  will  communicate  with  the  committing 
Justices,  with  a  view  to  the  prisoner 
being  let  out  on  bail,  should  the  circum- 
stances prove  to  be  as  stated. 

THE  WHEEL  AND  VAN  TAX. 
Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS  (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) ;  I  beg  te  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Eschequer  whether 
the  County  Conncils  Lave  replied  to  his 
circular  inquiring  their  views  as  to  the 
Wheel  and  Van  Tax  ;  whether  the  large 
majority  of  the  Councils  that  have 
replied  have  declared  in  favour  of  the 
t«x  ;  and  whether  he  has  discovered  a 
substitute  for  the  tax  ;  and,  if  not,  wil! 
he  re-introdiice  the  measure  ? 

Mb.  GOSCHEM  :  The  hon.  Member's 
question  has  revived  the  memoiy  of  a 
most  equitable  and  much  reviled  tax. 
I  have  issued  no  circular  to  the  County 
Councils.  I  have  received  a  Urge 
number  of  memorials  certainly  espreesing 
strong  views  ia  favour  of  the  tax,  but 
those  memorials  generally  deal  ouly  with 
the  Van  and  Wheel  Tax,  and  do  not 
deal  with  the  lareer  question,  namely, 
" )  the  licensing  in  lugai-d  to  pleuiiuic 
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rt-gitrd  U>  another  rajitttT,  afttT  the  dis- 
flusfliona  vrhicli  took  pkce  hist  yenr  in 
biith  HouMOS  of  Pai'liamcut  as  to  the 
ulterafcions  in  Westmtuster  Hiil!,  I  wrote 
a  letter  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  askinff 
hiin  whether  ho  would  not  at  the 
eleventh  hour  remove  the  haetian 
or  parapet  which  so  much  disfigures 
the  aonthern  end  of  We.stmiiiBter  Hall. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  was  at  that  time 
Absent  from  England  and  v/aa  not  able  to 
comply,  and  the  answer  I  got  was  not  nf 
a  \erj  definite  character.  But  I  really 
mnst  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
once  more  to  take  this  matter  inttr  his 
otisideratiou,  and  see  whether  he  cannot 
remove  this  imitation  of  Spargeon's' 
pulpit  and  the  other  ataircase,  or,  at  all 
events,  talce  aome  stepu  to  render  tlie 
simtliBrn  end  of  the  Hall  symmetrical. 
When  I  was  a  Ihiy  at  school  at  West- 
mi  nater  the  place  thia  bastion  now 
occupies  was  an  open  doorsvay  from 
which  we  naed  to  paaa  out  from  West- 
minster Hall  into  Palace  Yard,  and  there 
is  no  anthority  whatever  for  the  donr 
being  placed  half  way  up  the  wall.  I 
am  informed  that  the  door  is  never  used, 
that  it  neither  opens  nor  shuts,  and  thfit 
nobody  ever  goes  through  it.  If  that  be 
the  case,  why  doe's  not  the  right  lion. 
Gentleman  really  take  tlie  matter  into 
bis  own  hands,  and  have  this  hideous, 
nnsnilable  bastion  removed,  and  an 
iron  gate  put  in  ite  plsoe  as  coiU' 
pivnion  to  that  at  the  entrance  which 
leads  to  the  House  of  Commons,  so  that 
if  any  one  did  wish  to  go  up  there  they 
ouuld  go  in  by  the  gatel  I  hope  th« 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  he  led  in 
a  wrong  direction  by  theae  so-called 
architeota,  but  will  endeavour  to  do  some- 
thing to  reBtore  one  of  the  most  heantifnl 
fabrioa  in  the  world  to  its  original  con- 
dition. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  item  B.  .£3,000,  for  the  restora- 
tion of  Westminster  Hull,  be  omitted 
from  the  proposed  Vote. — (.l/r.  Cavendiah 
Jimtinck). 

(5.17.)  Mb.  MARJOHIBANKS  (Ber- 
wickshire): Iriaetosnppiirt  theMotioHof 
my  right  hon.  Friend  opposite.  I  do  bo 
because  1  feel  anre  that  the  opportunity 
should  be  availed  of  by  everybody  in 
.this  House  who  has  any  respect  for  the 
M)-.  Ciive'idUh  iientiiick 


this  restoration  of  Westminster  Hall  haa 
been  carried  out.  The  interior  of  the 
Hall  itself  has  been  disfigured  by  thi- 
erectiitn  of  that  monstrous  rofitmm  which 
is  guarded  hy  those  still  niore  moustrous 
heraldic  beasts.  That  distiguremeni 
liHS  been  alluded  to  on  former  occasioiu, 
and  I  will  not  allnde  to  it  now  further 
than  to  say  that  I  consider  it  a  vetj 
great  disfigurement,  and  that  I  huve  niit 
Been  anybody,  whose  taste  is  worthy  iif 
being  called  taste,  who  dots  not  tliink 
the  same.  But  there  is  another  thing  1 
wish  lo  refer  to,  and  that  is  tlie  eztn- 
ordinary  pit  which  ha»  been  provided 
outside  the  House  at  the  end  of  W«rt- 
minsfer  Hail  for  the  reception  of  Htm- 
bers'  carritiges.  Thia  pit  reminds  una  of 
what  one  has  been  accustomed  to  see  !u 
children's  picture  books,  illustrative  of 
tlie  receptacle  for  lions  in  which  Oanid 
was  cast.  It  is  a  kind  of  cJcwmimim 
Avf.mi,  a  decline  down  which  no 
carriage  could  be  driven  with  any- 
thing like  safety,  and  inside  the  shed  I 
would  defy  any  one  to  turn  a  carriage 
round.  The  shed  may  be  nB«[iil  Eor 
any  hon.  Members  who  come  to  the 
House  on  bicycles  or  tricycles,  or  in 
wheelbarrows,  but  t'^'  say  that  it  Js  of  any 
use  for  rei«iving  MemlxTs'  carriages  isn 
false  reprenentation  of  tlie  case.  In 
order  to  get  a  carriage  in  it  wontd  be 
necessary  to  back  it  down  the  decUvi^. 
1  hope  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
take  steps  to  have  the  pillars  inside  the 
cloister  removed,  if  the  place  is  to  remain 
a  receptacle  for  carriages,  and  that  he 
will  have  something  lU:o  an  accessible 
means  of  entrance  provided.  Tlie  old 
wooden  shed  was  not  beautiful  Imt  it  whs 
useful,  whereas  the  present  shed  is 
neither  beautiful  nor  nseful. 
"(5.20)  Mji.MORTON(Pcterborongh)i 
1  wish  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  whether  this  money  has  not  been 
practically  spent,  and  if  so,  whetiiec 
there  is  any  good  in  our  discussing  the 
question  how  the  work  baa  been  carrieJ 
out  ?  I  would  also  ask  whether  or  not 
tlie  Be  works  are  put  out  to  pablic 
tender  1 

(5.21.)  Sib  G.  CAMPBELTj  (Kirk- 
caldy, ttc.)  ;  I  BUppoBo  we  shall  have  to 
pay  this  money,  but,  at  all  events,  I  am 
glad  it  is  not  going  to  be  done  without  a 
protest.     I  am  not  without  hope  that  the 
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discussion  whicli.  took    place  last   year 
has  had  some  little  effect  on  the  Chief 
Commissioner,  and  that  public  opinion 
has  induced  him  to  draw  back  a  little 
from  what  he  at  first  intended.     I  am 
glad  to   find  that  no  more  beasts  have 
been   put  into   Westminster   Hall,   and 
that  £1,000  has  been  saved  on  those  in 
the  Hall,  which  sum  it;  is  proposed   to 
spend  outside.     These  beasts  have  been 
called    **  monstrous,"    but   a    friend  of 
mine  says  he  would  not  call  them  "  mon- 
strous," as  they  will   be  useful  designs 
for  illustrations  for  "  Alice  in  Wonder- 
land," and  books  of  that  kind.     As  to 
the  whole   of  the  restoration  of  West- 
minster Hall,   the   more   we    see   of  it 
the   less  we   like   it.     The   rooms   that 
have     been    provided     are      miserable 
rooms.     In    the    course    of    my    pere- 
grinations through  the  new  building,  the 
other  day,  I  found  the  place  deserted, 
except  by  "the  Last  Man."     The  only 
decent  room  there   is  is  the  one  called 
the  Grand  Committee  room,  and  as  it  is 
over  the  receptacle  for  horses,  I  should 
think  the  people  using  it  will  have  to 
complain  of    a  very   unpleasant  smell. 
Architecturally,  the  projecting  room  is 
the  most    miserable     excrescence,    and 
disfigures  these  great  buildings  as  much 
as  it  is  possible  to  disfigure  them  beyond 
the  natural  state  of  dirt  and  dilapidation 
into   which   they   have  lapsed.     I  have 
jperfect  confidence  that  some  day  or  other, 
when  our  eyes  are  open,  and  we  are  in 
our  right  minds,  we  shall  discover  that 
a  very  shocking  mistake  was  committed 
when  the  Law  Courts  were  removed  from 
Westminster  in  not  reserving  the  space 
flo  secured  for  the  Parliamentary  build- 
ings  which  will  be  required  when  we 
come  to  that  system  of  devolution — by 
means  of  Grand  Committees  and  other- 
wise— to  which  we  may  ultimately  attain. 
I  am  confident  that  if  we  spend  a  few 
thousand  pounds  in  railing  in  that  space, 
the  time  will  come   when   we  shall  be 
ready  to   pull  down  the   jimcracks  we 
have   just   erected,   for   the   purpose  of 
putting    up    useful    buildings    in    their 
place.    Westminster  HaU  could  never  be 
made  a   beautiful    building    externally. 
I  am  convinced  that  in  Scotland  there 
are  50   United   Presbyterian    Churches 
which  are  more  creditable  from  an  archi- 
tectural point  of  view. 

*(5.25.)  The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER 
OP  WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket,  Dublin  Uni- 


veraity) :    I    am   grateful    to    the    hon. 
Member  for  the  qualified  support  I  have 
on  this  occasion  received  from  him.     He 
has  drawn  from  one  of  his  peregrinations 
through  the  new  buildings  rather  a  sad 
picture  of  the  condition  of  the  rooms  on  the 
other   side    of   Westminster    Hall.     He 
says   he   found   them    deserted.     I  can 
imagine   the  scene  almost   as  it   might 
have  been  described  in  Campbell's  "  Last 
Man."       It  must,   indeed,  have   been  a 
spectacle   of  desolation   when   the   hon. 
Member  stood  there  after  the  last  clerk 
had   departed,    "as  if  the  skeletons    of 
nations  were  around   that  lonely  man." 
The  eifect  on  his  spirits  was  depressing, 
I   am   sure.    But    if   the   hon.    Gentle- 
man    had     visited     the     buildings     at 
the  time  of  day  when  the  clerks  by  whom 
they   are    used   are    there    at  work,  he 
would,  I  think,  agree  with  me   not  only 
that  the  rooms  are  comfortable,  but  that 
their     occupants    think    them    pleasant 
rooms  to  look  at  and    to  live  in.     The 
large  room  the  hon.    Member   has    re- 
ferred to  is  an  fextremely  handsome  one, 
the  only  drawback  to  its  usefulness  as  a 
Committee  i-oom  being  its  distance  from 
this  House.     I  do  not  know  whether  that 
disadvantage  can   be   overcome.     As  to 
the  observations  the  hon.  Member  has 
made     in    regard    to    the    **  unsightly 
heraldic  animals,"  I  would  remind  him  that 
the  Vote  we  are  discussing  has  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  them.      Then  with 
regard  to  the  shed  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Berwickshire 
complains  of,  the  shed  was  not  intended 
to  be  a  receptacle  for  carriages,  but  a 
stand    for  horses.       If    carriages   were 
allowed   in    there    it  would   be    incon- 
venient.   No  doubt  the  shed  is  only  to  be 
approached  by  a  precipitous  descent,  but 
that  is   not   the   fault  of   the   Office  of 
Works.     It  is  the  fault  of  the  course  of 
time   and  the  progress    of  ages,   which 
have  raised  a  considerable  hill  just  out- 
side the  entrance  to  Westminster  Hall. 
If  I  could  put  back  the  finger  of  the  dial 
so  far  as  to  get  rid  of  that  small  mountain 
of  course  the  difficulty  would  disappear, 
but   I   am   not  able  to  do  that,  and  I 
cannot  see   how   it  is  possible  to  avoid 
a    rather    precipitous    descent,    looking 
at  the  nature  of  the  ground.    As  to  the 
alteration^  outside  Westminster  Hall,  I 
would  point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  who   moves  the   reduction  of  the 
Vote,  that  the  designs  for   the   building 
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and  its  whole  cost  were  contemplated  by 
the  Committee  that  adopted  the  scheme. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  look  at 
the  plan  he  will  see  we  have  carried  it 
out  most  faithfully.  Then  it  is  asked  what 
we  are  going  to  do  with  the  remainder 
of  the  space.  We  propose  to  carry  the 
wall  which  at  present  ascends  from 
the  entrance  to  the  horse  stand  to 
the  gates  of  Palace  Yai*d  at  a  height 
of  between  four  and  five  feet  all  alcmg 
to  the  porch  of  St.  Stephen's  Hall. 
There  will  then  be  a  good  view  obtained 
of  the  Palace  of  Westminster  on  that  side, 
and  the  wall  will  be  sufficiently  high  to 
prevent  any  accident.  Inside  the  wall 
it  is  proposed  to  lay  out  the  ground  as  a 
garden  with  walks  through  it.  1  venture 
to  say  again  that  the  new  buildings  have 
not  only  added  very  considerably  to  the 
convenience  of  Members  and  officers  of 
the  House,  by  finding  additional  room  for 
them,  but  has  added  verj'  considerably 
to  the  beauty  of  the  Palace. 

(5.40.)  Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Fins- 
bury)  :  The  original  estimate  amounted  to 
,£7,854,  and  now  we  are  asked  for  j62,000. 
That  is  an  increase  of  the  Vote  by  more 
than  25  per  cent.  I  know  the  weak- 
ness in  all  these  Estimates  is  that 
we  are  committed  to  them  at  a  given 
sum,  though  somehow  or  other  they  have 
a  great  tendency  to  increase.  But  the 
increases  seldom  amount  to  more  than 
25  per  cent.  Can  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man give  us  some  reason  why  this  Esti- 
mate has  been  so  largely  exceeded  ?  What 
extra  work  has  been  undertaken  to 
necessitate  the  increased  expenditure  ?  I 
find  that  the  cost  of  fencing,  levelling, 
and  laying  out  the  ground  on  the  western 
side  of  Westminster  is  estimated  at 
,£6,000.  That  seems  to  me  a  large  sum 
for  the  purpose.  I  should  also  like  to  know 
whether  we  are  at  the  end  of  the  ex- 
penditure in  Westminster  Hall,  or 
whether,  after  we  have  voted  this  money, 
we  shall  be  asked  in  the  ordinary  Esti- 
mates for  another  amount.  Architectu- 
rally I  think  the  new  buildings  are  most 
unsightly. 

*Mr.  PLUNKET:  The  difficulty  in 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  finds  himself 
is  easily  explained.  This  is  really  not 
an  addition  to  the  sum  of  £7,854.  Tlie 
£2,000  is  asked  for  additional  works. 
En  order  to  complete  the  works  as  far  as 
possible  by  the  meeting  of  Parliament  we 
liad  to  hurry  them  on,  and  I  pressed  the 
Mr,  Plunket 


Treasury  to  allow  me  to  take  this  course, 
because  I  thought  it  would  be  for  the 
convenience  of  Members.  We  do  not 
expect  that  it  will  be  necessary  to  ask 
for  anything  else  beyond  that  which 
appears  on  the  Estimate,  and  the  sum  of 
£3,000  which  is  referred  to  in  the 
foot-note. 

Mb.  de  lisle  (Leicestershire,  Lough- 
borough) :  I  should  like  to  know  whether 
this  Estimate  includes  the  restoration  of 
the  timbers  on  the  eastern  slope  of  the 
roof  of  Westminster  Hall.  Last  year 
the  timbers  on  the  western  slope  of  the 
roof  were  restored,  but  those  on  the 
eastern  slope  do  not  appear  to  have  been 
touched.  The  dormer  vrindows  are  still 
blocked,  presenting  a  most  unsightly 
appearance,  both  inside  and  outside  the 
building.  Although  the  restoratioii  is 
not  quite  as  we  all  desired,  I  congratu- 
late the  right  hon.  Gentleman  upon  the 
work,  and  hope  he  will  complete  it  by 
the  necessary  work  in  the  roof. 

Mb.  cavendish  BENTINCK:  Be- 
fore  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  replies  I 
should  like  to  press  him  for  an  answer  on 
the  point  I  raised  with  regard  to  the  bas- 
tions at  the  eastern  end  of  the  Hall. 
After  I  raised  the  question  on  a  previous 
occasion,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wrote 
me  a  letter  in  regard  to  it,  and  I  should 
now  like  to  know  whether  he  has  come 
to  any  positive  decision  about  it,  whether 
he  has  conferred  with  the  architect  or 
any  other  architect  in  regard  to  it,  and 
whether  he  thinks  it  is  a  desirable  thing 
that  an  ancient  monument  should  be 
pulled  about  in  this  way  without  any 
reason  ? 

*Mb.  MOETON:  Perliaps  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  will  also  reply 
to  the  question  I  raised  just  now. 

*Mb.  plunket  :  I  apologise  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  not  having  answered 
his  question  before.  The  answer  to  his 
question  is  that  all  the  work  of  this  kind 
done  under  the  Office  of  Works  is  done 
by  contract,  which  is  put  up  for  competi- 
tion. 

*Mb.  MORTON:  My  question  was 
whether  the  money  had  been  actually 
spent. 

*(5.45.)  Mb.  PLUNKET :  Yes.  This 
monev  has  been,  or  is  being,  or  will  be 
spent  before  the  end  of  the  financial  year. 
In  answer  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Leicestershire  I  have  to  say  that  the 
Western  slope   of  the   roof  of  the  Hall 
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has  been  completely  restored.     The  work  Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  :    I   am   glad   I 

required  on  the  eastern  side  has  not  been  elicited  the  answer  from  the  right  hon. 

lost  sight  of,  but  at  any  rate  it  is  not  a  Gentleman  that  this  is  not  an  increase  of 

very  expensive    business.       The    point  the  Estimate  by  25  per  cent.,    but  what 

raised  by  my   right  hon.    Friend   (Mr.  he  has  said  puts  us  in  another  difficulty. 

Cavendish  Bentinck)  has  nothing  to  do  We  find   that  the  Estimate  for  £7,854, 

with  the  Vote  we  are    now  discussing,  which    was    passed   last    year,    was   to 

But   I   may   say  that  I  have  asked  the  cover  certain   work,  and  now  the  right 

opinion  of  many  others  on  the  point,  and  hon.  Gentleman  tells  us  that  this  £2,000 

they  are  not  in  favour  of  the  change.     I  is   for  extra  work  not  included  in  the 

shall,  of  course,  do  my  best  to  secure  the  Estimate.      I  agree  it  is  well  that   all 

approval  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  in  this  the   work  possible  should  be  finished  be- 

particular  instance.    A  considerable  num-  fore  the  opening  of  Parliament;  still  I 

ber  of  people  take  the  view  he  does,  and  do  not  think  there  was  any  great  emer- 

if  I  can  find  that  his  is  the  prevailing  gency  which  necessitated  such  a  strong 

opinion  I  will  turn  my  attention  again  to  proceeding  as  the  expenditure  of  £2,000 

the  matter.     I  cannot,  at  present,  how-  for  work  which  had  not  been  sanctioned 

ever,  undertake  to  alter  the  building.  by  Parliament. 

n  ^J!:,^®^^  LEPEVRB  (Bradford,  ^^  LABOUCHERE :  Personally,  I 
Centeal)  :  Having  myself  pressed  on  the  jj^j^^.  ^i^^  altemtions  botli  inside  and  out- 
right hon  Gentleman  the  completion  of  ^j^^  Westminster  Hall  are  hideous.  Tlie 
the  work  by  laying  out  the  gi-ound  and  ^^^y^^  j^^  Bradford,  who  was  one  of  the 
having  protested  agamst  the  long  delay  ^omoters  of  the  scheme,  thinks  the  cou- 
which  took  place  m  this  respect,  I  ^ew  ^  ^^^  ^  ^^^^^^  ai-chitect, Mr. Pear- 
with  gr^at  satisfaction  thisSnpp^mentery  ^J  g^^  y^j^  y^^  j^^  ^^  ^^^^  ^^^^ 
Estimate.  As  my  right  hon.  Fnend  has  ^j^^  question  of  the  structural  alterations, 
stated  this  18  really  not  connected  with  Qutside  there  has  been  a  great  hoard- 
the  structural  work  on  the  Hall,  and  j  j^  j^  perfectly  true  there  was  no 
does  not  raise  the  question  referred  to  Estimate  list  year  for  levelling  and 
by  theright  hon  Member  for  Whitehaven  grassing  and  making  the  wall  round  the 
lJg)nthat  question  there  is  a  very  great  ^  ^^^^  ^^^  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
different  of  opinion  amongst  Members  ^^  ^^^  ^,^3  ^^^  that  if  he  did  not 
of  the  House  and  others.  There  is  a  eommence  to  do  the  work  it  would  have 
large  amount  of  authority  m  favour  of  ^^^^  ^  ^g  f^^  ^^^^^^  Although  I 
these  bastions  but  after  all  the  matter  orally  protest  against  money  being 
IB  a  yery  small  one.  If  the  prevailmg  |  ^ed  before  itk  vot«;d,  this  is  a  case 
opinion  should  turn  out  to  be  adverse  to  „£  ^halfpenny  worth  of  tar  which  was 
thes3  st.ircases  .t  will  not  be  difficult  to  absolutelV  necessary,  owing  to  what  had 
remove  them.  Personally,  I  believe  been  expanded,  to  finish  the  job. 
that  when  the  work  is  complete  r  »  j 
the  general  opinion  will  be  that  as  *Mr.  MORTON  :  I  am  very  glad  to 
regards  the  interior  of  the  Hall,  at  all  know  these  works  were  put  up  for  public 
events,    the     improvement     has     been  ^e^^gj.^  y^^^  ^^   f^,.  ^  j  ^^^  understand 

^R  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  will  only  say  *^^^  '^  ^^*  ^  '^^^^^  ^*^^  connected  with 
one  word  upon  the  question  of  finance,  ^^^s®  w'^^^s  which  miurht  not  have  been 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  tells  us  that  easily  estimated  and  voted  on  before  the 
what  is  being  done  now  was  foreseen  works  were  undertaken.  I  must  pi-otest 
from  the  baginning.  In  that  case  why  against  the  Estimates  being  exceeded, 
did  he  not  srive  us  at  first  an  as  in  this  case.  I  understand  that  the 
honest  Estimate  of  the  whole  cost?  House  was  told  last  year,  or  at  some  other 
I  protest  against  being  led  into  jobs  of  time,  that  the  total  cost  of  these  works 
this  kind  without  being  told  what  they  would  be  £25,300.  We  are  now  told 
are  to  cost.  We  voted  a  large  sum  in  a  when  the  works  have  been  commenced 
former  Session  for  this  restoration,  and  that  they  will  cost  £36,180.  That  is  an 
now  we  are  asked  for  a  sum  for  the  increase  of  something  like  40  per  cent, 
surrounding  fencing  and  clearing  up.  I  Such  increases  are  unfair  to  the  tax- 
do  not  think  this  is  a  reasonable  or  right  payers  n.nd  are  to  be  severely  con- 
way  of  treating  the  House.  deraned. 
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(5.55,)  Qiit'stion  put. 

(3.55.)  The  Coiumittec  divided :  — 
AyeslOe  ;  Noes  215,_(Div.  List.  No.  1 1.) 

Originftl  Question  jral,  and  iigi-ced 
to. 

2.  £7,000,  Sappleinentai't.  for  Public 
Buildings,  Great  Britain. 

8.  Motion   made,   and   QuBBtion    pi-o- 

' '  That  a  Supplementary  s'lm,  not  cxdwding 
£100,000,  be  grimtod  to  Her  Mujaely,  to  delmy 
the  Charge  which  will  coma  in  poorae  of  pay- 
ment durin){  the  yeat  andinK  on  the  31at  day  ut 
March.  IS9U,  for  the  Acquisition  of  ceciain  IJuii] 
uid  Buildings  ut  douth  Eeneinctuii." 

•(fi.lO.)  Siu  HKENHARD  SAMUEL- 
SON  (Osfordsliire,  Bauburj)  -.  I  do  not 
think  we  abould  allow  this  Vote  to  puss 
without  an  atilcnowledgmtint  of  tlie  per- 
severance the  Vice-President  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Council  has  displayed, 
iind  which  at  last  has  been  successful 
in  inducing  his  Colleagnes  to  iHWent 
to  this  purchase,  though  I  believe 
they  were  nt  first  not  fiivnurable 
to  the  propoKal.  I  think  also  some 
recognition  in  due  to  tho  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Esliibitioii  of  I8!»l  for 
tlte  liberal  way  in  which  they  have  met 
the  wishes  of  the  Govenimunt.  I  nm 
lold  the  extent  of  the  land  is  about  4^ 
nci-es,  and  I  need  hardly  tell  the 
Committee  how  much  greater  the 
value  of  I.lie  land  for  building 
purpoBDB  is  in  this  part  of  liondim. 
The  Commission  ers,  takinp  a  very 
wise  view,  thought  their  duties  as  Com- 
missioners were  not  fulfilled  by  merely 
looking  to  derive  revenue  from  this  land. 
They  thought  it  proper  that  the  land 
shnnid  be  devoted  to  the  advancement 
i>f  Science  and  Art,  and  they  eipresaed 
(heir  willingnesB  to  show  some  considera- 
lion  for  such  an  object  in  the  price 
tliey  a.<iked,  and,  unless  I  aia  misin- 
formed, they  have  very  properly 
attached  to  the  sale  the  condition 
that  the  land  shall  be  devoted  to  Science 
and  Art  purposes  and  no  other.  The  com- 
plaint cannot  be  nrged  against  this  Vote 
that  it  is  asked  for  after  the  money  lias 
been  spent,  for  the  purchaa*  In,  I  believe, 
subject  strictly  to  the  sanction  of  Parlia- 
ment, in  the  sense  that  shonld  tUu  House 
not  vote  this  money  the  transaction  will 
\^  void.  But  I  hope  the  Committee  will 
not  be  so  short-sighted  as  to  refuse  the 
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Vote.  With  my  hon.  Friend  the  Memb.-r 
for  Mftnchester  (Sir  H.  Roscoe)  I  serveil 
on  the  Departmental  Committee  to  t»ke 
into  consideration  the  accommodation 
neressary  for  the  Mnsoum  of  Applied 
Science  in  connection  with  South  Ken- 
sington Museum,  and  although  soma  of 
the  Members  ••{  tliat  Committ«»  wert 
at  the  outset  prejudiced  strongly 
ftgain.st  any  further  expL-uditure,  afti.'r 
hearing  the  evidence  in  favour 
of  this  proposal  there  was  not  a 
Member  who  was  not  convinced  thftt  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  that  a  buildini; 
must  be  erected  if  it  was  to  be  wortliy 
the  name  of  a  Museum  of  Science  &iid 
Art  at  all.  I  have  only  further  to  hope 
ihnt  when  the  land  is  acquired  too  mnch 
time  will  not  be  lost  bcfor*  it  is  turned 
to  the  purpose  for  which  it  is  designed, 
and  that  with  the  truest  economy  the 
building  will  be  worthy  of  its  purpose. 
Proper  consideration  should  be  given  to 
the  plans,  and  no  regard  for  a  amftll 
saving  should  induce  thot^e  entmsteil 
with  the  erection  of  a  bniUling  to  d<^ 
otherwise  than  arrange  it  in  the  best 
possible  manner  for  the  purpose  towhicli 
it  is  to  be  devoted.  At  present  it  is  not 
possible  for  the  museum  to  serve  the 
purpose  for  which  it  exists.  The  ex* 
penditnre  need  not  lie  very  large,  and  a 
considerable  esj>ense  now  incurred  by 
tho  Department  in  the  sha}ie  of  rent  wul 
be  saved,  and  this  rent  capitalised  ought 
to  go  a  long  way  towards  the  erection  of 
a  snitable  building.  I  am  glad  this 
Estimate  Itas  been  brought  forward,  sad 
I  congratulate  both  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  Commiasioners  on 
the  arrangement  which  has  been  arrived 
at. 

•(6.15.)  Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WOETH  (Laneashire,  Clitheroe)  :  I  do 
not  risp  to  follow  my  hon.  Friend's 
arguments  in  favour  of  voting  the 
money,  but  to  call  attention  to  another 
matter  in  connection  with  the  Vote.  Mj 
hon.  Prieod  has  informed  the  Com- 
mittee  that,  the  money  h)>s  not  been  paid, 
that  the  purchnac  is  not  actually 
completed,  and  of  course  we  are  glad  to- 
hear  that,  for  it  is  much  more  ivgular  to 
come  to  Parliament  before  the  money  Is 
paid  than  afterwards.  But  if  tjie  money 
has  not  been  paid,  I  should  like  to  aek 
the  question  why  should  not  the  ordinwy 
course  be  followed  and  this  amount  he 
included  iu  the  Estimates  for  the 
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qlosely  watched  in  Committee  of  Snpplj-, 
ttr  there  ia  a  tendency  on  the  jjart  of  the 
iGuvemment  of  the  d»y  to  do  that  by 
Supplementary  Kstimate  which  would  be 
iinuro  -regularly  done  in  the  ordinary 
Estimates  £ur  tlie  year.  Here  we  aJ*  at 
the  end  of  February.andif  this  money  has 
sot  been  paid  and  we  are  dealing 
irith  friendly  parties  like  the  Exhibition 
/ommissionera,  wh}-  not  postpone  pay 
ment  to  the  next  tmancial  year  instead 
dealing  with  it  in  this  irregular 
manner  by  Snpplementnrj-  Estimate? 
The  Government  ask  fur  timt'  from 
^vato  Members  to  disciuiH  the  Supple- 
lontary  Estimates,  and  then  we 
iiid  that  they  include  this  itL-tu,  which 
l^bt  ti)  take  itfj  place  in  the  ordinary 
idmates.  Speaking  as  a  Member  of 
B  Public  Accounts  Committee,  I  cannot 
>elp  thinking  tJiere  is  grove  hnancial 
ibjection'  to  this  proceeding,  and  that  it 
I  calculated  to  impiir  the  control  the 
flonae  ought  to  have  over  the  .orpendi- 
H  also  calculated  to  impair  the 
nuiple  laid  dowu  that,  after  the  House 
i  Toted  the  money  for  the  year,  un- 
ixpended  balances  should  go  towards  the 
nauction  of  the  National  Debt,  for  in 
sality  you  deprive  that  reduction  of  debt 
EaeumofXlOO.OOO. 
^^6.20.)  The  SECTlETARr  to  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  : 
arhB.pB  I  may  be  allowed  to  answer  the 
{nestiuu  at  once.  There  were,  I  think, 
rery  strong  reasons  why  the  course  taken 
dould  have  been  taken  on  this  occasion. 
a  the  first  place,  the  Exhibition  Commis- 
QeriihavB  been  extremely  jjatient  witli 
;ard  to  the  negotiations  which  have  been 
ag  on  for  years  in  connection  with  this 
TttQutar  question.  Tlie  Government 
ave  been  pressed,  certainly  for  the  last 
■eo  years,  very  strongly  to  Bay  "  Aye  " 
"  No,"  whetlier  they  proposed  to  pnr- 
e  the  land  or  not.  Tliere  has  liecn 
B  Coniraittee  wliich  has  Iwen  refei-red 
^^j  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Banbury  eon- 
ifiering  what  should  he  done  with  a 
ifiw  to  providing  additional  acvomroo- 
alion  for  a  Science  Museom.  The  right 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Sxhibition  Commissioners  has  twrnmnni- 
■ted  with  the  Treasury  on  seveml 
and  when  the  Government 
d  the  Re]>ort  of  the  Committee  wliich 
9  been  referred  to,  they  determined — 
d  without    going  into  details  I  may 


say  they  are  justified  in  tJiat  Report—- on 
accepting  the  prineiple  that  there  shoidd 
be  some  extension  and  relief  to  the  ovei'- 
crovvded  buildings  of  South  Kensington. 
It  was  impossible  to  decide  what  should 
be  done  until  the  tincfitiou  of  site  was 
settled.  We  were  pressed  on  the  one 
liand — I  think  rightly  pressed,  and  make 
no  complaint  against  it :  I  think  it  was 
only  fair  to  the  Commissimiers — that  they 
should  have  an  answer  "yes"  or  "no" 
whether  the  Gorernment  would  take  the 
land  01'  not ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  we 
had  the  pressing  needs  of  Sontli  Ken- 
sington. Tlie  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer came  to  the  concloaion  that  the 
offer  made  by  the  Exhibition  Com- 
missioners was  one  that  be  ought  to 
accept  in  the  interest  of  the  nation 
generally,  and  that  the  question  of 
additional  accommodation  for  the  Depart- 
ment could  not  be  longer  postponed. 
We  could  take  no  steps  nntil  the 
question  of  this  land  had  been  decided, 
and  so  we  decided  to  put  the  case  before 
Parliament,  leaving  to  Parliament  the 
responsibility  of  aayiiig  whether  or  not 
this  land  should  be  purciiased.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Clitheroe  knows  perfectly  well  the  un- 
certainties in  regard  to  Supply.  He 
knows  perfectly  well  it  would  not  be  in 
our  power,  or  in  accordance  with  costom 
in  tjiis  House,  to  take  any  part  of  this 
money  in  a  Vote  on  Account,  and  it  would 
have  to  be  relegated  to  a  time  when  the 
Vote  could  be  got  through  as  a  whole.  I 
hope  the  Committee  will  agree  that  the 
Government  have  been  right.  We  have 
no  desire  to  evade  responsibility,  but,  on 
the  whole,  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
this  was  the  best  conrso  to  pnrsne.  We 
had  no  certainty  that  even  if  we  put  tlie 
Vote  on  the  Estimates  for  next  year 
the  House  would  accept  our  proposal,  and, 
therefore,  we  thought  it  advisable  at  once, 
take  the  opinion  of  the  House  before 
■  committed  ourselves  to  the  expendi- 
ture. I  hope  that  expenditare  will  V-e 
sanctioned,  and  that  we  shall  be  enabled 
to  take  some  practical  step  towards  accom- 
plishing  what   1    believe    is  n    general 

(6.25.)     Sm  H-  ROSCOE  (Manchester. 

) :  I  hope  the  explnnation  from  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  nill  lie  con- 
sidered satisfactory.  It  seems  to  me 
most  desirable  that  the  money  should  lie 
^'ott'd   at   once.     Ifo  doubt   the  plot  of 
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land  in  question  is  the  only  one  in  the 
neighbourhood  and  the  only  one  in  the 
neighbourhood,  likely  to  be  available  for 
all  time  for  the  establishment  and  exteii- 
sion  of  this  great  Science  Museum.  My 
hon.  Friend  below  me  has  alluded  to  the 
Committee  of  which  I  had  the  honour  to 
be  a  Member.  Our  instructions  were  to 
give  an  opinion  as  to  the  general  value 
of  the  collection,  and  to  see  if  any  articles 
should  be  eliminated.  We  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  value  was  extremely 
great,  and  that  there  were  few  articles 
which  with  advantage  could  be  eliminated. 
The  Committee  should  remember  that 
this  is  not  a  Museum  for  London  alone  ; 
it  is  a  National  Institution  to  be  used  by 
a  large  numbar  of  teachers  and  scientific 
students  from  all  parts  of  the  country, 
and  it  also  provides  valuable  and  in- 
teresting objects  that  are  sent  on  to 
other  parts  of  the  country.  We  had  the 
assistance  of  experts  of  all  kinds,  and  all 
agreed  as  to  the  great  value  of  the  collec- 
tion, and  that  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
to  have  some  proper  building  in  which  it 
could  be  housed,  with  proper  means  of 
keeping  it  up  year  by  year  to  the  require- 
ments of  modern  science.  It  is  a  satis- 
faction to  know  that  the  Government 
are  prepared  to  carry  out  the  views  of 
the  Committee.  It  is,  of  course,  no  use 
having  the  land  unless  we  put  a  building 
upon  it,  and  I  hope  that  before  long  a 
small  portion  of  the  large  surplus  we  hope 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will 
have  at  disposal  will  be  set  apart  for  this 
particular  purpose.  One  question  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  and  that  has  reference  to  the 
dwelling  house  built  on  the  Queen's  Grate 
side  of  the  ground.  What  is  the  arrange- 
ment with  the  Commissioners  in  regard 
to  this  house  1 

(6.28.)  Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  do 
not  desire  to  enter  into  the  question 
whether  the  present  galleries  should  be 
enlarged  or  not,  but  to  say  a  word  on  the 
point  raised  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Clitheroe  (Sir U.  Kay-Shuttle- 
worth).  He  protested  against  a  Vote  of 
this  magnitude  being  included  in  the  Sup- 
plementary Estimates,  and  I  think  the 
answer  given  by  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  is  very  insufficient.  He  has 
shown  no  sufficient  reason  why  the  Vote 
should  not  be  postponed  to  next  year's 
ordinary  Votes.  He  says  the  Commis- 
sioners for  the  Exhibition  of  1851  wished 
Sir  H.  Boscoe 


to  have  an  answer,  but  I  apprehend  the 
Commissioners  would  have  been  per- 
fectly well  satisfied  with  the  announce- 
ment that  the  Government  intended  to 
buy  the  land,  and  it  would  be  a  matter 
of  comparative  indifference  to"  them 
whether  the  money  was  voted  in  the  one 
year  or  the  other.  The  effect  of  taking 
the  Vote  now  will  be  to  reduce  the  expen- 
diture of  the  coming  year  by  £100,000 
and  diverting  that  sum  from  the 
possible  reduction  of  the  National  Debt. 
I  agree  that  the  House  should  not  be 
called  upon  to  vote  at  this  time  a  sum  of 
money  which  could  very  well  be  brought 
forward  in  next  year's  Estimates  in  the 
ordinary  course,  and  at  a  time  when  we 
should  be  able  to  have  the  whole  scheme  • 
before  us,  and  know  what  are  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Government  on  the 
matter.  I  do  not  propose  at  this  stage  to 
enter  on  the  question  of  policy.  What  I 
desire  to  object  to  is  the  introduction 
of  these  large  Votes  in  Supplementary 
Estimates,  because  it  is  a  proceeding 
altogether  without  precedent,  and  one 
which,  whenever  attempted  during  the 
last  few  years,  has  been  described  as 
wholly  contrary  to  Parliamentary 
practice.  1  take  it  that  the  general  rule 
with  regard  to  Supplementary  Estimates 
is  that  only  money  should  be  applied  for 
which  must  be  paid  in  the  current 
financial  year,  and  tliat  anything  which  can 
be  legitimately  postponed  should  be  put 
off  till  the  next  year.  I  therefore  join 
my  right  hon.  Friend  in  protesting  against 
the  course  which  has  been  taken  on  this 
occasion,  but  I  protest  only  on  financial 
grounds. 

*(6.32.)  Mr.  MORTON :  I  quite  agree 
with     the     objections     raised     by    the 
right  hon.    (Tcntleman     on    the    Front 
Opposition    Bench.       1    should    like  to 
have    some   more    information    on   this 
matter.     I  want  to  know  who  valued  this 
land.     How  are  we  to  know  it   is  worth 
£100,000?     It  does  seem  to  me  extra- 
ordinary to  ask  for  a  Vote   of  this  larger 
sum,  and  then  to  give  us  no  information- 
whatever  as  to  who  valued  the   land,   ot^ 
as  to  the  extent   of    it,    or    where   ther 
money    is    going    to,    or    whether  any" 
persons  get  a  commission  upon  the  sale^ 

(6.34.)     Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  r 
I  am  resident  at  South  Kensington,  and 
am    therefore    in    favour    of   spending^ 
money  there.     As  a  British  citizen  I  am 
also  in  favour  of  spending  money  for  the 
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promotion  of  science  ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  feel  that  this  is  a  large  order, 
because  it  is  not  only  an  application  for 
ti  Vote  of  £100,000,  but  it  will  bind  us  to 
the  expenditure  of  several  more  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  pounds  for  the  buildings 
which  will  have  to  be  erected.  I  think 
•it  is  not  right  that  in  a  Supplementary- 
Estimate  such  a  scheme  as  this 
should  be  sprung  upon  the  House.  Of 
<x)urse,  I  should  be  happy  deliberately  to 
consider  the  scheme  which  is  to  be 
laid  before  the  House,  but  I  do  share 
the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down,  that  it  is  neither  right 
nor  proper  that  the  Government  should 
•ask  us  to  pass  this  Vote,  and  enter  into 
no  explanation  either  as  to  the  extent  or 
as  to  the  value  of  the  land.  I  was  looking 
■sX  the  land  this  morning,  and  was  struck 
by  seeing  upon  it  a  solitary  house.  Is  it 
included  in  the  purchase  ?  Now,  I  should 
like  to  know  what  it  is  exactly  that  we  are 
buying,  how  the  land  has  been  valued, 
whether  it  is  a  fair  bargain  between  the 
Oommissioners  and  the  Gt)vemment,  and 
what  authority  there  is  for  the  opinion 
which  has  been  expressed  that  the  Com- 
missioners are  generously  parting  with 
the  land  at  a  great  deal  below  its  value. 

(6.36.)  Mr.  JACKSON:  With  re- 
gard to  the  questions  which  have  been  ad- 
dressed to  me  by  hon.  Members,  I  am 
afraid  I  took  it  for  granted  that  every- 
body knew  the  circumstances  connected 
with  this  purchase.  The  land  is  4^ 
acres,  and,  in  addition  to  the  land,  there 
is  a  building  on  it  which  is  called  the 
Southern  Gallery,  for  which,  at  present, 
we  pay  a  sum  of  £1,500  a  year. 
That  £1,500  yearly  will,  of  course,  fall 
out  of  the  Estimates  when  we  become  the 
proprietors  of  the  land.  An  hon.  Mem- 
ber o|)posite  has  asked  whether  there  are 
any  commissions  to  be  paid  in  connec- 
tibn  with  this  transaction.  I  may  tell  him 
that  there  are  no  commissions  to  be  paid, 
either  on  one  side  or  on  the  other,  be- 
cause the  transaction  is  one  between  the 
1851  Exhibition  Commissioners — ^gentle- 
men who  a^e  very  well-known  to  all  who 
take  an  intarest  in  this  question — and  the 
Government.  It  is  not  very  easy  to  say 
what  is  the  sale  value  of  the  land  unless 
it  were,  in  some  way,  offered  for  public 
sale.  The  area  to  be  bought  includes 
the  whole  of  the  land  on  the  south  side 
of  Exhibition  Road,  from  one  end  to  the 
other,   with   the   exception   of  a  house 
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which  was  built  on  a  portion  of  the  land 
prior  to  the  sale  of  it.  We  have  had  a 
valuation  made  by  the  OflBce  of  Works, 
and  the  result  is  that  the  value  of  the 
land  was  put  down  at  something  between 
£100,000  and  £120,000.  I  believe  that 
the  Exhibition  Commissioners  have  also 
had  an  estimate  made  which  was  con- 
siderably higher.  In  fact,  they  put  the 
value  of  the  land  at  £200,000,  but  they 
are  willing  to  sell  it  to  the  Government 
for  this  purpose,  and  for  this  purpose 
only,  at  what  they  call  a  nominaj 
price.  I  think  there  can  be  no  doubt 
as  to  the  advantages  which  will  be 
derived  from  the  Government  being  the 
owner  of  the  whole  of  the  land  from  the 
south  side  of  Exhibition  Road  to  Crom- 
T^pll  Rioad 
*(6.39.)  Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield, 
Brightside) :  As  I  have  been  pressing 
the  Government  to  make  provision 
for  the  Science  Collections  for  the 
last  10  years,  I  think  I  ought  to 
say  something  in  defence  of  the  action 
of  the  Government  in  putting  this 
Vote  in  the  Supplementary  Estimate. 
I  do  not,  of  course,  object  to  the 
principle  which  has .  been  laid  down 
by  my  right  hon.  Friends  as  to  what 
Votes  ought  properly  to  be  included 
in  the  Supplementary  Estimates;  but 
there  is  no  doubt  that  this  question 
has  been  a  pressing  one  for  some  yejvrs. 
We  have  ^  most  valuable  science  collec- 
tion which  is  housed  in  a  most  disgraceful 
manner.  We  have  collections  such  as  no 
other  country  in  the  world  possesses. 
The  Treasury  have  all  along  resisted 
every  application  for  the  extension  of  the 
Museum,  and  for  placing  these  valuable 
collections  in  a  building  in  which  they 
would  be  useful  and  accessible  to  the 
country.  There  have  been  no  less  than 
three  Departmental  Committees  appointed 
to  inquire  as  to  the  necessity  of  extending 
the  Museum,  and  although  some  of  the 
Members  so  appointed  on  the  Committee 
went  into  the  inquiry  holding  the  view 
that  the  extension  was  unnecessary,  they 
have,  before  the  inquiry  closed,  been 
bound  to  confess  that  it  was  not  only 
necessary,  but  highly  desirable.  I  hear 
it  asked  for  the  first  time  whether  we 
are  going  to  get  good  value  for  our 
money.  Now,  I  have  been  for  many 
years  a  Member  of  the  Exhibition  Com- 
mission, and  I  know  something  about 
the  value  of  the  property.     I  believe  nor 
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Surveyors — one  of  the  most  eminent 
firms  in  London — valued  it  at  iB  160,000, 
this  valuation  not  including  certain 
[jortions  of  the  property.  The  present 
value  is  undoubtedly  jB200, 000,  and  we  let 
the  Government  have  it  for  the  nominal 
sum  of  £70,000,  the  balance  being 
the  value  of  the  Southern  Gallery.  Now 
we  are  asked  what  is  to  be  done  with  the 
money.  My  reply  is,  that  we  are  looking 
forward  to  provide  a  sum  of  £5,000  a 
year  in  scholarships  for  technical  educa- 
tion, and  1  do  not  think  that  we  could 
better  apply  the  money  than  in  this 
direction,  for  we  propose  that  the  scholar- 
ships shall  be  open  to  all  schools  in  every 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom.  I  never 
stood  up  in  this  House  to  recommend  any 
expenditure  with  a  more  clear  conviction 
that  I  am  doing  my  duty  than  I  now 
possess  in  urging  the  Commission  to 
pass  this  Vote  and  enable  the  Gt)vern- 
ment  to  have  the  Museum  completed  as 
rapidly  as  possible. 

(6-44)  Mr.  JAMES  ROWLANDS: 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  failed 
entirely  to  grasp  the  objection  which 
we  are  taking  to  this  Vote.  I  do 
not  wish  for  one  moment  to  be  con- 
sidered as  objecting  to  the  proper 
housing  of  the  science  exhibits  which 
we  may  have.  We  are  as  strongly  in 
favour  of  proper  buildings  for  Scientific 
Institutions  as  any  one  in  this  House. 
But  the  great  thing  is,  where  is  the 
proper  place  to  put  these  buildings, 
whether  we  get  full  value  for  the  money 
we  pay,  and  whether  the  money  asked  for 
ought  to  be  included  in  a  Supplementary 
Vote.  I  am  surprised  at  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  with  his  experience  of  10 
years  in  respect  to  this  matter,  (ailing 
to  see  the  importance  of  the  position 
we  have  taken  up.  We  are  told 
by  the  Government  that  they  must  have 
the  money  within  a  short  time.  We  are 
also  told  by  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury that  the  Exhibition  Commissioners 
have  been  trying  to  get  an  answer  from  the 
Government  during  the  past  three  years, 
but  have  failed  to  get  it.  Wliat  have  the 
Government  been  about  during  those 
three  years,  and  what  reason  is  there 
that  they  should  not  wait  another  month 
or  two  instead  of  trying  to  get  the  Vote 
in  the  present  financial  year  ?  If  the 
Commissioners  have  been  kind  enough,  as 
NV( '  are  told,  to  offer  the  land  at  a  sum  much 
below  its  real  value,  surely  they  might 
Mr,  Mundella 


add  to  their  kindness  by  waiting  for  the 
Vote  to  be  asked  for  properly  at  a  time- 
when    Members    can    have    full    infor- 
mation  on    the    subject    before    them.- 
Again,  I  am  not  sure  that  the  Commis- 
sioners have  a  right  to  s^ll  the  land  to  the- 
Govemment    at    a    reduced    price.     K 
they  are  anxious  to  establish  scholarships^ 
they  ought  to  make  the  Government  pay 
the  full  value  of  the  land.      I  do  not 
wish  to  be  too  severe  on  the   right  hon. 
i  Gentleman,  but  it  struck  me  whether  he 
and  his  Colleagues  were  not  committing 
a  breach  of  trust  in  giving  away  valu- 
able    land     which     they     have     under 
their  charge.     There  is  another  question 
which  strikes  me,  and  that  is,  whether  it 
is    necessary    that    all    these  buildings 
should  be  put  up  at  South    Kensington. 
That  is  not,  as  a  matter  of  course,  the  most 
convenient   spot    for    these    institutions, 
or  for  the  students  who  come  up  from  the 
country  to  attend  them.     It  is,  I  admit, 
a  most  convenient  place  for  a  number  of 
wealthy  people  who  like  to  have  tbese^ 
art  and  science  collections  at  their  very 
doors.     I  think  the  time  has  come  when 
we    should    consider    the    propriety   of 
building  these  institutions  on  sites  which 
cost    something  less  than   £20,000  an 
acre,   and   I   believe   that   if   we  chose 
other  localities  it  would  be  more  con- 
venient to  the  students,  who  would  be- 
able  probably  to  get  cheaper  lodgings^ 
while  the  localities  would  greatly  benefit. 
But  my  strong  ground  of  opposition  is  that 
you  are  using  a  Supplementary  Estimate 
for  a  purpose  to  which  it  ought  not  to  be 
applied.     There  is  no   reason  why  you 
should  thus  suddenly  spring  this  matter 
upon   the   House  after   it  has   been  in 
abeyance  so  many  years.    Surely  if  we 
have  the  friendship  of   the   Exhibition 
Commissioners  they  might  be  expected 
to  wait  until  the  ordinary  Estimates  for 
the  year  could  be  laid  before  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  Members  have  an  oppor* 
tunity  of   considering  t^e  scheme  as  a 
whole.     I  shall  consequently  vote  against 
the  Estimate. 
*(6.49.)      Mb.   BARTLEY   (Islington, 
N.)  :  It  seems  to  me  that  we  are  making 
a  fresh  departure  in  the  way  of  buildings 
at  South  Kensington.     On  the  east  side 
of  Exhibition  Road  there  is  a  consider- 
able quantity  of  vacant  land,  and  I  think 
it  is  a  groat  scandal  that  the  Sonth  Ken- 
sington Museum   is  left   in  its  present- 
unfini»hed   state.     But   this   is   a    Vote^ 


)  unnblu  na  to  uoquire  liuid  uh  tin- 
thep  aide  of  the  poad,  and  I  ayri'o 
lorougb-lj  with  till-  laoD.  Mumbei'  wlio 
in  just  epokt^u  tliuA  it  is  h  great  mistnke 
C  coaountrabe  all  llietiir  buildings  in  oiio 
"  J  first  place,  to  see 
a  Maeeum  on  tin;  euBt  side  at  the  rami 
lomploted,  and  I  think  nht-n  thnt  in  done 
be  biuldiog  will  aervi'  nil  pntctical  pur- 
kOSes  fciT  Buuic  time  to  cume.  But  the 
>re8i>ut  proi>usal  really  lunounls  tu  the 
atoning  of  II  iiuw  MuBcam.  I  think 
is  a  gr^at  misfortane  that  this  Vote 
I  been  put  forward 
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r  Museum  oHtnblished  in  somi:  otb^r 
t  "f  London.  I  want  to  see  these 
IBB  of  public  instruction  distrt- 
ad,  and  1  do  [irotest  strongly 
inst  acquiring  this  new  lot  of  land 
rhen  wu  have  so  tnnch  space  at 
bntli  Kenisingtiiu  still  tiauccupiod,  and 
t  likely  to  be  (xicnpiod  for  many  yeart 
come,  and  when  other  parts  of  London 
B  so  iuadoquiituly  provided  with 
luBenms. 
(6.52.)  Mr.  PICTON  (Leiuester): 
Bympathiae  with  what  fell  from  my 
ight  hon.  Friend  tlif  Member  fur 
Iheffield  Its  to  the  extreme  desirability  of 
jroperly  honsiog  nor  science  aud  art 
Dlleutione  ;  but  I  think  there  m  a  good 
I  to  be  said  for  the  objections  which 
Avebeenmadti  to  the  coarse  t»ken  hythe 
ToTemmentinpresontingthisaaaSupple- 
lenlary  Flstimate,  and  I  trust  that  before 
bb  delmte  is  concluded  we  shall  have 
naa  further  explanation.  It  is  evident 
llat  there  is  a  good  deal  of  danger  in 
uttatingthepracticeof  thrusting  into  the 
npplementary  Kstimatea  doniands  which 
roperly  belong  to  the  succeeding  year. 
Vo  did  not  know  until  we  came  down 
athe  House  what  these  Supplementary 
iBtimates  were  about,  and  we,  therefore, 
9  had  no  time  to  consider  this  pro- 
DSftl.  Supposing  a  Minister  has  a  piece 
t  work  to  get  through  which  is  not  at 
tt  popular,  hetnnccires  the  idea  of  {int- 
g  itinto  the  Supplementary  Kstimatos, 
i  bringing  it  forward  at  a  time  when 
k  cannot  be  properly  discussed,  becjLUHe 
vo  one  knows  anything  about  it.  I 
Botirely  sympathise  with  thi;  objectio:i6 
wtuuh  havubnL'[i  raised,  and  unless  I  can 
t)e  convinced  that  the  ciuni  proposed  to  bo 
vnuited  now  does  not  jiroperly  belong  to 
the  burdens  of  next  year.  I  shull  becom- 
pelled  to  vote  a^ainat  the  grant. 


(6,55.)  Mb.  BL^VNE  (Amiagh,  S.)  : 
When  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of 
South  Kensington  being  crowded  with 
many  valuable  exhibits,  I  think  he  could 
not  have  been  at  that  phicc  very  recently 
or  else  he  would  have  known  that  in  one 
lai^e  room  there  is  nothing  bnt  a  number 
of  old  and  dusty  chairs  which  have  not 
been  nsed  since  1S62,  while  the  electric 
appliances  room  is  atterly  unused.  I 
think  if  all  the  space  thero  were  properly 
utilised  there  would  be  no  necessity  to 
ask  for  this  Vote,  and  tlie  right  hon. 
Ge-ntlemaa  would  have  no  reason  to  com- 
plain that  our  valuable  exhibits  are  badly 
housed.  I  say  that  the  biid  housing  is 
dne  to  want  of  attention  on  the  part  of 
the  heads  of  Departments.  This  is  alar^ 
sum  to  be  voted  in  a  Supplementary 
Estimate,  and  I  think  the  Govt-rnment 
might  fairly  have  waited  for  the  begin- 
ning of  a  new  fimincial  year  before  asking 

•(6.57.)     SiK      LYON      PLAYFAIR 

(Leeds,  S.) :  Having  act*:d  as  bonoraiy 
secretary  to  the  Royal  Commission 
for  Home  years,  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  in  explanation  of  a  mistake  which 
has  evidently  arisen  in  the  course  of 
this  debate.  I'he  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  suggested  that  the  Com- 
missioners might  be  doing  agi-eat  wrong 
to  the  public  by  selling  the  land  at  a 
price  below  ita  actual  valnc.  But  the 
faot  is,  that  a  Charter  was  given  to  tho 
Commissioners  for  the  purpose  of  acquir- 
ing the  land,  and  either  giving  it,  or 
selling  it  at  a  low  price  for  the  foundation 
of  institutions  such  as  these.  The 
reason  for  giving  the  Charter  was  that 
the  cost  of  sites  for  public  buildings  in 
the  Metropolis  was  so  enormous  that  it 
was  desirable  to  secure  a  large  extent  of 
land,  and  then  dispose  of  it  at  moderate 
figures  for  various  public  purposes.  If 
any  hon.  Members  will  go  to  the  Library, 
they  will  find  tho  Report  of  the  Royal 
CommiBsion  of  1S51  which  came  out 
towards  the  end  of  last  year,  and  in 
which  the  whole  of  this  Vote  was 
explained  at  great  length.  The  Com- 
missioners have  based  their  estimate  of 
the  value  of  the  land  upon  sales  of 
similar  land  which  havt-  actually  taken 
place  in  the  locality,  and  they  have  tsime 
tu  the  conclusion  that  the  land  which 
they  are  offering  to  the  Government  for 
.£70,000  is  actually  worthabout  £'JOO,000. 
The-  additional  i;30,000  which  is  to  be 
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paid  by  the  Grovemment  is  in  respect  of 
a  building  upon  the  land,  and  the  sum  of 
£30,000  is  the  value  put  upon  that 
building  by  the  Board  of  Works  Sur- 
veyor, although  the  Commissioners  are 
of  opinion  that  the  value  Ls  higher. 
With  regard  to  the  disposal  of  the 
£100,000  by  the  Commissioners,  I  may 
say  that  they  are  being  continually 
pressed  by  people  in  the  provinces  to  set 
apart  a  portion  of  their  revenue  for  the 
purpose  of  promoting  technical  education. 
We  have  been  pressed  year  after  year  to 
apply  our  surplus  revenues  to  educational 
purposes,  and  could  not  do  so  because 
originally  more  land  was  secured  than  we 
had  the  money  to  buy,  and  have  had  to 
borrow  money  on  mortg^e.  Our  present 
debt  is  £129,000,  and  when  the  present 
amount  of  the  Vote  is  applied  to  the 
extinction  of  the  debt,  if  the  Govern- 
ment choose  to  accept  our  offer  we  shall 
have  only  £29,000  of  debt,  which  would 
be  easily  met  by  certain  contributions 
from  revenue.  We  have  pressed  the 
Government  to  come  to  a  decision  on  the 
question  whether  they  will  acquire  the 
land  for  the  public,  or  whether  it  should 
be  let  to  private  individuals  at  full  value 
to  pay  off  the  debt.  We  are  now  tired  of 
waiting,  the  present  state  of  things  hav- 
ing been  going  on  for  10  years,  during 
which  time  the  pressure  from  the  pro- 
vinces has  been  more  and  more  strongly 
exerted  upon  the  Commissioners,  and 
after  what  we  heard  from  the  last 
Committee  which  reported  on  the  subject, 
the  Commissioners  told  the  Govern- 
ment— 

**  We  now  oflfer  you  this  land  for  the  last 
time  for  £70,000,  although  we  believe  it  to  be 
worth  £200,000.  Will  you  take  it  ?  We  cannot 
wait  any  longer,  as  we  must  answer  the  provin- 
cial demands  for  applying  the  revenue  which 
will  exist  after  we  have  paid  ofif  the  debt." 

At  last  the  Government  have  come  to  a 
conclusion,  which  I  think  is  a  wise  one  ; 
and  when  it  is  argued  that  it  is  unusual 
to  vota  a  sum  of  this  kind  on  the  Supplemen- 
tary Estimates,  I  balieve  that  when  the 
Correspondence  on  the  question  is  pub- 
lished, it  will  be  seen  that  we  have  been 
very  patient,  and  that  the  time  has  come 
when  the  Government  must  give  us  an 
answer.  This  they  have  done,  and  it  is 
now  for  the  Committee  to  say  what 
course  it  will  take  upon  the  subject. 

(7.1.)      Mr.     LABOUCHERE  :      It 
strikes  me  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

Sir  Lyon  Play  fair 


has  not  made  a  very  good  defence.  He 
tells  us  that  the  Commissioners  have 
entered  intoa  species  of  general  engagement 
either  to  give  their  land  for  nothing,  or  to 
part  with  it  under  its  value  for  purposes 
connected  with  science  and  ^rt.  But  he 
now  says  the  money  ought  to  be  granted 
immediately,  and  that  if  not  they  will 
sell  the  land  to  private  individuals  for 
building  upon.  But  obviously  the  G<Hn- 
missioners  are  bound  not  to  do  that. 

♦Sir  L.  PLAYFAIR:  They  may 
apply  the  proceeds  of  any  money  they 
may  obtain  for  public  purposes. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE :  That  seem  to 
me  to  be  a  round-about  method.  Tlie 
sites  are  for  London  and  not  for  the  pro- 
vinces, and  therefore  the  Commissioners 
are  bound  to  sell  the  land  for  sites  in 

London  far  below  its  value,  in  order 
that  it  may  be  used  for  scientifiapurposas. 
I  think  we  ought  to  register  a  protest 
against  these  large  sums  of  money  being 
put  into  the  Supplementary  Estimate& 
To  bring  them  forward  in  that  way  usually 
means  that,  by  some  sort  of  accident,  there 
has  been  an  excessive  expenditure 
which  was  not  at  first  contemplated ;  it 
was  never  intended  that  a  scheme  like 
this  for  a  building  in  connection  with  the 
South  Kensington  Museum  should  be  so 
dealt  with.  Even  had  it  come  up  in  the 
ordinary  Estimates,  I  am  inclined  to  think 
I  should  have  opposed  the  proposal ; 
because  I  regard  the  South  Kensington 
Museum  as  a  perfect  vortex  against 
which  we  should  be  upon  our  guard.  I 
am  positively  shocked  at  the  amount  of 
money  obtained  for  South  Kensington. 
No  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. .  Mundella) 
generally  looks  upon  those  of  us  who 
take  this  view  as  Goths  and  Philistines, 
because  we  object  to  this  expenditure  on 
his  part  and  on  the  part  of  the  friends  of 
art ;  but  I  say  the  time  has  come  when 
it  is  necessary  that  we  should  keep  a 
wary  eye  on  the  proceedings  of  the 
friends  of  art,  who,  as  a  rule,  mismanage 
everything  with  which  they  are  com- 
nected,  and  spend  thirteen  pence  where 
they  ought  not  to  spend  more  than  ten- 
pence.  The  friends  of  art  ought  to  think 
of  finance  as  well  as  of  art.  Under,  all 
the  circumstances  I  hope  the  Committee 
will  not  only  divide  against  this  £100,000 
Vote,  but  will  throw  it  out. 
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(7.5.)  Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Bir- 
mingliam,  W.) :  The  policy  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken  is  pretty 
clear;  it  is  to  oppose  any  grants  in 
favour  of  South  Kensington  ;  and  this 
is  because  it  is  not  in  liis  view  a  good 
commercial  speculation.  But  I  think  I 
may  make  an  appeal  to  the  commercial 
and  financial  mind  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  differ  entirely  from  him  on 
this  point,  because,  as  he  will  be  told 
by  duly  qualified  persons,  if  you  take  the 
erections  of  South  Kensington,  they  are 
at  the  present  moment  worth,  in  mere 
commercial  value,  two  or  three  times  as 
much  as  they  have  cost  the  nation.  I 
think  that  this  fact  ought  to  satisfy  the 
commercial  mind  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. But  there  is  another  point  I  should 
like  to  press  on  the  hon.  Member.  Some 
of  the  most  valuable  'possessions  in  the 
South  Kensington  collection  have  either 
been  bequeathed  to  the  nation  or  pre- 
sented as  gifts  during  the  lifetime  of  the 
donors  ;  and  those  gifts  and  bequests  are 
dependent  almost  entirely  in  point  of 
value  on  the  appreciation  the  public  have 
for  them.  If  after  obtaining  gifts  of 
this  kind  the  nation  does  not  take  steps 
to  house  them  properly  they  are  not 
likely  to  obtain  such  gifts  in  future.  I 
think,  also,  in  a  matter  of  this  kind  we 
are  bound  to  take  cognisance  of  the 
experience  we  have  had  of  what  has  been 
the  case  in  connection  with  the  pro- 
vincial museums  and  exhibitions.  Where- 
ever  the  community  show  the  great  v^lue 
they  attach  to  these  collections,  they 
have  at  once  been  met  by  the  public 
spirit  of  the  inhabitants,  and  large  gifts 
have  been  made  in  consequence.  The 
collection  at  South  Kensington  is  both 
splendid  and  unique,  and  one  of  which 
any  nation  might  be  proud;  but  it  is 
improperly  and  inadequately  housed.  I 
am,  therefore,  delighted  to  see  this  Vote 
placed  before  the  Committee,  and  hope 
it  will  only  be  the  precursor  of  other 
votes  of  the  same  kind. 

(7.7.)  Mr.  PICTON  :  I  should  Uke 
to  hear  why  it  is  tliat  the  Government 
cannot  wait  till  the  end  of  the  financial 
year. 

♦(7.7.)  Thb  first  lord  of  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster)  :  The  answer  is  short;  the 
end  of  the  financial  year  falls  at  such  a 
time  that  the  vote  could  not  be  taken 
until  June  or  July,  or  perhaps   August, 


and  it  is  unreasonable  to  ask  the  Com^ 
missioners  of  1851  to  wait  until  then.  I 
am  one  of  those  who  have  resisted  the 
expenditure  at  South  Kensington  as 
long  as  I  could,  and  imtil  I  was  perfectly 
satisfied  it  was  necessary  in  the  public, 
interests.  A  Committee  was  appointed 
by  the  present  Government  to  inquire 
and  report  whether  any  further  accom- 
modation could  be  found  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  case.  We  have 
received  the  Report  of  that  Committee, 
and  have  no  alternative  but  to  carry  out 
their  recommendations  to  the  best  of  our 
ability.  The  step  we  propose  is  one  of 
the  first  steps  necessary  to  be  taken. 
When  exception  is  taken  to  the  Vote 
appearing  in  the  Supplementary'  Estimates 
I  wish  to  point  out  what  is  involved  in 
that  objection.  It  is  suggested  that  the 
Government  may  at  any  period  enter 
into  a  national  engagement  for  the  puiv 
chase  of  costly  property  and  not  com- 
municate it  to  the  House  ;  of  the  two 
alternatives  I  should  say  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  announcement  of  such  a 
financial  engagement  must  be  regarded 
as  a  much  more  serious  matter  than  to 
ask  the  House  to  confirm  at  once  the 
obligation  into  which  the  Government 
have  entered.  I  may  add  that  full 
notice  has  been  given  of  the  engage- 
ment into  which  we  entered,  as  the 
Estimates  were  circulated  last  night  or 
early  this  morning,  and  consequently  hon. 
Members  have  come  down  to  the  House 
with  ample  information  on  the  subject. 

(7.10.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  The 
right  hon  Gentleman  says  we  have  had 
full  information  ;  whereas  the  Govern- 
ment merely  enter  into  an  engagement  of 
which  we  have  this  short  notice,  and  then 
leave  it  to  the  House  to  pass  the  Votd. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  L. 
Playfair)  says  the  Commissioners  can- 
not wait  for  another  six  months. 
Why  not?  They  have  already  waited 
for  10  long  years,  and  surely  they  might 
wait  another  six  months.  The  light  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  Chamberlain)  appeared 
to  me  to  take  a  somewhat  huxtering  view 
of  the  matter.  He  seems  to  say  that  "  We 
ought  to  go  on  purchasing  every  species 
of  bric-a-brac,  because  its  price  has  risen 
in  the  market ;  that  what  the  nation  has 
bought  is  worth  three  times  what  it 
was.  Here  is  a  splendid  speculation  ! 
Let  us  buy  a  quantity  more  in  the  hope 
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the  price  will  continue  to  rise."  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  also  says  many- 
persons  have  given  certain  things  to 
South  Kensington.  Well,  whenever  I 
have  been  there,  I  have  generally  found, 
on  Inquiry,  that  where  there  is  a  very 
poor  thing,  it  has  been  given  by  some 
gentleman,  but  that  where  there  is  a 
really  good  thing,  it  has  been  bought  by 
the  nation.  If  you  go  on  building  in  the 
manner  proposed,  you  will  have  persons 
sending  every  species  of  rubbish  in  the 
hope  that  their  names  may  be  put  down 
as  donors  to  the  nation.  I  object  to  that. 
We  onght  not  to  accept  a  gift  horse 
without  looking  it  in  the  mouth,  and 
most  assuredly  we  ought  not  to  build 
a  stable  of  more  than  three  times  the 
value  of  the  horse. 

*(7.13.)  Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  stated  that  what  is  given 
'  to  the  Museums  are  generally  rubbish  ; 
does  he  not  know  that  during  a  period  of 
three  years  the  value  of  these  gifts  has 
equalled  half  a  million  sterling  1  Why, 
Sir,  many  of  these  gifts  are  perfectly 
unique.  The  Jones  Collection  alone  is 
worth  £350,000,  and  is  one  of  the  best 
collections  of  its  kind  in  Europe.  In 
fe.ct,  I  belief  the  gifts  to  South  Kensing- 
ton are  worth  many  times  over  the 
amount  the  Government  has  expended 
there  ;  while  recently  more  was  received 
in  gifts  in  one  year  than  had  been 
expended  during  the  previous  27  years. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  :  The  right 
hon  Gentleman  (Mr.  Smith)  has  stated 
that  if  this  Vote  were  not  placed  in  the 
Supplementary  Estimates,  it  might  have 
to  wait  till  July  or  August.  I  ask  does 
he  propose  to  carry  out  the  policy  of  last 
year  by  taking  the  last  Votes  first,  and 
making  Class  I  come  at  the  end  of  the  list? 
We  want  to  know  from  the  First  Lord 
whether  he  intends  to  begin  with  Class  1 
or  Class  6  ? 

*(7-16.)  Mr.  HARTLEY:  I  think  there 
is  a  misapprehension  about  the  Vote 
now.  I  agree  that  the  collection  at  the 
Kensington  Museum  is  not  properly 
housed  ;  and,  secondly,  that  the  Museum 
is  not  complete.  But  will  this  Vote  assist 
the  better  housing  of  the  collection  ?  The 
*Vote  is  simply  to  buy  a  piece  of  land  now 
used  by  the  South  Kensington  Museum  ; 
it  will  not  in  any  way  aid  in  the  better 
housing  of  the  collection.  Therefore,  I 
think  we  ought  to  give  a  liberal  Vote  to 
complete  the  South  Kensington  Museum, 
Mr,  Labmichere 


and  to  put  the  collection  in  proper  order, 
in  which  it  is  not  at  the  present  time. 
But  I  thoroughly  object  to  extending  thi? 
Museum  to  the  other  side  of  the  road 
before  completing  the  building  on  the 
east  side  of  the  road. 

*(71^)  Mr.  MORTON:  1  am  gla<l 
to  hear  that  this  land  has  been 
valued  by  somebody.  We  are  told  that 
the  purchaser  valued  the  land  at 
£120,000,  and  the  landlord  at  £200,000 ; 
and  it  appears  that  we  are  going  to 
give  £70,000  and  £30,000  for  the  build- 
ing. I  want  to  know  how  we  can  get  it 
for  a  less  sum  than  the  purchaser  valued 
it  at.  I  object  to  this  money  being 
spent  altogether  in  the  West  End.  Some 
of  this  money  ought  to  be  expended  in 
the  East  End  of  London,  or  even  in  the 
North  End.  Tlie  aristocracy  of  this 
country  have  already  got  enough  of  the 
good  things  of  this  world,  and  if  we  are 
to  have  these  buildings  and  collections 
by  all  means  let  us  have  them 
in  the  East  End  of  London,  to 
improve  the  [leople  there.  I  hope 
the  Committee  will  allow  this  matter  to 
be  postponed  with  the  object  of  our 
havinff  time  to  consider  whether, 
in  common  fairness,  to  the  people  'of  this 
country,  and  especially  to  the  people  of 
the  Metropolis,  some  of  these  buildingK 
ought  not  to  be  erected  in  the  East  End 
of  London. 

(7.30.)  Mr.  BLANE  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Sheffield  has 
said  that  gift«?  worth  half  a  million  have 
been  received  at  the  South  Kensington 
Museum  in  the  course  of  one  year. 
When  visiting  that  institution,  the  first 
thing  that  has  met  my  gaze  has  been  the 
bust  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self. I  take  great  interest  in  objects  of 
art,  and  I  know  what  pleases  me,  and  I 
quite  agree  that  this  bust  is  not  properly 
housed.  There  is  also  a  picture  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Exhibition  of  1851,  in 
which  is  a  portrait  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  Sir  Lyon  Playfair.  I  quite 
agree  that  it  also  is  not  properly  housed. 
It  is  a  good  portrait,  but  it  is  not  in  a 
good  pasition.  Perliaps  this  good  por- 
tmit  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
be  put  in  a  better  position  than  it  is  at 
present.  I  have  no  objection  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  having  both  his 
bust  and  the  painting  put  in  a  good 
position,  so  long  a«  he  does  so  at  his  own 
expense,    but    I     object    to    expending 
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£100,000  for  the  purpose,  and  I  therefore 
resist  this  Vote. 

*(7.22.)  Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Tlie  hon. 
Oentleman  is  entirely  mistaken.  I  have 
no  bust  at  present  at  the  Kensington 
Museum.  The  bust  was  a  presentation 
from  the  factory  workers,  but  has  long 
:  since  been  removed. 

(7.23.)     The     Committee   divided:— 
Ayes  144  ;  Noes  67.— (Div.  List,  No.  12.) 

4.  Motion   made,    and    Question   pro- 
posed, 

*'  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exoeeding 
.4^2,050,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  31st  day  of 
March,  1890,  (or  Diplomatic  and  Consular 
Buildings." 

(7.32.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  This  is 
one  of  those  singular  items  that  occasion- 
ally slip  into  Supplementary  Estimates. 
We  are  perpetually  being  asked  to  spend 
money  on  the  Legation  at  Washington. 
'  The  original  Estimate  for  the  alterations 
there  was  £100.  That  Estimate  is  ex- 
ceeded this  year  by  £850;  that  is  to  say,  it 
has  positively  been  doubled,  and  yet  we 

•  have  not  any  species  of  explanation  offered 
to  us.  This  is  an  instance  of  the  reckless 
manner  in  which  Gentlemen  connected 

•  with  the  Foreign  Office  act  in  these 
matters.  I  see  that  XI 00  is  put  down 
for  buying  a  filter,  and  £450  for  altera- 
tions and  repairs  to  the  heating  apparatus, 
and  £700  for  alterations  in  the  drainage 

'  arrangements. 

*(7.34.)  Mr.  PLUNKET:  I  think 
I  can  explain  the  necessity  of  taking 
this  Vote  in  the  form  of  a  Supple- 
mentary Estimate.  When  Sir  Julian 
Pauncefote  went  to  take  up  liis 
residence  at  Wasliington,  it  was  found 
that  the  house  was  in  a  very  bad 
state,  and  there  were  no  means  of 
heating  the  upper  part  of  it.  It  was 
necessary  if  he  was  to  go  into  the  house 
this  winter  that  the  work  should  be  done 
at  once.      The   drains  were   in   a   bad 

•  condition,  and  a  number  of  officials  had 
been  suffering  from  illness  caused  by  the 

•defective  arrangements  The  water 
supplied  to  the  Embassy  house  at 
Washington  is    often  in  a  bad  state  in 

•  consequence  of  floods,  and  it  is  therefore 
necessary  to  filter  it.  £100  seems  to  be 
a  large  sum  to  expend  on  a  filter,  but  it 
was  a  very  large  filter,  as  it  was  necessary 
«io  deal  with  the  water  supply  of  the 
-whole  of  the  house*  and  the  stables. 


(7.36.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE :  I  can 
only  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Plunket)  that  I  lived  for  some  years 
in  the  house  at  Washington,  that  it  had 
no  heating  apparatus,  no  special  drainage 
arrangements,  and  no  filter.  I  drank  the 
water,  and  I  throve.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  Sir  Julian  Pauncefote  and  his 
successors  would  have  thriven  in  the 
same  way  without  these  alterations. 
An  Ambassador  or  a  Minister  never  goes 
to  any  Legation  which  has  been  built  at 
great  cost  to  the  country  without  insisting 
on  having  some  sort  of  alteration  made. 
It  is  really  a  strong  thing  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  tell  us  that  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  to  put  up  a  filter  at 
a  cost  of  £100.  Probably  the  Pi-esident 
of  the  United  States  drinks  the  Washing- 
ton water  unfiltered,  and  the  Cabinet  in 
Washington  no  doubt  drink  it  also.  I 
think  it  will  meet  the  exigencies  of  the 
case  if  I  move  to  reduce  the  Vote  by 
£1,350,  so  as  to  bring  it  down  to  the 
original  estimate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  porposed, 
"  Tliat  Item  N,  of  £1,350,  for  the  Wash- 
ington Legation,  be  omitted  from  the 
proposed  Vote." — (J/r.  Lahoucliere.) 

*(7.40.)  Mr.  D.  CRAWFORD  (Lanark, 
N.E.)  :  I  know  something  of  the  circum- 
stances of  this  case,  and  think  it  would 
be  ungracious  of  the  Committee  to  divide 
against  the  Vote.  I  was  recently  in  the 
house  in  question,  and  I  think  if  there 
is  anything  wrong  it  is  in  the  system, 
and  not  in  the  demand  for  repairs.  It 
seems  very  unsatisfactory  that  the 
repairs  of  our  establishments  in  foreign 
countries  should  be  dealt  with,  at  a 
distance,  by  the  Board  of  Works,  and 
that  if  an  Ambassador  requires  to  have 
any  repairs  carried  out  he  should 
have,  as  in  this  case,  to  come  to 
England,  and  besiege  the  doors  of  the 
Board  of  Works.  When  that  is  the  state 
of  things  it  is  not  wonderful  that  there 
should  be  a  gradual  accumulation  of 
repairs,  and  that  larger  sums  should  be 
asked  for  than  are  altogether  agreeable. 
I  believe  that  in  this  case  several  of  the 
people  employed  in  the  house,  including 
some  of  the  iecretaries  and  servants, 
were  laid  up  in  consequence  of  defects  in 
the  drainage.  That  is  not  a  creditable 
thing,  and  it  is  not  wonderful  that  a  con- 
siderable expense  should  be  necessary 
under  such   circumstances.       When    a 
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man  is  serving  his  country  at  a  great 
distance  from  home,  I  think  it  is  only 
reasonable  that  we  should  give  him  a 
decent  and  healthy  house  to  live  in. 

(7.43.)  Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co., 
Birr) :  The  hon.  Member's  views  on  this 
subject  are  evidently  the  result  of  having 
dined  with  the  Ambassador  at  Washing- 
ton. I  can  personally  testify  that  the 
water  at  Washington  is  quite  as  good  in 
every  sense  as  the  water  supplied  in 
London,  and  I  may  add  that  the  ordinary 
price  of  a  family  filter  in  America  is 
four  dollars,  or  16s.  It  appears  that  a 
filter  which  costs  16s.  is  put  down,  when 
it  is  for  an  Ambassador,  at  iBlOO.  It  is 
too  ridiculous.  Either  this  expenditure 
is  not  for  a  filter,  or,  if  it  is,  there  is 
something  more  than  appears  on  the 
face  of  the  Votes.  It  seems  absurd  to 
discuss  small  items  of  this  kind,  but  it  is 
generally  in  regard  to  these  smaller 
items  that  fraud  creeps  in.  The  suppo- 
sition that  any  filter  in  America  ever  cost 
«£100»is  absolutely  ridiculous.  We  can 
hardly  object  to  the  cost  incurred  in 
altering  the  drains,  because  we  all  know 
that  drains  go  wrong,  and  we  ought  not 
to  let  our  Ambassador  run  the  risk  of 
illness  on  account  of  the  drains.  But  the 
sum  of  ^450  is  put  down  for  heating 
four  or  five  rooms  in  a  house  in  Washing- 
ton. Why,  £450  would  heat  a  terrace 
in  Washington.  The  small  furnaces 
which  they  have  in  the  rooms  there,  and 
which,  to  my  mind,  are  very  unhealthy 
and  unpleasant,  only  cost  a  few  dollars. 
If  we  go  to  a  Division  I  shall  certainly 
vote  for  the  Amendment. 
♦(7.46.)  Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen  S.) : 
I  hope  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  will  be  satisfied  with 
the  discussion  that  lias  taken 
place,  and  that  he  will  not  think  it 
necessary  to  go  to  a  Division.  At  the 
same  time  I  think  this  is  one  of  the 
frequent  occasions  on  which  the  Board  of 
Works  seems  unprepared  to  give  the 
explanations  we  might  expect  from  them. 
There  must  be  something  wrong  in  the 
working  of  a  system  which  frequently 
gives  rise  to  cases  of  this  kind,  when 
the  expenditure  seems  disproportionate  to 
the  result.  However,  we  have  had 
evidence  that  the  drainage  is  bad,  and 
I  do  not  think,  therefore,  the  Commit- 
tee has  any  reason  to  quarrel  with 
the  chief  item  of  the  Vote. 

(7.48.)  Mr-LABOUCHERE:  I  would 
Mr,  D.  Cniniford, 


ask  leave,  then,  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment. I  think  the  case  has  been  met  by 
the  discussion  which  has  taken  place,  and 
I  hope  it  will  act  as  a  warning  to  cur- 
Ministers  abroad,  and  to  those  who 
represent  them  here,  that  they  must  not 
incur  reckless  expenditui*e  whenever 
they  go  to  a  fresh  Embassy. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 

*(7.49.)  .  Mr.  MORTON :  I  wish  to 
object  to  this  Vote  on  principle.  The 
original  estimate  for  the  well  and  water- 
supply  in  this  case  was  £790,  and  we 
are  asked  to  sanction  an  expenditure  of 
£700  more  than  that  amount.  It  appears 
that  the  Committee  was  deceived  last 
year  when  it  was  told  that  the  work 
would  cost  only  £790.  I  quite 
agree  that  the  House  should  be 
put  into  good  order,  and  that  the 
dnvinage  should  be  perfected,  but  I  am. 
not  sure  that  these  are  fair  charges.  I 
speak  with  some  little  knowledge  of 
drainage,  and  £750  seems  to  me  to  be  an 
enormous  sum  for  the  drainage  of  one 
small  house.  I  think  that  the  Yankees- 
have  made  a  fool  of  John  Bull  over  this 
matter.  I  should  like  to  have  some 
further  explanation  respecting  the  filter, 
and  also  with  regard  to  the  "contin- 
gencies." Contingencies  may  mean 
anything.  I  remember  reading  some 
years  ago  that  Joseph  Hume  discovered 
that  "  etc."  in  the  House  of  Commons 
meant  sherry  and  biscuits.  I  wish  to 
kn jw  whether  "  contingencies  *'  means 
sherry  and  biscuits,  or  whether  it  means 
some  other  extraordinary  expenditure? 

(7.52.)  Mr.  BLANE:  As  to  this 
water  supply 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Membeor 
cannot  go  back  to  that  item,  as  it  has 
been  disposed  of. 

Mr.  BLANE :  I  wish  to  speak  on  the 
total  Vote.  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  does  not  know 
much  about  Washington  or  its  water 
supply.  He  alleges  that  the  water* 
supply  is  sometimes  unhealthy  by  reason 
of  the  floods.  The  reverse  is  the  case,. 
and  there  is  a  better  water  supply  at 
Washington  than  in  any  town  I  know  of 
in  the  United  Kingdom.  It  is  manifest 
that  if  our  Minister  is  not  satisfied  witk 
the  Embassy  at  Washington  he  must  be 
veiy  hard  to  please.     It   has  done  for- 
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his  predecessors  for  many  years,  and  if 
Sir  Julian  Pauncefote  is  not  satisfied 
let  him  make  the  alterations  he 
desires  at  his  own  expense.  He  has  an 
allowance  of  some  £700  a  month  or 
more. 

(7.54.)  Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
B.)  :  I  do  not  want  to  go  into  the  details  of 
the  Vote  ;  but  I  would  point  out  that  it 
refers  to  works  carried  on  a  long  way 
from  this  country.  In  past  years  a  very 
large  number  of  cases  of  this  •  kind  have 
come,  not  only  before  this  House,  but 
before  the  Public  Accounts  Committee, 
and  observations  have  been  made  upon 
them.  I  remember  the  sum  of  £iO  being 
once  charged  for  a  washing-stand  in  the 
Embassy  at  Berlin.  How  far  the  items 
now  before  us  are  admissible  we  shall 
not  learn  this  evening.  We  must,  per- 
force, pass  the  Vote.  I  would  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  something  like 
an  understanding  was  arrived  at  on  a 
previous  occasion,  whereby  not  only 
were  Clerks  of  the  Works  to  be  sent 
out  from  head-quarters  to  visit  distant 
places  and  report  on  repairs  and  buildings, 
but  it  should  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration whether  there  should  not  be 
some  transfer  of  the  services.  I  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
that  .matter  has  been  decided  upon  or 
considered  ;  or  whether  we  are  to  go  on, 
year  after  year,  having  bills  sent  in 
which  are  transparently  ridiculous  and 
exorbitant  in  respect  of  services  which 
cannot  be  checked? 

♦Mr.  PLUNKET  :  1  am  not  aware  of 
an  understanding  of  the  kind  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Member. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Class  II. 

5. £700,Supplementary,for the  Foreign 
Office. 

(7.56.)  Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON 
(Canterbury)  :  A  study  of  the  Estimates 
and  Appropriation  Accounts  for  the  last 
10  years  has  convinced  me  that  the 
growth  of  the  telegraph  expenses  in  all 
the  Departments  has  been  rapid  and 
uncontrolled.  The  increase  of  gross  ex- 
penditure has  been  very  great — in  fact, 
it  has  in  eight  years  doubled ;  and  it  is 
remarkable  that  year  by  year  the  Esti- 
mates have  been  largely  exceeded,  almost 
without  exception,  in  every  Department. 
The  importance  of  the  subject  justifies 


me  in  asking  that  an  inquiry  into  the 
whole  subject  of  telegraph  expense  in 
all  Grovemment  Departments  should  be 
granted  without  delay.  The  total  ex- 
penditure on  telegrams  by  the  Foreign 
and  Colonial  Offices,  by  thfe  Diplomatic 
and  Consular  Services,  and  by  the  Navy 
during  the  10  years  1876-77  to  1886-7 
was  £409,459,  but  the  original  Estimates- 
for  those  Services  only  amounted  to 
£239,400.  We  are  now  asked  to  vote 
£7,600  for  extra  expenses  incurred  in 
telegrams  for  these  Departments,  in 
addition  to  the  sum  of  £13,400  originally 
voted.  These  sums  are  paid  to  a  Tele- 
graph Company  for  sending  messages- 
over  lines  to  South  Africa  which  we 
now  subsidise  to  the  extent  of  £35,000 
a  year.  I  aUude  to  the  company  con- 
trolled by  that  monopolist.  Sir  John 
Pender,  which  in  addition  gets  a  subsidy 
of  £19,000  a  year  for  a  cable  down  the 
West  Coast  of  Africa.  This  is  not  the 
time  for  raising  the  graver  question 
whether  the  Grovemment  ought  not,  ae 
a  matter  of  State  policy,  and  with  a  view 
to  afford  the  public  a  cheap  telegraph 
service  throughout  the  Empire,  to 
become  possessed,  by  purchase  or  con- 
struction, of  a  complete  Imperial  tele- 
graphic net.  But,  in  any  case,  I  think  I 
am  justified  in  asking  that  a  Committee 
be  appointed  to  inquire  into  this  large 
expenditure  and  the  continual  abnormal 
growth  in  Government  telegraph  ex- 
penses. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

6.  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'*  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding. 
£2,166,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
meut  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day 
of  March,  1890,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture.** 

(8.0.)  Sir  W.  BARTTELOT:  I 
should  like  to  say  a  word  on  this- 
Vote.  In  the  fii*st  place,  I  should 
like  to  congratulate  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Chaplin)  on  the  high  place 
he  now  occupies ;  and  I  think  that  we 
who  speak  on  behalf  of  the  agricultural 
interest  will  be  sure  on  all  occasions  to- 
receive  the  greatest  courtesy  and  con- 
sideration at  his  hands.  I  should  like  to- 
aak  my  right  hon.  Friend  what  are  thfr 
additional  salaries,  amounting  to  i&500^ 
for  collecting  agricultural  statistics  1  We 
are  anxious  to  have  every  information 
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that  can  be  given  to  us  on  that  subject.  I 
presume  there  is  to  be  a  large  extension 
-of  the.  Returns  we  have  previously  had. 
We  have  always  felt  that  the  Agricultural 
Returns  should  be  as  accurate  as  possible, 
and  I  am  sure  that  such  is  the  intention  of 
my  light  hon.  Friend.  I  presume  that  the 
expenditure  with  regard  to  the  Land  Com- 
mission will  now  be  merged  in  that  of 
*he  Department  of  Agriculture  ;  but  I 
hops  that  the  money  already  voted  for 
the  Land  Commission  will  be  spent  under 
tliat  head,  and  that  at  the  end  of  the 
h'nancial  year  the  operation  of  the  Com- 
mission will  be  carried  out  by  the  Agn- 
•cultural  Department. 

*(8.2.)  Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E., 
Rugby)  :  1  desire  to  move  the  reduction 
of  the  salary  of  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  by  the  sum  of 
XI 00.  In  doi  g  so,  I  must  say  I  very 
heartily  join  with  the  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  in  congratulating  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  the  position  to  which 
he  has  attained ;  and  I  am  sure 
•that  whenever  we  want  any  ques- 
tion attended  to  we  shall  be  met 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  the 
greatest  courtesy.  He  knows  I  should 
be  the  last  person  to  deprive  him  of 
his  salary,  which  1  am  quite  sure  will 
be  well  earned.  My  only  object  in 
moving  the  reduction  is  to  give  him  an 
opportunity  of  affording  us  some  further 
information  than  he  can  do  in  answer  to 
•questions  addressed  to  him  across  the 
Table  of  the  House.  There  are  a  great 
many  important  matters  on  which  we 
should  like  to  have '  a  statement.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  looked 
upon  in  this  country  as  the  champion  of 
the  tenant  farmers.  He  has  urged  upon 
them  the  desirability  of  a  great  number 
of  remedies  for  alleviating  the  great 
distress  which  agriculture  has  un- 
doubtedly been  afflicted  with  in  the  last 
few  years.  It  is  not  so  long  ago  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  thought  a  return 
to  Protection  would  be  desirable  for  the 
purpose  of  alleviating  the  distress.  It 
Avas,  I  think,  called  Fair  Trade.  After 
that  he  dropped  Profcaction  like  a  red-hot 
•coal  and  took  up  another  subject,  which 
is  called  bi-metallism.  It  would  be 
satisfactory  to  us  on  this  side  of 
t\\Q  House  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  tell  us  plainly  that  he  has 
Altogether  abandoned  those  two  visionary 
remedies.  Earlier  in  the  Session  I 
Sir  W.  Barttelot 


asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  intended  to 
carry  out  the  recommendations  contained 
in  the  Report  of  the  Departmental  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture  and  Dairy  Schools, 
and  especially  as  to  the  Central  Normal 
School  at  Rugby.  The  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man replied  that,  undoubtedly,  ^e 
Government  did  propose  to  promote 
technical  education  in  agriculture  and 
dairy  farming,  and  he  pointed  out 
that  at  present  only  JB5,000  was  g^ven 
to  the  new  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture to  assist  him  in  the  matter.  I 
hardly  think  that  £5,000  is  sufficient  ftM* 
what  is  wanted,  and  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  use  the  great  influence 
which  we  know  he  possesses  as  a  Member 
of  the  Cabinet  to  obtain  a  large  increase  of 
that  sum.  The  results  of  helping  agri- 
cultural schools  which  have  shown  a 
disposition  to  help  themselves  have  been 
very  satisfactory,  and  we  on  this  side  of 
the  House  are  decidedly  in  accord  with 
him  when  he  says  he  prefers  rather  to 
help  those  schools  which  are  helping 
themselves  than  to  provide  new  schools 
to  be  maintained  by  the  State ;  but  in 
saying  this,  I  wish  still  to  urge  the 
importance  of  establishing  the  Central 
Normal  School  at'  or  near  near  Rugby. 
I  also,  by  means  of  a  question,  called  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  attention  to  the 
subjects  that  have  been  discussed  by  farm- 
ers and  fox-hunters  as  to  the  mode  in 
which  fox-hunting  can  becarriedon  in  this 
country,  so  as  not  only  to  keep  up  the 
great  reputation  of  that  sport,  but  also  to 
be  more  beneficial  to  farmprs  than  it  is 
at  the  present  time.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  treated  the  question  as  some- 
what of  a  joke,  and  said  he  presumed  it 
was  put  to  him  as  an  ex-master  of  fox- 
hounds, and  not  as  the  Minister  of  Agri- 
culture. I  can  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  it  was  not  so  ;  and  if  he 
reflects  for  a  moment  he  will  see 
that  in  the  position  in  which  he  is  now 
placed  it  would  be  desirable  for  him,  as 
far  as  possible,  to  cast  aside  all  recollec- 
tions of  the  distinguished  position  he 
occupied  as  a  master  of  fox-hounds,  and 
to  remember  that  he  is  now  the  head  of 
an  important  Department  of  the  State. 
When  sport  is  mentioned  in  this  House 
hon.  Members  opposite  seem  to  think 
they  have  a  monopoly  of  it.  But  I 
can  assure  them  that  there  are  Gentle- 
men  on   the   Opposition  side  who    can 
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ride  as  straight,  shoot  as  straight,  and 
present  as  straight  a  bat  to  the  bowler  as 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side. 
There  are  some  points  on  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  do  some- 
thing for  the  tenant  farmers.  In  the 
first  place,  it  might  be  desirable  that 
there  should  be  an  enforced  subscription 
to  the  hunt. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order!  The 
hon.  Member  is  going  beyond  the  scope 
of  the  Vote.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  duties  imposed  upon  him  by  Par- 
liament, and  the  hon.  Member  should 
address  himself  to  them. 

*Mr.  COBB :  I  was  coming  to  that. 
The  second  section  of  the  Act  distinctly 
states  that  the  Board  of  Agriculture  may 
«do  anything  which  may  be  useful  for 
promoting  agriculture.  I  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  sees 
his  way  to  promoting  agriculture  by 
enabling  farmers  to  have  a  better  oppor- 
tunity for  selling  the  horses  they  breed, 
and  the  forage  which  their  fields  produce, 
so  that  it  should  not  be  necessary  for  pur- 
chasers always  to  go  to  middlemen. 
The  stock  and  crops  of  the  farmers  are 
now,  owing  to  want  of  arrangement 
rather  than  to  bad  arrangement,  not 
properly  protected.  I  am  not  a  hunting- 
Tnan  ;  but  everyone  knows  that  the  far- 
mers' crops,  stock  and  fences  are  liable  to 
reckless  and  wanton  damage,  which,  it  is 
thought,  might  be  prevented  if  proper 
Arrangements  were  made  by  the  appoint- 
ment of  field-stewards.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  said  that  the  damage 
to  crops  might  be  more  effectually 
dealt  with  by  the  masters  of  hounds 
themselves.  If  so,  why  have  they 
not  dealt  with  it  in  past  years 
so  successfully  as  to  put  an  end 
to  complaints  which  are  now  con- 
tinually made?  Then,  he  said,  lie 
thought  all  these  questions  might  be 
left  to  the  good  sense  and  good  feeling 
of  all  concerned.  Of  course,  there  is 
nothing  better  to  leave  them  to  than 
^;ood  sense  and  good  feeling ;  but,  again, 
I  would  say  it  has  been  left  to  their  good 
sense  and  good  feeling  for  a  great  num- 
ber of  years  ;  but  that  has  not  prevented 
the  farmers  demanding  that  their  voices 
hhould  be  heard  through  the  medium  of 
Agricultural  Committees  appointed  to 
meet  the  Hunt  Committees.  There  are 
xnany  other  subjects  to  which  I  could 
•allude,    affecting     the     agriculturalists. 


•whom  we  all  desire  to  help — such,  for 
instance,  as  the  muzzhng  orders  in  Kent 
and  Essex,  and  still  more  the  numerous 
amendments  which  are  so  urgently 
required  in  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Act ;  but  I  leave  these  to  be  dealt  with 
by  my  hon.  Friends  sitting  near  me. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed 
"That  Item  A,  £1,266,  Salaries,  be  re- 
duced by  £100,  part  of  the  Salary  of  the 
President.*'— (i/r.  Cobb.) 

(8.21.)  Colonel  WAEING  (Down, 
N.)  ;  There  is  one  thing  with  which  the 
Committee  will  agree  in  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  has  just  sat  down,  and  that  is  that 
he  is  not  a  hunting  man,  because  his 
arguments  with  regard  to  fox-hunting 
were  impracticable.  Whilst  I  congratulate 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  his  pro- 
motion, I  wish  also  to  express  my  own 
intense  grief,  astonishment,  and  amaze- 
ment when  I  find  that  his  beneficent 
sway  is  not  to  extend  to  our  side 
of  the  Channel.  I  think  it  a  most 
disastrous  thing  that  this  should  be  the 
chse  ;  because  the  agricultural  interests 
of  the  country  are  very  intimately  con- 
nected, and  it  is  desirable  that  they  should 
be  placed  under  the  superintendence  of 
one  head.  I  wish  to  call  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  attention  to  the  Irish  cross- 
Channel  traffic.  The  animals  from  Ireland 
are  treated  in  such  a  barbarous  way  whilst 
coming  across  the  Channel  that  theii* 
value  is  much  deterioi*ated.  Cattle  are 
brought  from  America  in  a  much  better 
and  more  humane  manner,  although  the 
voyage  is  much  longer  and  more  stormy, 
and  I  do  not  see  why  a  similar  system 
should  not  be  adopted  with  regard  t<) 
Irish  cattle.  Some  of  the  Railway  and 
Steam-Packet  Companies  agi'ee  to  take 
cattle  at  a  lower  rate  at  what  is  called 
"owners'  risk,"  and  these  cattle  are 
treated  in  an  especially  brutal  matter. 
To  my  mind,  the  "  owners'  risk  "  system 
ought  to  be  abolished.  Another  point 
which  ought  to  occupy  the  attention  of 
the  Board  of  Agriculture,  and  in  dealing 
with  which  I  am  sure  my  right  hon. 
Friend  will  assist  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment, is  the  extermination,  by  very  firm 
and  determined  means,  of  the  disease 
of  pleuro-pneumonia.  We  are  perpetually 
being  accused,  I  think  for  the  most  part 
very  unjustly,  of  sending  over  pleuro- 
pneumonia. At  any  rate,  a  great  loss  is 
occasioned  to  the  Irish  farmers  by  these 
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continual  alarms ;  and  I  am  certain  thai 
nothing  is  wanted  but  a  firm  application 
of  the  Slaughter  Order  wherever  pleuro- 
[ineumonia  is  proved  to  exist ;  and  I 
tliink  it  would  much  improve  the 
chance  of  success  if  the  cost  of 
communication  were  paid  out  of  Imperial 
rather  than  out  of  local  funds.  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  the  composition  of  the 
Irish  Privy  Council,  which  is  supposed 
to  deal  with  this  subject  in  Ireland,  is  not 
such  as  to  give  confidence  to  Irish  agri- 
culturalists. It  is  composed  largely  of 
lawyers,  some  of  whom  might  have  some 
difficulty  in  deciding  at  which  end  of  a 
cow  to  look  for  its  head  and  at  which  to 
look  for  its  tail.  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  beneficent  sway  will  soon  be 
extended  to  agriculture  in  Ireland. 
(8.25.) 

*(9.0.)  Mr.  CHA.NNING  (Northamp 
ton,  E.) :  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Rugby,  at  the  opening  of  his  remarks, 
expressed  a  feeling,  which  I  am  sure  is 
general  on  this  side  of  the  House  as  well 
as  on  the  other,  that  the  Motion  wliich 
stands  in  his  name  was  not  framed  in 
an  unfriendly  spirit,  but  was  simply  in- 
tended to  enable  us  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  to 
one  or  two  points  of  importance.  I 
^should  like,  in  the  first  place,  to  express 
my  own  satisfaction  on  the  appointment 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  happen 
to  know  that  some  of  my  Radical  sup- 
porters, who  are  farmei-s,  think  that  he 
is  the  right  man  in  the  right  place,  and 
I  am  sure  there  is  a  genenil  feeling  of 
approval  of  the  appointment  made  by 
Her  Majesty.  The  fact  that  his  appoint- 
ment is  approved  by  farmers  of  both 
sides  in  politics  I  hope  may  induce 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  signalise 
his  tenure  of  office  by  an  advanced 
and  a  generous  treatment  of  agricul- 
tural matters.  As  this  Vote  re- 
fers to  the  question  of  Jigricultnral 
statistics  and  the  Veterinary  Department, 
in  addition  to  the  salary  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  do  not  think  that  I 
sliall  be  out  of  order  in  referring  briefly 
to  those  two  questions.  I  have  taken  a 
great  deal  of  interest,  as  other  Members 
have,  in  what  has  been  made  known  of  the 
pi*actice  of  other  Boards  of  Agriculture 
in  other  countries  ;  and  I  sincerely  hope 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
not  hesitate  to  pull  on  the  purse-strings 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Colonel  Waring 


in  order  to  make  the  Statistical  Depart- 
ment of   the  Board  of  Agriculture   an 
honour  to  the   country,  a   help   to   the 
farmers,  small   as    well  as  large,  and  a 
real  means  of  furthering  the  great  in- 
terests of  agriculture.      Then,  as  to  the 
Veterinary  Department.     I  wish  to  take 
this  opportunity  of  recording  my  satis- 
faction — a  satisfaction  which  I  think  is 
generally  felt — with  the  firm  administra- 
tion of  the  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals) 
Acts  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     The 
information  which  is  now  in  the  hands 
of  private  Members  is  not  so  exhaustive 
as  we  could  wish    with   regard  to   the 
prevalence   of    disease    in    France   and 
Germany ;  but  I  venture  to  say  that  hon. 
Members,    irrespective    of    Party,    will 
gladly   support  any    policy   which  wiU 
protect  the  farmers  of  the  conn  try  from  the 
ravages  of  these  dreadful  diseases.  Now,  I 
will  turn  to  the  questions  which  particu- 
larly prompted  me  to  take  part  in  this 
debate.      It  seems  to  me,  Mr.  Courtney, 
that  we  are  rapidly  arriving  at  a  new 
stage  with  regard  to  the  wliole  policy  of 
the  Legislature  resi)ecting  compensation 
for  agricultural  improvements.      I  know 
I  might  be  out  of  order  if  I  entered  into 
the  question  of  the  state  of  the  existing 
laws,   which    is    a    question   rather   of 
legislative  reforms  than  of  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  ;  and 
so,  as  I  do  not  wish  to  put  myself  out  of 
order,  I  will  not  go  beyond  the  scope  ci 
what  I  wish  to  bring  before  the  attention 
of  the  Committee.      Now,    in   carrying 
into  practice  the  principles  laid  down  in 
the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act,  there  is  a 
very    important    power    placed    in  the 
hands  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  by 
the  Act  of  last  Session,  and  I  hope  it  wiU 
be  used  for  the  benefit  of  agriculture. 
The  Committee   will  know  that  the  Act 
of    last  year    transferred    to    the    new 
Ministry  of  Agriculture  the  powers  of  the 
Land  Commission.     One  of  these  powers 
was  the  drawing  up  of  lists  of  competent 
valuers  in  counties.  Si  r  Ja  mes  Caird,  who 
occupies  so  distinguished  a   position  on 
the  Board  of   Agriculture,  and   who   is, 
perhaps,  the  very  best   man  who   could 
have     been    placed    in     the      position, 
expressed  his  opinions  five  or  six  years 
ago  on  the  question  of  the  appointment  of 
valuers.     All  of  us  interested  in  agricul- 
ture, and  especially  in  the  great  principle 
which  we  thought  had  been  successfuUjr 
asserted  by   the   Agricultural  Holdings. 
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Act,    namely,    the    principle    that     the 
tenants  should  have  a  real  right  of  com- 
pensation   for   the  value    added   to  the 
land     by     their     improvements,     have 
had   our    attention   drawn    to    a    very 
remarkable  speech  delivered  before  the 
Chamber    of    Agriculture     of     Norfolk 
by  a  former  well-known  Member  of  this 
House,  Mr.  Clare  Sewell  Read.    Any  one 
who  read  that  speech  must  feel   that  if 
the  facts  are  verified  by  inquiry  a   very 
serious  state  of  a&irs  prevails.      I  want 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  will  grant  an  inquiry,  by  a  Select  Com- 
mitee  of  the  House   of   Commons,   into 
the  working  of  the  Valuation  Clauses  of 
the  Act,  and  especially   with  regard   to 
possible  future  action   by   the  Board   of 
Agriculture  in  reference  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  valuers,  as  well  as  with  a  view 
to  instituting  a  more  satisfactory  mode  of 
<5arrying  out  agricultural  valuation?     I 
think  I  am  justified  in  drawing  attention 
to  the  important  references  to  this  mode 
made  by  Mr.   C.   S.   K«ad.     I  am   not 
dealing  with  legislative  changes  ;  I  am 
merely  going  tu  attack  the  administration 
of  the  Act;  and  the  point  I  wish  to  dwell 
upon    is    this — that   in   the   county   of 
Norfolk   the   lawyei*s  and   valuers  and 
land  agents  have  successfully  boycotted 
the    Agricultural    Holdings    Act  ;  they 
have    paralysed   its  administration,  and 
have  made  it  null  and  void,  and   of   no 
use  to  the  tenants.       Mr.  Bead  does  not 
find  fault  with  the  Act  itself ;    he   does 
not  challenge  the  wisdom  of  many  of  its 
provisions ;  but  he  does   find  fault  with 
the  spirit  in  which  it  is  carried  out,  and  the 
way  in  which  the  valuers  do,  in  practice, 
defeat  and  paralyse  the  objects  of  the 
Act.     He  gives  many  striking  illustra- 
tions of  this.     For  instance,  in  cases  in 
which  the  tenant  has  a  right  under  his 
lease  to  sell  the  hay  off  his  land,  when 
the   lease  expires  and  he    is  going  out 
and  he  puts  in  his  claim  for  unexhausted 
improvements,  he  is  at  once  met  with  a 
counter  claim — on  a  most  extravagant 
basis — for   the    manurial   value   of    the 
hay  so  sold.     Mr.  Read  gives  his  own 
experience  in  this  particular.     He   had 
the  right  on  one  of  his  farms  to  sell  off 
the  hay,  the   manurial  value  of  which, 
according   to    the    ordinary   custom    of 
valuation,  was  £18.    But  he  had  a  coun- 
ter claim  sent  in  for  £45  ;  and  when  he 
drew  the  attention  of  the  valuers  to  the 
fact  that  he  had  spent  no  less  than  £300 


in  artificial  and  other  manures  during  the 
preceding  two  or  three  years  they  would 
allow  him  nothing  for  that,  but  insisted 
on  enforcing  tlie  counter  claim  of  £45. 
Mr.  Read  also  described  in  his  speech 
how  he  had  spent  as  much  as  £1,000 
on  one  farm,  and  when  he  put  in  a  claim 
for  £57  it  was  at  once  met  by  a  counter- 
claim for  £30,  afterwards  raised  to  £90. 
He  pointed  out  that  he  had  converted  a 
wilderness  into  fruitful  fields,  and  did 
not  expect  gratitude,  although  he  did 
expect  even-handed  justice ;  but  he  could 
not  get  a  penny  of  compensation,  and 
was  actually  a  considerable  loser  on  the 
whole  of  these-  transactions  through  the 
present  system  of  valuation.  An  Act 
which  was  intended  to  benefit  tenant 
farmei*s  lias  been  turned  into  an  engine 
of  oppression.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  think  a  strong  case  is  made  out 
for  an  inquiry  into  the  present  system  of 
valuation — an  inquiry  which  I  trust  may 
lead  to  the  establishment  by  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  of  something  like  thcj 
system  which  has  been  carried  out  by  the 
Local  Government  Board  with  regard 
to  the  valuation  of  property  under 
the  Artisans  Dwellings  Act,  namely, 
the  appointment  of  an  official  arbi- 
trator or  valuer  to  act  for  a  moderate 
scale  and  office  fees,  and  to  examine 
into  the  whole  matter,  and  decide,  in 
an  impartial  spirit,  the  questions  in 
dispute  between  tenant  and  landlord. 
Bj  adopting  this  course  we  should  get 
rid  of  those  professional  middlemen  who 
have  really  lived  on  the  vitals  of  agri- 
culture too  long,  and  have  wrung  such 
immense  bills  of  costs  out  of  landlords 
and  tenants,  while  instituting  a  system 
which  generally  defrauds  the  tenants, 
and  often  defrauds  the  landlords  of 
part  of  their  just  claims.  Before  1  pass 
from  this  subject  I  wish  to  emphasise  the 
question  I  put  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  i,€.y  whether  he  can  see  his  way  to 
consent  to  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Committee,  or  to  some  other  form  of 
inquiry,  into  the  working  of  the  Agri- 
cultural Holdings  Act  in  the  matter  of 
valuation,  and  with  a  view  to  instituting 
a  better  system  from  which  will  be 
absent  the  evils  complained  of  by  Mr.  C. 
S.  Read.  Now  I  come  to  another  matter. 
Those  acquainted  with  the  Agricultural 
Question  must  have  had  their  attention 
drawn  by  several  recent  cases  in  the  North 
of  England  to  the  state  of  the  law  with  re- 
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gard  to  mortgaged  farms ;  and  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  the 
guardian  of  agriculturalinterests,  whether 
he  will  not  take  these  cases  into  his  care- 
ful consideration  and  hold  an  inquiry, 
with  a  view  to  legislating  this  Session 
upon  the  subject  ?  I  have  no  doubt  that 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman  and  the  House 
are  familiar  with  the  case  which  recently 
occurred  in  Yorkshire  (near  Doncaster), 
in  which  an  unfortunate  tenant  took 
over  a  farm  and  paid  £1,500  for  the 
tenant  right.  He  was  deceived,  whether 
by  the  landlord  or  the  agent  I  do  not 
know,  and  was  told  that  the  farm  was  not 
mortgaged,  whereas  it  was.  When  he 
decided  to  leave  the  &brm  he  gave  the 
proper  notice,  and  obtained  an  award  of 
£,\  ,000  for  his  out-going  tenant  right.  But 
the  mortgagees  subsequently  foreclosed, 
and  actually  sold  the  stock  and  stand- 
ing crops  off  the  farm  which  they 
cleared,  as  they  had  power  to  do,  under  the 
existing  law,  and  the  tenant  had 
not  a  claim  for  even  a  farthing  against 
the  mortgagees,  who  had  become,  in  fact, 
the  owners  of  the  farm.  That  con- 
stitutes an  obvious  state  of  injustice  in 
the  law  which  I  believe 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order ! 
♦Mb.  CHANNING  :  This  is,  perhaps,  a 
matter  for  legislation,  and  I  am  not, 
therefore,  justified  in  further  alluding  to 
it;  but  having  drawn  to  it  the  attention  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  hope  he  will 
not  let  it  escape  his  notice.  I  will  only 
say,  in  conclusion,  and  with  regard  to  the 
main  object  with  which  I  spoke,  that  it 
is  of  the  utmost  importance  to  the 
effective  carrying  out  of  the  principle  of 
the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act — the 
principle  of  recognising  that  tenants  who 
have  added  to  the  value  of  the  soil  should 
reap  the  benefit  of  what  they  have  done 
to  improve  the  land — that  he  should 
endeavour  to  secure  an  improved  system 
of  valuation  under  the  Act. 

(9.20.)  Mr.  C.  W.  GRAY  (Essex, 
Maldon)  :  I  am  somewhat  surprised  to 
find  we  have  bacorao  engaged  in  an 
agricultural  debate  on  this  Vote.  I  am 
sorry  we  should  thus  be  taking  up  the 
time  of  the  House,  for  I  think  it  is  not 
fair  to  force*  our  grievances  on  the  House 
on  this  occasion,  although  the  temptation 
to  do  so  is  very  great.  We  have  had 
almost  every  subject  connected  with 
Mgriculture  touched  upon;  but  as  1  think 
n  mory  convenient  opportunity  will  be 
Mr,  CJianning 


found  during  the  Session  for  discussing 
these  topics,  I  prefer  to-night  to  confine 
my  remarks  to  doing  what  other  speakers 
have  done,  and  that  is  to  congratulate 
the  Government  on  having  formed  this- 
Board  of  Agriculture,  and  particularly 
on  having  put  at  the  head  of  it  a  gentle- 
man whose  appointment  meets  with  uni- 
versal approval.  The  appointment  also  of 
Major  Craigie  tothe  Statistical  Department- 
is,  1  am  sure,  equally  {)opular.  It  is  of  the 
utmost  importance  that  agricultural 
statistics  should  be  thoroughly  looked 
after,  and  that  they  should  be  in  the 
hands  of  a  competent  Director.  The 
importance  of  this  has  been  exemplied 
recently  in  connection  with  the  collection 
of  the  market  prices  of  corn,  and  I  hope 
that  the  supervision  of  that  collection  will 
be  one  of  the  duties  entrusted  to  Major 
Craigie.  A  year  or  two  ago  a  Committee 
sat  upstairs  for  the  purpose  of  finding 
out  whether  the  Returns  were  efficiently 
made ;  and  we  found,  after  examining 
gentlemen  whose  duty  it  had  been  to 
make  the  Returns,  that  the  work  was  not- 
effectively  carried  out.  The  Returns^ 
made  since  last  harvest  have  been  very 
misleading,  especially  in  the  matter  of 
the  comparisons  of  quantities  of  com  sold 
on  the  market  this  year  and  last.  Aooord- 
ing  to  the  Returns,  for  instance,  the  sales- 
of  barley  since  last  harvest  have  been 
largely  in  increase  of  the  quantity  in  the 
preceding  12  months,  although,  as  prac- 
tical farmers,  we  know  that  the  last  crop 
of  barley  was  very  deficient.  Therefore 
the  statistics  are  very  misleading.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Rugby  has  suggested  that 
the  Ministry  of  Agriculture  should  take 
fox-hunting  under  its  charge ;  but  I  think 
we  had  better  by  far  get  it  to  deal  with 
questions  of  much  greater  importance. 
Surely  hunters  and  farmers  can  arrange 
between  themselves  any  little  disputes 
that  may  arise.  With  regard  to  the 
question  of  tenants'  compensation,  no 
doubt  the  Minister  will  pay  attention  to 
the  matter ;  while  as  to  the  case  of  mort- 
gaged farms,  if  it  can  be  shown  that 
tenants'  property  has  been  sacrificed 
through  defects  in  the  existing  law,  it 
may  be  hoped  that  legislation  dealing 
with  it  will  soon  be  introduced.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Down  has  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  take  steps  in  the  direction  of 
securing  that  cattle  brought  over  to 
this  •  country    from    Ireland     shall     be 
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protected  as  far  as  possible  from  injury. 
This  is  a  question  of  the  greatest  impor- 
tance. As  we  in  England  find  com 
production  no  longer  profitable — and  the 
growing  of  wheat  at  £o  per  acre  is  im- 
possible— we  are  obliged  to  change  our 
business,  and  the  only  change  we  can 
miake  is  to  convert  arable  into  pasture 
land — and  in  many  cases  it  will  be  very 
poor  grass  we  shall  get  from  these 
pastures.  Consequently,  we  have  to  de- 
pend more  and  more  on  stock  raising ; 
and  it  is  therefore  very  important  that 
the  British  farmers  should  be  able  to  get 
store  stock  from  Ireland  and  other  dis- 
tricts in  which  it  is  bred  placed  on  his 
farm,  in  the  best  possible  condition.  I 
do  not  think  this  is  the  time  to  trot  out 
all  our  various  ideas ;  so,  in  conclusion, 
1  will  only  say  I  hope  that  the  work  of 
the  new  Ministry  will  continue  in 
the  same  favourable  way  as  it  has 
commenced. 

*(9.29.)  Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester) :  I 
also  wish  to  congratulate  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  what  I  think  is  a  well- 
deserved  honour,  and  I  assure  him  tliat 
I  wish  him  success  in  carrying  out  the 
duties  that  will  devolve  on  him  in  his 
new  office.  But  I  have  something  else 
to  say.  Doubtless  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Minister  of  Agriculture  remem- 
bers that  in  the  Daily  New»  of  February 
4th  there  appeared  a  precis  of  a  letter 
addressed  to  the  editor  by  an  Essex 
gentleman,  in  which  that  gentleman  de- 
scribed the  hunting  that  went  on  in  his 
district,  and  spoke  of  there  being  some 
220  or  300  skilled  riders. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order!  The 
hon.  Gentleman  is  travelling  quite  be- 
jand  the  question  raised  by  the  Amend- 
ment. 

♦Mr.  PICTON:  I  bow.  Sir,  to  your 
ruling,  and  would  merely  express  a  hope 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  do 
something  for  the  amelioration  of  the 
farmers.  I  might  refer  him  to  &  letter 
from  Mr.  George  BayliF  in  regard  to  the 
difficulties  with  which  certain  farmers  on 
the  borders  of  Berks  have  to  contend  in 
reference  to  the  payment  of  tithes.  It 
appears  that  many  of  them  are  unable 
to  pay  the  10s.  and  lis.  per  acre,  which 
includes  both  rent  and  tithes.  That,  I 
think,  is  a  point  deserving  consideration. 
There  must  be  some  reason  why  farmers 
holding  very  fair  land  should  not  be  able 
to  pay  ^80  small  a  sum.    Of  course,  he  has 


been  told  that  the  burdens  imposed  on 
the  farmers  by  the  present  fiscal  system 
were  more  than  they  can  bear. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order  !  The 
hon.  Gentleman  is  again  entering  upon 
matter  which  is  irrelevant  to  the  subject 
before  the  Committee. 

*Mr.   PICTON  :  I  again  bow,    Sir,   to 
your  ruling  ;  but  I  presume  I  am  in  order- 
in  asking  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  to 
consider  in    what    way    he    may   best 
improve  the  position  of  the  cultivators  of 
the  land  ;  and  in  regard  to  that  question 
I  would  point  out  that  there  is  a  matter 
of  great  importance  deserving  his  care- 
ful attention.     I  allude  to  the  growth  of 
fruit.     In  the  United  States  of  America 
there  is  a  Department  of  the  Gk)vernment 
which     distributes     statistics     relative,, 
amongst  other  things,  to  the  cultivation  of 
fruit.      Last    May   several    cargoes    of 
apples   were    brought    here    from    the 
Colony  of  Tasmania,  and  they  were  sold 
at  as  much  as  from  12s.  to  2()s.  a  bushel, 
which  is  a  very  good  price.     It  is  also 
stated  that  a  few  years  ago  as  large  a 
quantity   as  one   million   and   a  half  of 
barrels   of  apples  were    imported   from 
America,  while  in  a  more  recent  year  the 
importation  of  that  fruit  from  America 
reached   800,000;;  barrels.      That   is  an 
enormous   quantity  to   import  into  this 
Kingdom  from  one  country,  and  I  think 
inquiry  should  be  made  into  the  matter  ; 
bemuse  if,  as  is  said,  we  can  grow  as 
good  or  better  fruit  as  can  be  brought 
from  abroad,  our  growers  must  be  placed 
at  a  considerable   disadvantage  by  the 
competition  thus  going  on.     I  am  told 
that  near  the  Land's  End  there  is  a  small 
fruit  farm  which  pays  a  good  percentage 
to  the  owner ;  but  that  is  due  to  the  hct 
that  he  is  the  owner  of  the  land  on  which 
the  fruit  is  grown.     Again,  I  think  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture  would  do  well 
to  pay  some  attention  to  the   ominous 
words  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Maldon 
(Mr.  C.  Gray),  when  he  said  that  the  only 
alternative  for  the  decreased  production 
of  com  was  the  increased  production  of 
meat.     Surely  other  alternatives  ought 
to  be  possible,  and  would  be  so,  if  our 
farmers  took  a  more  intelligent  view  of 
their    position.     That   is   an   important 
matter,    and    well    worthy    of    serious 
attenon.     In  conclusion,  I  would  merely 
express  my  sympathetic  hope   that  the 
appointment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who,  from  his  previous  association  with 
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agriculture,  is  exceedingly  well  qualified 
for  the  position  ho  holds,  will  lead  to  a 
more  intelligent  appreciation  of  the  diffi- 
culties which  beset  the  British  farmer,  and 
to  the  consideration  of  measures  whereby 
his  present  position  may  be  materially 
improved. 

*(9.38.)  The  PRESIDENT  of  the 
BOARD  OP  AGRICULTURE  (Mr. 
Ohaplin,  Lincolnshire,  Sleaford)  :  As  this 
is  the  first  occasion  on  which  it  has  ever 
been  my  fortune  to  defend  the  Estimates  of 
a  Government  Department,  I  hope  I  may 
be  allowed  to  refer  to  the  kind  expressions 
which  have,  without  one  single  exception, 
been  used  by  hon.  Members,  no  matter 
in  what  part  of  the  House  they  sit,  with 
regard  to  the  appointment  which  I  have 
the  honour  to  hold.  I  beg  to  express  my 
thanks  and  gratitude  to  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  have  spoken  so  kindly  in  refer- 
ence to  myself.  If  the  ruling  of  the 
Chairman  will  permit,  I  should  desire  to 
say  something  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  has  just  sat  down.  It  is  true 
that  the  conditions  of  agriculture 
have  very  considerably  changed  dur- 
ing the  last  few  years.  I  am 
as  sen  ible  of  that  change  as  any  Mem- 
ber of  this  Committee ;  and  although 
I  do  not,  perhaps,  attach  quite  so  much 
importance  to  the  cultivation  of  fruit 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  appears  to  do. 
It  has  engaged  my  attention,  and  un- 
doubtedly all  those  matters  are  entitled 
to,  and  are,  in  fact,  at  the  present  time 
engaging,  the  careful  consideration  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture.  Fruit  cultivation 
is  a  matter  which  we  are  now  consider- 
ing in  connection  with  the  question  of 
agricultural  education ;  but  let  me  give 
one  word  of  caution  on  this  subject.  It 
must  be  remembered  that  the  cultivation 
of  fruit  depends  perhaps  more  upon 
climate  than  upon  anything  else,  and 
there  we  stand  unquestionably,  with  the 
exception  of  some  favoured  districts,  at 
a  disadvantage  as  oompared  with  many 
other  countries  of  the  world.  The  hon. 
Member  said  he  could  not  understand 
why  certain  land  in  Berkshire  could  not 
afford  to  pay  10s.  an  acre  for  tithe  and  rent 
combined,  and  asked  what  was  the  reason. 
The  answer  is  perfectly  simple.  The 
value  of  land  depends  upon  two  things 
— the  quality  of  the  soil  and  the  prices 
of  produce.  The  answer  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  question  is  that  land, 
unfortunately,     is     in    some    cases    too 
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bad  at  the  present  prices  of  produce 
to  pay  any  rent  at  all.  That  that  is 
not  at  all  an  unknown  state  of  things 
in  this  country  I  know  from  my 
experience  in  connection  with  a  i^m, 
which  I  consider  a  fairly  good  farm,  and 
which  used  in  former  times  to  bring  me 
in  a  good  revenue.  It  was  my  mis- 
fortune to  have  to  let  that  farm  for  no 
rent  at  all,  rather  than  have  it  on  my  own 
hands.  My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sussex  asks  me  to  explain 
that  item  in  the  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate which  consists  of  £500  for  collec- 
tion of  additional  produce  Returns  beyond 
those  provided  under  another  sub-head 
of  the  same  Vote.  There  is  a  Return 
given  of  the  estimated  total  produce  of 
barley  and  oats  in  bushels.  It  was 
thought  desu*able  to  supplement  this 
Return  during  the  present  year  by 
further  information  of  the  average 
weight  of  the  bushel,  which  varies 
considerably  in  different  seasons.  The 
collection  and  tabulation  of  this  Return 
added  to  the  cost — and  it  is  to  cover 
this  that  the  Supplementary  Vote 
is  required.  The  subject  of  statistics  is 
under  consideration,  and,  indeed,  revi- 
sion, by  the  Department,  and  we  hope 
to  make  some  improvement.  My  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  behind  me  asked 
whether  the  Land  Commission  was  in 
future  to  be  under  the  control  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  Land  Commission  at  the  present 
moment,  by  an  Act  that  was  passed  last 
Session,  is  merged  altogether  in  the 
Board  of  Agriculture,  and  as  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  perhaps  has  noticed, 
at  the  foot  of  the  Returns  is  a  note  to 
this  effect,  which  I  hope  will  be  satis- 
factory to  him — that  the  additional 
charges  under  the  Supplementary  Es- 
timates will  be  more  than  covered  by  the 
savings  upon  the  Vote  of  the  Land 
Commission,  which  savings  amount, 
notwithstanding  the  present  Supplement^ 
ary  Estimate,  to  £2,290.  I  come  to  the 
question  put  to  me  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Rugby  as  to  agricultural  education. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  repeated  his 
inquiries,  to  which  I  gave  him  an 
answer  some  days  ago,  with  regard  to 
the  establishment  of  a  central  normal 
school  at  Rugby,  or  in  that  neighbourhood. 
That  is  a  matter  which  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  have  under  consideration. 
I  do  not  know  that  I  can  do  more  on  this 
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itn  repeitt  pmctioally  the  very  first  importance,  tmd  ie  a  mattev 
niiBwer  wliii-h  I  gave  to  him  the  other  which  even  at  the  preeent  moment  ia 
day.  The  whole  subject  of  ngricnltuml  more  than  Trader  conBideration,  for  it  is 
education  at  the  present  moment  is  '  one  with  regard  to  which  I  liavo  already 
f  ngaging  our  cai'efiil  conaide ration,  for  '  prepared  a  Bill,  which  I  hope  («  intro- 
it  will  he  some  antiiifaotion  to  the  hoa.  duce  into  this  Hocae  at  no  rlistaut  time. 
Member  to  leiu'o  that  the  subject  is  but  with  regard  to  which  also  it  is 
included  in  iJnit  bmuch  of  the  Depart-  |  impossible  for  me  on  thitt  occasion  to 
ment  wliicli  is  at  present  presided  over  give  any  further  Information.  The  hon. 
by  Major  Craigio.  I  whs  only  fortunate  '  Member  tor  Norttamptonshire,  while 
imongn  to  obtain  the  eervicea  of  Major  i  expressing  aatiflfaction,  which  I  woa 
Craigiti  for  the  Department  a  few  weeks  '  exceedingly  glail  to  note,  with  the  policy 
Dgii;  audit  has  liceuimpoHsibIe,becauGeof  I  which    I   thought   fit  at   the  Bourd    of 
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the  great  iiuautity  of  other  work  which 
has  fallen  to  the  Department,  tn  frame  a 
complete  auheme  of  agricultural  educa- 
tion at  present.  I  hope,  however,  that  it 
will  be  possible  to  do  ao  before  any  very 
tMrnsiderable  period  has  elapsed.  And  I 
can  assure  the   hon.  Member  for  North- 


Agriculture  tn  pursue  with  regiirrt  to  the 
importation  of  foreign  animals  into  this 
country,  and  the  d_nty  and  necessity 
which  fell  upon  this  Biiard  to  take 
reasonable  moMureB  to  prevent  tliat 
importation  lieing  accompanieil  by  the 
troduction  of  foreign  disease— the  hon. 


ftmptonsliire.  who  nrged  upon  me  to  I  Member,  in  addition  to  that  questioi 
pull  hard  at  the  purse  strings  of  the  !  laid  great  stresa  upon  the  alleged  defi- 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  I  shall  ciencies  of  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act. 
never  be  backward  in  that  respect  when  \  He  called  my  attention  in  particular  t« 
the  interests  of  agriculture  appeal'  j  statements  that  have  been  made  in 
to  justly  demand  it  ;  but  which  relation  to  that  subject. 
of  US  f-an  pull  the  harfer  at  the  !  "Mb.  CHANNING  :  The  right  hon- 
BtringB  only  the  future  can  deter-  Gentleman  will  pardon  my  interrupting 
■nine.  But  I  am  bound  to  say  for  ray  ]  him  for  a  moment,  1  did  not  draw 
right  hon.  Friend  that  I  have  no  causa  |  attentioutothedefecta  of  the  Agricultural 
of  complaint  of  any  kind  of  the  way  in  '  Holdings  Act,  but  to  the  way  in  which 
which  he  low  met  me  up  till  now,  I  the  present  system  of  valuation  is  carried. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  County  I  out  by  the  valuers,  so  as  to  defeat  the 
Down  drew  my  attention  to  the  purposes^f  the  Act. 
qoestion  of  the  traf&c  in  animals  *Mii.  CHAPLIN :  Quite  so ;  but  these 
noroas  the  Clumnel  between  this  country  valuers  are  appointed  under  the  Act,  and 
and  Irelnud,  He  was  kind  enough  to  i  I  concluded  Uiat  the  hon.  Member's  ob- 
espress  his  regret  that  the  duties  of  the  aervations  reflected  upou  the  Agrlcultu- 
Board  of  A[rriciilture  do  not  also  include  ral  Holdings  Act  itself.  With  regard  to 
the  agricultural  interests  of  Ireland.  I  .  the  appointment  of  valuers,  that  is  a 
cannot  say  tliat  I  altogether  share  in  the  ,  question  to  which,  undoubtedly,  after  the 
regret  of  ray  hon.  Friend,  although  I  i  observations  of  the  hon.  Member,  it  will 
thank  him  tor  the  complimentary  and  be  necessary  for  the  Board  of  Agricul- 
kindly  allusions  he  made  to  myself.  But  ture  to  devote  the  most  careful  attention, 
I  may  be  able  to  give  him  some  satisfac-  He  asked  me  whether  I  was  willing  to 
tion  by  stating  that  up  to  the  present  agree  to  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
time  the  Boanl  of  Agriculture  and  the  Committee  to  inquire,  I  understood  him, 
Irish  Ooverument  have  always  been  able  '  into  this  question.  I  am  of  opinion,  and 
to  work  in  perfect  harmony— a  harmony  |  I  always  have  been,  that,  pi-obably,  in  all 
wbich  I  trnst  will  continue  as  long  as  i  these  matters  there  is  a  good  deal  too 
my  right  bon.  Friend  and  myself  con-  much  of  red  tape  already  ;  and  as  far  as  I 
tinue  to  occujiy  the  olEces  which  we  do  |  am  concerned,  I  entertain  the  vii-w  to- 
at  present.  Undoubtedly  it  is  of  great  djiy  which  I  have  always  entertiiined. 
importance  that  there  should  be  complete  that  arrangements  of  tliis  kind  are  much 
and  liamionioua  working  between  the  lietter  managed  by  private  agreements 
two  Governments  :  because  the  question  between  the  landlord  on  the  one  hand 
t.>  which  he  called  my  attention,  that  of  and  the  tenant  on  the  other  than  they 
pleuro  pnenmouia  and  the  effective  con-  cimld  bo  by  any  legislation  in  the  world, 
trol  of  that  dissuse,  is  undoubtedly  of  the  This  is  thi'  first  ocaiaiou,  I  confess,  that 
VOL.   CCCXLI.     [TniBfi  seeies.]  2  Z 
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my  attention  has  been  called  to  the  ne- 
cessity of  appointing  a  Select  Committee 
to    inquire    into  this  question.     I    have 
not  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  and  of 
considering,    with    the    necessary    care, 
any  sufficiently  full  and  accurate  report 
of    the  statements    that  were  made   by 
Mr.     Clare     Read     some     little     time 
ago,  and  I  am  somewhat  sorry  that   I 
have  been  disappointed  of  having  an  in- 
terview which   I  partly   expected   with 
Mr.  Read,  who  is  an  old  and  valued  friend 
of  mine,  upon  this  subject.     But   I   am 
perfectly   willing  to  admit  that  it  is  a 
matter    which     deserves     careful     and 
thorough  consideration,  as  I  attach  very 
considerable     importance     to    anything 
which     falls     from     Mr.     Clare     Read 
on  agricultural  questions.     I  am  bound 
to  say  this  also:   that,   so  far  as  I  am 
acquainted  with  what  did  fall  from  him 
on  the  occasion  referred  to,  it  seems  to 
me   that   the   difficulties   of   which   Mr. 
Clare  Read  complained  and  the  injustice 
which  I  understand  he  alleged  is  suffered, 
were   owing  rather  to  some  old  agree- 
ments entered  into  many  years  asro  than 
to  any  defects  in  the  law  at  the  present 
time.     My  own  view  of    this  question, 
generally   speaking,    I    confess    is    that 
in    these    days,     and     more    especially 
during  the   last   few   years,  the   tenant 
farmers,  as  a  rule,  have  been  ^aced  in  so 
advantageous  a  position,  for  this  purpose 
at  least,  that  they  have  been  able  on  all 
occasions  to  make  almost  any  agreement 
that  they  pleased.     Certainly  it  has  been 
my  own  experience  during  the  last  few 
years,  and  I  expect  that  it  will  have  been 
the  general  experience   of  the  landlords 
throughout  the    country,   that  where  a 
farm  has   been  in  the  market  for  which 
a  tenant  has  been  required  the  rent  has 
practically  been  fixed  by  the  tenant  and 
not  by  the  landlord.      And  if  a  tenant  can 
fix  the  amount  of  his  rent,  which  is  by  far 
and  away  the  most  important  part  of  his 
agreement,    there   is  no   reason   in   the 
world  why  he  cannot  fix  the  other  terms 
in  that  agreement  as  well.     At  the  same 
time,  I   can  promise  the    hon.  Member 
this  :  that  with  regard  to  the  question  of 
valuers  which  he  has  raised,  it  shall  receive 
my     most    careful    consideration ;     and 
although     I    cannot    pledge    myself    to 
the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee, 
this   being  the  first  occasion  on    which 
t:ie   proposal  has  been    brought   to  my 
notice,    I     can    promise    him    that   the 
Jlr.  Chaplin 


whole    question    which    he    has    raised 
shall  receive  the  careful  attention  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber   raised    another   question  which  is 
perhaps  of  even  greater  importance.  He 
called    my  attention  to  the  case  which 
occurred  in  Yorkshire,  in  the  neighbom*- 
hood  of  Doncaster,  some  two  years  ago, 
in  which,  I  believe,  it  was  the  fact  that 
the   tenant  of  a  farm  which  had  been 
mortgaged   left   it   for   some   reason   or 
another,  when  the  mortgagee  stepped  in 
and  seized  the  estate.     The  estate  was 
not  sufficient  to  pay  the  debts   of   the 
landlord,  and  the  general  result  was  that 
the  tenant  was  turned  out  of  the  farm 
without    receiving     any     compensation 
whatever,  either  under   the  Agricultural 
Holdings    Act  or  under  his  agreement 
with  his  landlord.     The  result   to  him 
was  this  :  that  he  had  no  one  from  whom 
to  recover  compensation  except  his  land- 
lord, who  was  a  bankrupt.     I  acknow- 
ledge  that   this   is   also   a   question    of 
importance   and   is   deserving   of   great 
consideration.      I  remember  that  I  ex- 
amined into  this  question   when  it  was 
first  brought  under  my  notice  ;  but  I  came 
to   no  conclusion  sufficiently  definite  to 
induce  me  to  take  action  upon  it.    I  have 
not  considered  it  since  I  was  appointed  to 
this    office,    and    therefore     I    do    not 
wish   to      pledge    myself    to     anything 
definite  upon  the  subject  at  the  present 
moment.      I   admit   the   importance   of 
the   matter,  and  it  is  a  question  upon 
which,  before   I  commit  myself  to  any 
particular   policy   with    regard    to   it,  I 
naturally   desire    to   consult   the    Legal 
Authorities.     It  is,  however,  a  question 
which  the  hon.  Member  has  not  only  a 
right,    but    is    fully    justified,    in    my 
opinion,  in  bringing  to  the  notice  of  the 
Grovemment,  and  it  is  one  which  I  sliall 
be  fcareful  to  consider.    Then  I  come  to  the 
question  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Essex,  who  sits  behind  me.     He  referred 
to    the  present    condition  of    the  Com 
Returns.     He  is  not  satisfied  with  them, 
and  he  thinks  tliat  a  very  great  improve- 
ment   might  be  effected    in  connection 
with  the  com  trade.     He  thinks  that  the 
present  system  in  connection   with  the 
corn  trade  is   susceptib'e  of    great   im- 
provement.     That   system  which    is  in 
operation  is  at  present  carried  on  by  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  not  bj^  the  Board  of 
Agriculture,  and  naturally,   although   I 
am  glad  to  be  able  to  agree  with   him,  1 
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do  not  wish  to  pass  criticism  of  a  hostile 
•charicter  upon  the  work  of  a  Depart- 
ment other  than  my  own.  There  is 
-one  more  qu3stion  which  I  approach 
with  some  trepidation  after  your 
ruling  to-night,  Mr.  Chairman — I  mean 
that  which  was  brought  under  our 
notice  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Rugby, 
who  spoke  at  some  length  upon  it. 
He  put  to  me  a  whole  list  of  questions 
with  regard  to  the  future  of  fox- 
hunting in  this  country.  I  was 
impressed  with  one  suggestion  which 
bears  on  the  interest  of  agriculture. 
The  hon.  Member  suggested  that  it 
would  be  most  desirable  if,  in  future, 
horses  and  forage  could  be  bought 
•directly  of  tenant  farmers  instead  of 
from  middle  mon  and  dealers,  who  pre- 
vent the  profits  from  going  into  the 
pockets  of  those  whom  we  desire  to  have 
them.  I  warmly  endorse  the  suggestion. 
I  think  it  would  be  the  most  desirable 
thing  in  the  world  ;  but  it  is  not  a  ques- 
tion in  which  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
•ought  to  interfere.  Tlie  hon.  Member 
next  dwelt  on  the  damage  to  fences  and 
•crops,  and  insinuated 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order ! 

♦Mr.  CHAPLIN :  To  tell  the  truth  I 
:am  very  glad,  Sir,  to  be  relieved  from 
the  duty  of  replying  at  greater  length  to 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
which  are  scarcely,  I  think,  with  in 
the  province  of  the  Department. 
I  hope  now  that  the  Supplementary  Es- 
timates of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  will 
be  allowed  to  pass.  I  assiira  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  both  sides  of  the  House  that 
the  various  suggestions  which  have  been 
made  to  me  will  receive  the  most  careful 
attention  of  the  new  Department  of  which 
I  am  President. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

(10.3.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE :  I  wish, 
"Sir,  now  to  bring  back  the  discussion  to 
its  financial  aspect,  and  I  have  no  doubt  I 
shall  have  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  to  the  matter  on  which  I  am 
about  to  speak.  I  intend  to  move  the  re- 
duction of  the  Vote  by  the  whole  of  the 
salary  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  I  think  1  shall  be  able  to  show 
him  that  my  proposal  is  reasonable 
and  legitimate.  I  assure  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman    that  there   is   nothing  per- 


sonal in  this  Amendment,  nor  do  I  take 
this  action  because  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman happans  to  be  at  this  time  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board.  1  have  no  doubt  that  * 
he  will  make  just  as  good  a  Minister  of 
Agriculture  as  any  other  gentleman  on 
that  side  of  the  House.  But  there  was 
a  distinct  pledge  given  by  the  Grovern- 
ment,  after  a  good  many  discussions,  as 
to  the  appointment  of  a  Minister  of 
Agriculture.  Formerly,  the  duties  of 
this  Minister  were  performed  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lanca.ster, 
whose  oflBce  was  a  purely  honorary  one. 
I  remember  once  meeting  the  late  Mr. 
John  Bright  during  the  vacation.  I 
asked  him  something  about  his  office,  and 
he  replied,  **  Oh,  I  have  not  even  seen  my 
private  secretary  for  the  last  four  months ; 
there  is  really  nothing  to  do."  It  was 
admitted  that  there  was  nothing  to  do  in 
the  office,  and  the  duties  now  fulfilled  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  added  to 
those  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy. 
It  was  fully  understood-  that  when  a 
Minister  of  Agriculture  was  appointed, 
the  salary  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
would  be  transferred  to  the  office  now  held 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  But  we  have 
still  a  Chancejlor  of  the  Duchy — a  very 
estimable  nobleman  —  and  we  cannot 
attack  his  salary,  as  it  is  not  in  the 
Estimates.  It  comes  out  of  the  revenues  of 
the  Duchy.  We  are  therefore  obliged  to 
attack  the  salarv  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself.  I  do  not  expect  that  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Bench  oppo- 
site are  so  patriotic  as  to  say  they  do  not 
want  salaries,  and  I  would  therefore  say 
to  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agricul- 
ture, "  Go  to  the  Duke  of  Rutland.  Get 
your  salary  from  him — get  his  salary." 
There  was  a  pledge  given  to  the  House 
that  the  salary  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  should  be  given  to  the  .  new 
Minister  for  Agriculture,  and  it  has  not 
been  carried  out.  1  need  not  refer  to 
the  day  when  that  pledge  was  given,  as  it 
must  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  "  Coming  events  cast 
their  shadows  before,"  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  took  a  much  greater  interest 
in  the  discussion  in  the  course  of  which  the 
pledge  was  given  than  some  of  us  on 
this  side  did.  I  would  urge  that  the 
pledge  which  was  given  ought  to  be 
carried  out ;  and,  as  a  protest  against  its 
non-fulfilment,  I  move  the  reduction  of 
the  Vote  by  ^1,120. 
2  Z  2 
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(10.10.)  Motion  made,  and  Question 
proposed,  "  That  Item  A,  £\  ,266,  Salaries, 
be  reduced  by  .£1,120,  part  of  the  Salarj^ 
of  the  President.— (J/r.  Labon-chere.) 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  58 ; 
Noes  118.— (Div.  List,  No.  13.) 

Class  III. 

7.  £9,068,  Supplementary^  for  County 
Courts. 

8.  £326,  Supplementary,  for  Revi- 
sing Barristers,  England. 

9.  £3,400,  Supplementary,  for  Refor- 
matory and  Industrial  Schools,  Great 
Britain. 

(10.20.)  Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex, 
Eastbourne) :  I  desire  to  call  attention 
to  the  question  of  the  Reformatory  and 
Industrial  School  Ships.  There  are  18 
of  these  vessels,  and  I  wish  to  draw 
attention  to  the  absurd  and  mischievous 
system  of  inspection  which  exists. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  That  subject  is 
outside  the  scope  of  this  Vote. 
*(10.21.)  Sir  U.  KAY  -  SHUTTLE- 
WORTH  (Lancashire,  CHtheroe) :  I 
desire  to  point  out  that  the  number  of  chil- 
dren in  industrial  schools  goes  on  increas- 
ing, and  I  am  anxious  to  know  what  steps 
are  being  taken  to  press  forward  the 
BiU  on  this  matter.  I  hope  some  assur- 
ance will  be  given  to  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  who  served  on  the 
Royal  Commission  that  the  Government 
intend  on  an  early  day  to  proceed  with 
the  Bill.  I  would  suggest  to  the  Home 
Secretary  whether  it  would  not  be 
better  to  introduce  the  Bill  in  this  House 
rather  than  in  the  House  of  Lords  ?  A 
Bill  on  the  subject  was  introduced  in 
the  other  House  last  year  and  went 
bsfore  the  Standing  Committee  on 
Law,  but  it  was  cruelly  murdered  by 
its  own  parents  after  having  been 
amended,  to  some  extent,  by  the  Com- 
mittee. I  think,  as  one  of  the  Com- 
missioners, I  have  a  right  to  ui'ge  the 
Grovernment  to  pass  a  Bill.  The  subject 
is  pressing,  as  this  Vote  is  increasing 
from  year  to  year,  and  there  are  many 
reforms  needed,  such  as  the  substitution, 
in  suitable  cases,  of  the  system  of  board- 
ing out  for  that  of  confining  children  in 
industrial  schools. 

(10.23.)  The  HOME  SECRETARY 
(Mr.  Matthews,  Birmingham,  East) : 
I  can  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 


that  I  have  this  matter  very  much  at 
heart.  I  certainly  have  turned  over  in 
my  own  mind  the  alternative  of  "bringing 
in  the  Bill  in  this  House,  but  I  am  con- 
vinced that  the  best  plan  would  be  to 
follow  the  course  of  last  year  and  intro- 
duce the  Bill  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
The  Bill  is  quite  ready,  and  will  be  intro- 
duced without  delay. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

10.  £630,  Supplementary,  for  the- 
Register  House,  Edinburgh. 

11.  .£1,205,  Supplementary,  for  tlie 
Crofters'  Commission. 

(10.25.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  I 
do  not  think  we  can  fairly  object 
to  the  i^ms  of  this  Vote  ;  but,  before  it  is- 
agreed  to,  I  should  like  to  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  asking  that  we  should  have  the- 
latest  information  possible  in  reg^ird  to 
the  condition  of  the  crofters.  For  mr 
own  part,  I  never  shall  be  satisfied  with 
the  way  in  which  the  crofter  plan  has- 
been  carried  out. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man cannot  enter  into  the  general 
question  on  this  Vote.  He  can  only 
discuss  the  supplementary  additions. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Class  IV. 

12.  £565,  Supplementary-,  for  Univer 
sities,  &c.,  in  Scotland. 

Class  V. 

13.  £4,000,  Supplementary,  for  Diplo- 
matic Services. 

(10.27.)  Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I 
understand  this  Vote  refers  to  the  abor- 
tive mission  of  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  to  America. 

♦(10.28.)  The  PRESIDEIin'  of  the 
BOARD  OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks 
Beach,  Bristol,  W.)  :  No ;  the  Vote  refers- 
to  the  Maritime  Conference  held  within 
the  last  few  months  at  Washington. 

♦(10.29.)  Sir  G.  BADEN-POWBLL 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale)  :  I  should  like  to 
express  the  appreciation  of  my  con- 
stituency, aud  also  that  of  the  other  great 
mercantile  centres,  of  the  action  of  the 
Government,  not  only  in  joining  this  Con- 
ference, but  in  so  ably  representing  the 
interests  of  this  country.  I  may  add  that  I 
have  found  from  various  sources  that  the 
gfreat  success  of  that  Conference  has  been 
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in  a  great   measure   due   to  the   skill, 
eloquence,  and  ability  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cambridgeshire,  our  chief  delegate. 
It  was  stated  before  the  Conference  met 
ithat  the  delegates  had  no  power  to  bind 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  that  any 
proposals   could  only  be  dealt  with  ad 
referendum.      I   should    like    to    know 
whether   the    Government,  before  they 
come  to  any  definite    decision   on   the 
.-subject,  will  give  those  interested  in  the 
great  mercantile  interests  of  this  country 
any    opportunity     of    expressing    their 
•opinions  upon  those  decisions. 
( 10.31.)  Mr.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland): 
1  should  like  to  know  whether,  as  the  out- 
come of  this  Commission,  any  change    is 
to  be  made  in  regard  to  the  rule   of   the 
road  at  sea.     I  should  like   also  to  ask 
whether  the  Commission  has   under  its 
'Consideration     the    existing     load-line  ; 
whether  there  is  any  probability   of   the 
'Conference    bringing    about   an   Inter- 
national load-line  between    this   country 
and  America,  and  other  countries  ;  and, 
:also,  whether  it  is  the   intention  of    the 
•Government   to  place  in   the    hands  of 
Members  a  full  Report  of  the  Conference 
proceedings. 

(10.32.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  The 
•last  thing  I  would  wish  to  do 
would  be  to  object  to  this  ex- 
penditure. I  believe  it  is  expendi- 
ture incurred  for  an  excellent  purpose. 
But  I  hope  that  before  the  Vote  is  passed 
^he  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  will 
be  able  to  state  what  is  the  exact  state  of 
the  negotiations. 

(10.33).    Sir    M.    HICKS   BEACH: 

I     should     like,     in     the     first     place, 

■to     corroborate     all     that     has      been 

.said      by     my      hon.      Friend     behind 

me  in  commendation   of  the    admirable 

way   in  which   this    country    has   been 

:  served  by  its  delegates  at  this  Conference. 

Too  much  cannot  be  said  in  praise  of  the 

hon.  Member  for  Cambridgeshire,  who  has 

acted  as  First  Commissioner,  and    who 

has  been  most  eflficiently  assisted  by  the 

■other  delegates.  It  is  especially  agreeable 

to  the  Government  and  to   the  country 

•to  observe  the  attention  which  has  been 

paid  to  this   Conference  by   the    repre- 

rsentatives     of     all     nations,  .  and     the 

recognition  of  the  special  knowledge  and 

experience  of  England  in  these   matters. 

In  reply  to  the  questions   addressed   to 

me,   T   have    to   say  that  the   Protocols 

•of  the  Conference  have  not  yet  arrived, 


and  it  is,  therefore,  premature  to  discuss 
the  proceedings.  It  is  certainly  desirable 
that  the  proceedings  should  be  made 
public  as  soon  as  possible  in  order  that 
they  may  be  carefully  considered  by  the 
country  before  anything  is  done  to  carry 
out  the  recommendations  of  the  Con- 
ference. As  to  the  two  questions  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sunderland,  I  may  say 
that  very  few  alterations  have  been  pro- 
posed in  the  rule  of  the  road,  and  I 
believe  it  will  be  possible  to  adopt  them. 
As  to  the  International  load-line,  I  myself 
suggested  the  insertion  of  that  subject 
among  the  matters  to  be  considered.  It 
was  considered,  but  I  am  sorry  to  say  it 
was  found  impossible  to  arrive  at  any 
decision  on  the  subject. 

Vote  agreed  to 

14.  £10,  Supplementary,  for  Con- 
sular Services. 

15.  £5,030,  Supplementary,  for  Colo- 
nies, Grants  in  Aid. 

16.  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

*'  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£23,250,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  &y 
of  March,  1890,  for  certain  Charges  connected 
with  Bechuanaland,  the  High  Commissioner 
for  South  Africa,  and  other  services  in  South 
Africa." 

(10.37.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  I  have 
given  notice  of  a  Motion  to  reduce  this  Vote 
by  £20,000  in  respect  of  the  additional 
grant  in  aid  to  Bechuanaland.  The 
Bechuanaland  territory  has  been  an  ex- 
tremely expensive  territory  to  this 
country.  We  have  already  voted  this 
year  £70,000  as  a  grant  in  aid  of  it,  and 
now  we  are  asked  to  vote  an  additional 
£20,000.  May  I  ask  what  is  our  posi- 
tion with  regard  to  the  new  Chartered 
Company  ?  We  are  told  that  the  revenue 
of  the  territory  does  not  come  up  to  the 
expenditure,  and  that  additional  expendi- 
ture has  been  found  necessary  in  conse- 
quence of  the  rise  in  price  of  wages,  and 
the  heavy  cost  of  the  police  in  the  Pro- 
tectorate. But  I  understand  that  the 
rights  and  privileges  which  the  Govern- 
ment acquired  in  that  part  of  Africa 
have  by  Charter  devolved  upon  a  com- 
pany. In  that  case  might  not  the 
company  be  called  upon  to  bear  the 
expenses?  Why  should  we  be  called 
upon   to   pay  an  additional  £20,000  for 
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the  maintenance  of  order  in  the  Protec-  railway  from  Kimberley.  It  is  antici- 
torate  ?  I  look  with  great  suspicion  and  pated  that  an  immediate  advantage  will 
doubt  upon  the  policy  of  devolving  great  accrue  not  only  to  British  Bechuanaland,. 
territory  upon  Mercantile  Companies  got  but  to  the  advancement  of  industry  in 
up  in  the  City ;  for  I  am  afraid  that  the  Protectorate  by  this  action  on  tlie 
through  the  action  of  these  companies  part  of  tlie  company, 
we  are  led  into  annexation  which  is  not  I  (10.44.)  SirG.  CAMPBELL  :  I  under- 
desired  by  Parliament  or  the  country,  stand  that  all  the  profits  which  may  be 
Perhaps  the  [Jnder  Secretary  for  the  derived  from  the  territory  have  been 
Colonies  will  tell  us  whether  the  new  made  over  to  the  Chartered  Company. 
Chartered  Company  has  assumed  the  The  Under  Secretary  tells  us  that 
function  which  has  hitherto  been  the  expense  which  is  now  proposed 
assumed  by  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  ;  and,  to  be  met  by  this  £20,000  is  increased 
if  so,  why  we  are  called  upon  to  bear  expenditure  on  the  police.  What  1  want 
this  additional  expense  ?  In  order  that  explained  is,  why  should  not  the  company 
my  question  may  be  answered,  I  beg  bear  the  expense  of  the  police  in  the 
to  move  that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by  territory,  exactly  as  the  East  India 
£20,000.  Company   bore    the  cost   of   the   Army 

T»,  , .  J         J  r\      1'  J  maintained  in  India. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,        .j^^g,     j^^    CLARK  (Caithness):  I 

be*;^t^/r.  V?^o°Sed"v''o'r^^5.t'  ^^-^  t»>-Js  involved  in  ^is  Vote  afar 

Georffe  Campbell,)  niore  important  question  than  my  hon. 

Friend  has  raised.  I  know  that  Colonel  Car- 

*(10.40.)     The  UNDER  SECRETARY  rington,  who  is  in  charge  of  the  police,  has 

FOR     THE     COLONIES    (Baron    H.    de  been  in  Cape  Colony,  and  that  recruiting  is- 

WORMS,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :     The  going    on    in    the    Transvaal    and    the 

hon.   Member   is  in  error  in  supposing  ^^i^  fi^^i^g   f^r    1,000    men    to   go   into 

that  the  increased  expenditure  for  the  this  Protectorate.     I  naturally  supposed 

police    has   any  connection,  however  re-  that  this   £20,000   was    for   these    new 

mote,  with  the  Chartered  Company.  soldiers  that  Colonel  Carrington  has  been 

Sir   G.  CAMPBELL :    What   I   sug-  sending  there.     However,  we   are   told 

gested  was  that  the  Chartered  Company  this  grant  in  aid  has  nothing  to  do  with 

was  intended  to  relieve  us  of   the  ex-  that,  but  is  necessitated  by  the  extra  cost 

pense.  q£  the  police  in  the  Protectorate.     Let  us 

*Baron  H.  de  WORMS  :  I  do  not  think  understand  the  position  of  affairs.     Last 
it  was  ever  intended  that  the  Chartered  year   we    voted   £48,000,    and   the   last 
Company  should  relieve    us   of   the  ex-  Report  is  that  there  is  no  filibustering 
pense  of   the  police  which  has  nothing  and  no  crime,  that  every  one  at  the  gold 
whatever    to    do    with    the     company,  fields  is  rich,  and  there  is  no   trouble. 
There    has    been    no    increase    in    the  During   the  present  year  we  have    in- 
number    of    the   police,    but    the   force  creased    the    grant    from    £48,000    to. 
has  proved  a  great   deal   more   expen-  £70,000,   and    now   we    are    asked   for 
sive   than   we    expected   owing    to   the  £20,000  in  addition.     The  whole  of  this 
great  distances  to  be  travelled  and  to  the  sum  is  to  be  spent  on  the  police.     You 
increase  of  prices.     The  reason  why  it  is  have   got    a    declining    revenue — your . 
necessary'  to  have  a  ix)lice  force  there,  I  revenue  is  going  down  every  year  because 
think,  I  explained  to  the  hon.  Member  your  land  sales  are  going  down.     Why  is 
last  Session.     It  is  to  prevent  filibuster-  that,  and  why  is  this  colony  one   of  the 
ing  on  the  frontier  of  our  Protectorate,  biggest   disgraces   we    have   ever   had  ? 
The  hon.  Member  seems  to  be  under  the  In   this   grand  colony  of   Bechuanaland 
impression  that  the  Chartered  Company  there  is  no  church   and  no   clergyman, 
are  doing  nothing  to  relieve  us  of  the  Your  officers  have  been  appealing  to  you 
burden  and  expense  consequent  on  the  to  get  tiiem  a  church  and  a  clergyman  ;. 
territory  in  which  we  have  allowed  them  and  in  this  huge  territory,  twice  as  big^ 
certain  rights.  That  is  not  strictly  correct,  as    this    cctuntry,    there    are    only   two- 
The  company  are  spending  out  of  their  medical  men.      The  people  appeal  to  you 
own  pockets  about  £60,000  on  a  telegraph  for  more  medical  officers.     They  appeal 
line  north  of  Bechuanaland,  and  they  are  to  you  for  education.     There  is  not  one- 
constructing    at   their   own    expense   a  school  for  white  children  in  the  whole 
Sir  G,  Campbell 
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country.  Last  year  I  brought  the  matter 
before  the  Hous::;  and  pressed  the  Go- 
vernment to  do  something,  and  a  month 
or  six  weeks  ago  the  High  Commissioner, 
Sir  Hercules  Robinson,  in  a  letter  to 
the  Times,  entreated  of  the  Treasury  to 
do  something.  The  condition  of  the 
colony  is  a  disgrace  to  the  Treasury. 
Under  your  fostering  care  the  population 
is  lessaning  and  the  revenue  is  declining. 
I  wish  lion.  Members  who  are  fond  of 
annexation  would  read  the  Report  sent 
home  by  our  officials  out  there,  for  it  will 
put  them  to  shame  if  anything  can.  You 
are  there  told  that  in  one  village  with 
G-jOOO  inhabitants,  people  are  dying  at 
the  rate  of  10  per  day.  If  we  had 
handed  the  colony  to  the  Cape  they 
might  have  done  something  with  it. 
The  last  Report  showed  that  £105,000  had 
been  spent.  Of  that  .£80,000  was  spent  on 
the  police  and  £25,000  spent  for  all  other 
purposes !  Now,  I  wish  to  know  why 
Colonel  Carrington  wants  1,000  more 
men.  Why  has  he  been  down  in  Cape 
Colony  picking  up  recruits  and  pro- 
mising them  large  salaries?  Do  you 
want  with  these  men  to  attack  Lobengula, 
the  King  of  the  Matabeles  ?  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  present  policy  is  to  force  the 
Matabeles  into  war.  The  Bechuanaland 
Protectorate  embraces  a  portion  of  the 
Matabeleland  territory.  We  claim  that 
territory  because  some  time  ago  King 
Lobengula  made  a  Treaty  of  friendship 
with  John  Moffatt.  What  is  there  in 
that  Treaty  to  give  you  any  right  to 
determine  any  question  with  reference 
to  Matabeleland  1  No  rights  or  privileges 
in  that  country  have  been  conferred  on  the 
Chartered  Company,  and  if  they  want 
possession  of  Lobengula's  territory  they 
will  have  to  fight  for  it.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  the  1,000  men  Colonel 
Carrington  is  recruiting  are  the  men  in- 
tended to  fight  the  Matabeles  and  get 
mineral  rights  for  the  company  which 
Mr.  Rhodes  is  running. 

The  chairman  :  I  do  not  see  how 
this  arises  out  of  this  Vote. 

Db.  CLARK  :  Certainly,  because  this 
money  is  for  police,  and  these  police  are 
like  the  Irish  Police — a  military  force. 

♦Baron  H.  de  WORMS:  The  hon. 
Member  is  in  error.  The  police  who  are 
being  recruited  are  the  police  of  the 
company.  Theie  is  no  charge  whatever 
on  the  Estimate  for  them. 


Dr.  CLARK  :  Then  why  is  Colonel 
Carrington,  who  is  the  Chief  of  the  Police, 
recruiting  these  filibusters  ?  We  want 
definite  information.  If  these  men  are 
not  for  the  Bechuanaland  Police,  I  want 
to  know  why  the  gentleman  whom  we 
pay  very  highly  and  who  is  at  the  head 
of  the  Bechuanaland  Police  should  be 
the  recruiting  officer  for  the  new  com- 
pany? 

*(10.55.)   Baron  H.  de  WORMS  :  I  am 

not     prepared    to    admit    that    Colonel 

Carrington  is  the  recruiting  officer  for  the 

police  ;  the  only  statement  to  that  effect 
that  I  have  heard  is  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber himself.  What  I  stated  was  that  the 
police,  to  whom  the  hon.  Member  refers 
as  being  recruited,  are  not  for  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  have  nothing 
to  do  with  them.  The  hon.  Member  was 
in  the  House  the  other  day  when  I 
entered  fully  into  the  merits  of  the 
Charter.  I  then  explained  that  the 
British  South  Africa  Company  are  raising 
500  police  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining 
law  and  order  within  the  districts  over 
which  they  have  certain  rights.  [Dr. 
Clark:  What  rights?]  I  do  not  think 
that  the  rights  of  the  Chartered  Company 
can  possibly  arise  in  the  discussion  of  a 
Vote  for  the  Bechuanaland  Police,  and  I 
should  be  out  of  order  if  I  discussed  now 
the  policy  with  respact  to  Matabeleland 
and  the  position  of  the  Chartered  Com- 
pany. With  respect  to  the  raid  which 
has  been  referred  to,  we  liave  an  assur- 
ance from  the  President  of  the  Transvaal 
that  there  is  no  truth  in  the  report  that 
any  is  contemplated,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, from  his  official  position  in  relation 
to  the  Transva'il  Government,  ought  to  be 
in  possession  of  information  to  that  effect. 
In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy, I  have  to  repeat  that  we  liave  not 
increased  the  number  of  police,  but  the 
increased  expenditure  is  owing  to  the 
fact  that  provisions  are  much  dearer 
owing  to  the  drought.  We  have  moved 
the  police  further  north,  and  thus,  being 
further  from  their  base,  the  cost  of  main- 
tenance has  increased. 

(11.0.)  Dr.  CLARK:  Is  it  not  the 
case  that  these  police  are  engaged  in  the 
territory  over  which  the  company  exer- 
cise their  rights  and  privileges  ?  Is  it  not 
the  case  that  they  are  stationed  north  of 
the  Molopo  river  and  outside  the  colony 
of  Bechuanaland  ? 
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( 1 1 . 1 .)  Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  :  The 
statement  of  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  makes  explanation  more  neces- 
sary tlian  ever.  We  are  constituting  a 
police  force,  for  which  we  are  asked  to 
pay,  and  at  the  same  time  this  Chartered 
Company  is  also  raising  a  police  force  for 
the  same  country,  for  which  they  are  to 
pay.  Where  is  the  line  drawn  between 
the  functions  of  these  two  bodies  of 
police  ?  It  is  the  police  of  the  Chartered 
Company  which  is  responsible  for  keep- 
ing the  peace,  and,  I  suppose,  for  making 
war  in  that  territory  ;  but  how  can  you 
draw  a  line  between  the  functions  of  the 
Grovernment  police  and  the  police  of  the 
Chartered  Company  ? 

*(11.2.)  BARoy  H.  DK  WORMS:  These 
police  will  not  be  in  that  district.  The 
police  of  the  company  will  be  far  beyond 
the  frontier  where  our  police  are.  The 
police  of  the  company  are  for  the  purpose 
of  maintaining  law  and  order  in  the  terri- 
tory over  which  the  company  exercise 
certain  control  and  have  certain  rights. 
Our  police  are  stationed  on  the  frontier  of 
our  Protectorate  to  prevent  the  opera- 
tions  of  filibustering   expeditions  there. 

*(11.3.)  Sir  R.  FOWLER  (London)  : 
I  think  the  Under  Secretary  has  made  it 
very  clear  that  these  police  are  to  be 
stationed  within  our  own  territory,  and 
that  what  goes  on  beyond  is  matter  for 
tiie  Chartered  Company,  and  not  relevant 
to  the  present  discussion.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  began  by  complain- 
ing that  we  did  not  do  enough  for  this 
settlement.  There  were,  he  said,  no 
surgeons  and  no  clergymen  there.  I  do 
not,  from  what  I  know  of  the  views  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  suppose  th*it 
the  hon.  Member  means  to  suggest  that 
the  Government  should  send  out  clergy- 
men, but  I  hope,  at  all  events,  he 
will  support  an  increase  of  surgeons. 
I  think  we  have  just  cause  to 
look  with  satisfaction  upon  what  has 
been  done  in  Bechuanaland.  I  remember 
in  former  years  how  the  late  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  earnestly  advocated  something  of 
this  kind.  The  policy  the  Government 
have  pursued  is  in  accordance  with  that 
of  the  statesmen  I  have  mentioned,  and 
has  been  productive,  I  think,  of  great 
good.  I  think  the  House  should  look  in 
no  niggardly  spirit  on  any  demands  Her 
Majesty^s  Government  may  make  towards 
carrying  out  their  policy  there,  and  in 
maintenance  of  our  interests  in  South 
Africa. 


(11.5.)  Dr.  CLARK  :  What  are  reaUy 
the  facts  of  the  case  ?  They  seem  very  diffi- 
cult to  get  at.  These  police  are  to  be  found 
far  beyond  the  Bechuanaland  frontier. 
You  can  meet  them  in  the  country  of 
Bamangwato,  in  Mashonaland,  in  the 
country  of  the  Moslikatzes,  in  native 
territories  far  north  of  the  Molopo  River, 
between  that  river  and  the  Zaml^esi,  all 
coming'  within  the  control  of  this  com- 
pany. This  amount  of  £20,000  is,  in  my 
opinion,  for  the  sei*vices  of  these  police 
who  are  in  this  territory  now,  withort  the 
colony — without  the  jirotected  territory'. 
I  am  glad  the  Under  Secretary  is  content 
with  the  proper  procrlamations,  but  if  he 
had  occupied  his  present  position  some 
six  years  ago,  when  Bechuanaland  was 
in  pretty  much  the  same  position  it 
is  in  now,  he  would  know  that 
exactly  similai  proclamations  were  issued 
then  as  now,  notwithstanding  which 
people  did  cross  the  frontier,  and  there 
was  fighting  in  consequence.  Every  one 
who  reads  the  South  African  Papers 
knows  that  Colonel  Carrington  is  getting 
together  his  new  recruits,  and  that  when 
he  has  completed  his  force  he  will  go 
into  Matabeleland.  There  he  will  pro- 
bably meet  with  a  hostile  reception,  and 
we  shall  bc»  asked  to  send  a  military  force 
to  support  him.  We  shall  probably  have 
a  war  before  the  year  is  out.  Now,  Mr. 
Bowler  is  an  Englishman  hH\nng  a  large 
interest  in  Mashonaland,  and  he  claims 
to  have  received  some  concession  from 
the  Mashonas  for  giving  tissistance 
to  them.  Tliese  are  the  most  in- 
dustrious and  peaceful  among  these 
South  African  peopUs,  while  the 
Matabeles  are  the  most  warlike. 
Now  that  Lobengula  cannot  send  his 
young  men  across  the  Molojx)  he  will 
send  them  to  make  raids  on  the 
Mashonas.  Mr.  Bowler  has  organised  a 
force  for  the  protection  of  the  Mashonas, 
and  we  shall  have  tr()ul)le,  all  Presi- 
dent Kmger's  proclamations  notwith- 
standing. If  I  were  in  the  Transvaal  I 
would  do  as  I  thought  proper  so  far  as 
President  Kruger  is  concerned.  Paper 
proclamations  have  never  stopped  these 
inter-tribal  wars  in  South  Africa,  which 
always  end  in  the  acquisition  of  territory 
by  the  white  men  who  take  part  in  the 
wars.  By  a  treaty,  which  is  merely  a 
treaty  of  friendship,  and  mon*  a  personal 
treaty  than  anything  else,  between  the 
father  of  the  present  King  and  the  late 
I>.  Moffeitt,  the  father  of  John  Moffatt, 
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who  was  on  terms  of  intimate  friend- 
ship with  the  King,  giving  his  name 
to  the  King's  son — by  this  treaty 
*and  on  this  shadowy  foundation  you 
put  forward  claims  to  territory 
in  Matabeleland  and  Mashonaland. 
Lobengula .  is  sure  to  resist.  War  will 
arise  in  which  freebooters  will  take  part 
i)n  one  side  legalised  by  us,  or  the  other 
side  not  legalised  by  the  Transvaal. 
Who  is  to  step  in  and  take  command  ? 
In  Mashonaland  and  Matabeleland  we 
shall  have  a  repetition  of  those  terrible 
scenes  of  bloodshed  that  disgraced  South 
African  Administration  six  or  seven 
years  ago.  Instead  of  this  Chartered 
Company  solving  the  problem  in  South 
Africa,  it  makes  the  problem  more  diffi- 
cult, and  you  are  legalising  filibustering 
some  500  miles  from  where  it  went  on 
six  or  seven  years  ago. 

*(11.10.)  Babon  H.  de  WORMS: 
Perhaps  I  might  shorten  the  discussion 
by  dispelling  some  errors  into  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  have  fallen. 
He  seems  to  think  that  the  police  force 
is  intended  to  protect  the  new  territory 
of  the  company,  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  police  force  was  augmented  last  year 
or  the  year  before,  before  the  Chartered 
•Company  was  thought  of.  The  force  is 
not  intended  to  protect  the  interests  of 
the  company.  The  hon.  Grentleman  has 
advocated  the  claims  of  Mr.  Bowler,  but 
it  is  alleged  that  this  raid  into  Mashona- 
land has  been  instigated  by  Mr.  Bowler, 
who  thinks  he  has  a  concession  from 
the  Mashonas  and  wishes  to  enforce  it. 
It  has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
the  Chartered  Company  nor  with  Her 
Majesty's  Grovemment.  We  have  re- 
•ceived  a  telegram  from  President  Kruger 
disclaiming  any  participation  in  Mr. 
Bowler's  proceedings.  I  do  not  think, 
Sir,  this  Committee  should  be  made  the 
medium  of  pushing  the  interest  of 
individuals  or  companies.  I  say,  again, 
this  raid  into  Mashonaland  has  nothing 
to  do  with  the  action  of  the  Transvaal 
Republic. 

(11.12.)  Commander  BETHELL 
^York,  E.R.,  Holderness) :  I  should  like 
to  remind  the  Committee  that  we,  having 
established  a  Protectorate,  are  bound  to 
take  measures  to  protect  our  interests 
and  prevent  filibustering  expeditions 
b^ing  pushed  forward.  1  think  the  hon. 
Member  for  Caithness  always  takes  a 
|)e8simistic  view  of  a&iirs,  and  that  he 
lias   exaggerated  the  evils  that  do  exist. 


Te  fact  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
not  having  taken  sufficient  steps  to  provide 
schools  and  other  advantages  for  the 
settlers  is  no  argument  for  making 
matters  worse  by  not  having  a  sufficient 
number  of  police.  But  in  regard  to  the 
increase  in  expenditure,  I  may,  perhaps, 
remind  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
that  it  would  be  hardly  fair  to  this 
company — the  policy  of  which  I  person- 
ally do  not  approve,  I  dislike  these  big 
companies — it  would  not  be  fair  to  place 
the  original  expenditure  for  police  on 
the  shoulders  of  the  company  in  the 
very  genesis  of  its  existence.  These  are 
old  troubles  existing  on  our  borders.  It 
is  true  the  company  has  been  started  to 
take  up  a  position  outside  our  protect- 
orate, but  it  would  be  unfair  to  put  upon 
the  company  straight  away  the  burden 
of  these  troubles.  What  may  be  the 
case  in  the  future  when  the  company 
has  more  power  is  another  matter. 
A  distinction  must  be  drawn  between 
the  original  police  to  protect  our  own 
borders,  and  the  police  the  company 
have  a  right  to  raise  for  the  territory 
within  which  they  have  some  sort  of 
rule.  As  I  understand,  that  is  what 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
wished  to  get  from  the  Under 
Secretary  when  he  asked  why  the 
company  did  not  take  over  the  police 
duties.  The  answer  is  it  would  be 
unfair  to  require  the  company  to  do  so 
now,  though  the  company  may  do  so  in 
the  future. 

*(  11.15.)  Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  I 
acknowledge  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber lias  put  the  case  much  more  clearly 
than  the  Under  Secretary  did.  It  is 
acknowledged  that  the  police  are  em- 
ployed in  the  territory  this  company 
now  occupies.  I  cannot  help  thinking 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
City  confused  the  House  by  his  refer- 
ence to  British  territor}',  not  drawing  a 
distinction  between  British  Bechuana- 
land  and  the  protected  territory  beyond. 
As  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  has 
explained,  that  is  the  scene  of  the  opera- 
tions of  the  new  company,  which  I  do  not 
like,  and  as  to  which  it  is  argued  that  it 
would  be  hard  to  put  the  burden  of  the 
police  on  the  company  in  the  earliest  days 
of  their  occupation,  though,  in  time,  the 
company  might  be  required  to  under- 
take it.  I  shall  be  glad  if  the  Govern- 
ment accept  this  explanation,  and  say 
this  is  only  a  temporary  cliarge.     We  ^^ 
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.£90,000  a  year  for  Bechuanaland  ;  that 
is  not  the  mere  bagatelle  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  R.  Fowler)  seems  to  think 
it  is.  Why,  a  great  deal  is  thought  of  an 
expenditure  of  £10,000  for  the  relief  of 
crofters,  in  Scotland,  and  we  are  told  the 
country  cannot  afford  this  or  that,  and 
yet  here  is  £90,000  a  year  spent  for  the 
administration  of  this  miserable  territory 
in  South  Africa,  and  to  maintain  order 
among  a  number  of  wretched  African 
tribes.  I  admit  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Grcntleman's  explanation  has  put  a  better 
face  on  the  matter,  but  I  must  ask  the 
Committee  to  disallow  this  £20,000. 

*(11.18.)  Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale) :  There  is  one 
misconception  hon.  Members  are  under. 
It  is  a  question  of  time,  not  of  place, 
that  is  under  discussion.  The  protectorate 
had  to  be  arranged,  and  this  £20,000  is 
required  for  preserving  order  in  this 
territory,  wliich  is  now  under  the  control 
©f  the  Imperial  Government,  but  which  is 
to  pass  under  the  control  of  the 
Chartered  Company. 

*SiR  G.  CAMPBELL:  Has  it  not 
passed? 

♦Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL:  I  do  not 
know  the  present  position.  It  is  to  pass. 
The  great  expenditure  from  year  to  year 
on  Bechuanaland  is  for  the  extension  of 
the  Protectorate,  not  for  the  Colony,  and 
when  this  Pfotectorate  passes  under  the 
control  of  the  Chartered  Company  these 
extra  charges,  especially  that  for  police, 
will  cease  to  appear  on  the  Estimates, 
and  will  fall  upon  the  Chartered  Com- 
pany. I  am  convinced  that  this  company 
will  respect  all  the  rights  and  interests 
of  the  natives  quite  as  much  as  the 
Imperial  Government.  When  the  hon. 
Member  for  Caithness  speaks  of  Colonel 
Carrington  recruiting  soldiers  for  fili- 
bustering expeditions  into  the  country 
of  the  Matabeles,  I  may  point  out  that 
any  recruiting  that  is  carried  on  is  not 
for  filibustering  expeditions  nor  is  it  by 
Colonel  Carrington,  but  by  agents  of 
the  great  Chartered  Company,  with  a 
view  of  having  a  supply  of  reserve  men 
should  any  emergency  occur.  We  know 
that  filibusters  do  exist  in  Mashonaland, 
Matabeleland,  and  all  the  territory  along 
the  Zambesi,  and  that  in  protecting  its 
own  interests,  and  that  of  the  natives, 
the  Company  may  have  to  control  these 
filibusters  by  force. 

(11.20.)     Mr.   LABOUCHERE:    We 
are  gradually   getting   information,  but 
Szr  G.  Campbell 


every  hon.  Member  on  the  other  side 
gives  another  reason,  and,  as  he  thinks, 
a  better  reason,  for  the  Vote  than  that 
offered  by  the  Under  Secretary.  I  can 
only  say  that  if  these  reasons  are  correct,, 
then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
commencement  of  this  debate  must  have 
been  signally  ignorant  of  matters  con- 
nected with  Bechuanaland  and  this  great 
Chartered  Company.  We  are  asked  to  vote 
an  extra  £20,000  for  police  for  what  is 
called  Bechuanaland,  and  at  the  head  of 
the  police  is  a  certain  Colonel  Carrington. 
It  is  admitted — it  is  openly  stated  in  all 
the  Cape  papers — that  Colonel  Carrington 
is  recruiting  police  for  this  Chartered 
Company.  The  hon.  Gentleman  just  now 
told  us  the  recruiting  is  not  carried  on 
directly  by  Colonel  Carrington,  but  is  in 
some  sort  of  way  aided  by  Colonel 
Carrington,  which  is  nearly  the  same 
thing.  Now,  the  Under  Secretary  has 
protested  against  my  hon.  Friend  advo- 
cating, as  he  said,  the  claims  of  an 
individual,  and  yet  the  hon.  Member 
(Sir  G.  Baden-Powell)  finished  his  speech 
by  a  pufE,  which  1  might  almost  call 
indecent,  of  this  Chartered  Company. 
Now,  what  is  this  Chartered  Company  ? 
You  will  be  surprised  to  hear,  Mr.  Court- 
ney, that  it  consists  of  seven  individuals, 
two  of  them  the  noble  Dukes  of  Fife 
and  Abercorn 

The  chairman  :  This  is  travelHng 
outside  the  limits  of  the  discussion. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Then,  Mr. 
Courtney,  I  will  say  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Holderness  Division  said  we 
ought  to  incur  a  certain  burden  for  this 
Chartered  Company  because  this  com- 
pany would  do  so  much  gotxl  afterwards. 
Why,  Sir,  this  Chartered  Company  sub- 
scribed a  million  sterling,  and  could  at 
this  moment  raise  four  millions  per 
annum. 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order ! 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  will  not  go 
into  that.  At  any  rate,  we  may  clearly, 
understand,  not  from  the  Under  Secre- 
tary, whom  I  do  not  blame  personally,, 
because  Under  Secretaries  in  his  position 
usually  know  less  about  the  Colonies, 
thivn  anybody  else,  but  from  those 
hon.  Members  whose  knowledge  of  what 
they  talk  about  we  admit,  that  this  sum 
of  £20,000  is  an  expenditure  being  in- 
curred for  this  Chartered  Company,  that 
it  is  expenditure  which  but  for  this  com- 
pany would  not  have  been  incurred,  and 
that  this  very  company  could  raise  four 
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millions  sterling.  I  hope  my  hon.  Friend 
will  persevere  with  his  Motion  and 
divide  against  the  Vote. 

(11.23.)  Dr.  CLARK:  We  are  get- 
ting nearer  the  facts.  At  first  we 
were  told  there  were  no  police  in  this 
territory,  but  now  we  are  informed  that 
for  a  certain  time  the  police  are  there, 
and  .that  the  expense  will,  after  a  time, 
fall  upon  the  company.  Then  we  have 
been  told — and  that  I  knew  long  ago — 
that  reserves  are  being  massed  to  meet 
certain  eventualities.  Now,"  I  want  to 
know,  will  the  Government  protect  the 
Mashonas  from  the  incursions  of  the 
Matabeles,  and  if  war  arises  between 
the  Matabales  and  filibusters  which  virill 
you  support?  Although  the  names  of 
the  Duke  of  Fife  and  the  Duke  of  Aber- 
oom  are  prominently  put  forward,  the 
real  meaning  is  that  Mr.  Rhodes  wishes 
to  enforce  the  concession  he  claims  from 
the  Matabeles.  I  remember  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lichfield  showed 
that  he  holds  that  concession,  and  20 
years  ago  worked  for  sfold  under  it. 
Lobengula  has  since  repudiated  the 
concession  claimed  by  Mr.  Rhodes.  • 

♦Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  1  would  ask 
you.  Sir,  if  this  is  really  relevant  to  the 
Vote? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  Under  Sec- 
retary stated  several  times  that  the 
police  were  required  to  go  outside  the 
territory. 

♦Baron  H.  de  WORMS:  Not  into 
Lobengula's  territory. 

Dr.  CLARK :  Lobengula  claims  it  as 
his  country,  and  sends  his  warriors  to 
make  raids  there.  The  condition  of 
things  is  that  the  whole  country  is  in  a 
state  of  fermentation,  and  I  say  that  if  the 
company's  filibusters  try  to  force  their 
way,  bloodshed  will  result,  and  I  ask  are 
you  going  to  protect  the  Matabele  King 
in  the  war  that  may  arise  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  accuses  me  of  advocating 
the  claims  of  Mr.  Bowler,  but  I  do 
nothing  of  the  kind.  I  neither  want  to 
grind  Mr.  Bowler's  axe  or  Mr.  Rhodes' 
axe.  Of  the  two,  perhaps,  I  should  prefer 
to  grind  Mr.  Rhodes'  axe. 

♦Baron  H.  de  WORMS  :  I  have  no  in- 
formation dealing  with  the  matter  the 
hon.  Member  raises,  and  I  cannot  say  what 
the  action  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  be  under  hypothetical 
circumstances,  and  which  have  no  founda- 
tion except  in  the  fertile  imagination  of 
the  hon.  Member. 


(11.25.)  Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,. 
N.)  :  The  circumstances  now  remind  me 
strongly  of  the  condition  of  things  some 
14  or  15  years  ago,  when  the  Gk)vem- 
ment  refused  to  listen  to  us  on  South 
African  affeiirs,  and  the  House  was  im- 
patient of  discussion.  But  following 
this,  and  in  a  great  measure  because  of 
the  impatience  of  the  House  and  the 
refusal  of  the  Government,  came  the 
Boer  War  and  the  Zulu  War,  in  the  one 
of  which  we  sufEered  considerable  loss  of 
prestige,  and  in  the  other  heavy  loss  of  life; 
I  ask  the  Government  not  to  attempt 
to  cut  short  this  debate,  but  to  allow  it 
to  be  %djoumed,  as  the  subject  is  one  of 
great  consequence.  The  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington once  told  us  to  beware  of  little 
wars,  and  I  venture  to  think  that  we  are 
laying  the  foundation  for  a  very  expen- 
sive little  war  in  South  Africa.  We 
ought,  therefore,  to  have  more  time  to 
discuss  the  matter. 

(11.32.)  Dr.  CLARK:  I  will  now 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,, 
whom  I  see  in  his  place,  if  we  are  going 
to  make  a  treaty  of  friendship  with  the 
Matabelele  King  ?  The  Chartered  Com- 
pany are  now  enlisting  recruits  ;  are  we 
going  to  protect  Matabelele  against  these 
filibusters?  I  remember  that  when  it 
was  once  suggested  to  Lobengula  that  if 
he  loved  his  country  he  would  kill  all 
the  white  men,  he  made  the  diplomatic 
reply—- 

'*  If  yon  will  kill  all  the  white  men  at  the 
Diamond  Fields  and  Gape  Town,  and  then* 
come  to  me,  I  will  hand  all  the  white  men  in«' 
my  teiritory  over  to  you  to  be  killed." 

I  can  assure  you  recent  occurrences 
have  excited  strong  feeling  in  Swaziland. 
Now,  I  want  to  know,  will  the  Govern- 
ment support  the  Matabelele  King  or 
will  they  legalise  the  acts  of  the 
filibusters  who  intend  to  attack  him  ? 

(11.35.)     The  Committee  divided: — 
Ayes  79  ;  Noes  143.— (Div.  List,  No.  U.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

♦(11.45.)  Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  • 
There  is  another  item  on  which  I  should 
like  some  information,  and  that  is,  as  to- 
the  sum  of  £2,700  for  defraying  certain 
expenses  in  connection  with  Swaziland  ? 
I  hope  the  Government  will  tell  us 
something  about  the  matter. 

♦Baron  H.  i»e  WORMS:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  must  be  aware  I  stated 
the  other  evening  that  it  is  utterly  im- 
possible   to  give  the  House  any  infor- 
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considered    by    the     Government,     and 
therefore  I  cannot  go  into  details. 

Dr.  CLARK ;  Will  the  House  be 
given  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
Report,  supposing  this  estimate  is 
passedi 

Sir  R.  fowler  :  I  believe  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  has 
.secured  an  early  Tuesday  in  March 
for  the  discussion  of  the  subject  of 
Swaziland.  That  occasion  will  supply 
the  opportunity  which  the  hon.  Member 
desires. 

Mb.  BAUMANN:  Will  the  Gtivnrn- 
mant  undertake  to  lay  Sir  F.  De  Winton's 
Report  on  the  Table  before  the  date  fixed 
for  the  discussion  of  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  ?  The  House, 
I  hold,  is  entitled  to  see  the  Report 
before  that  debata,  and  1  also  think  the 
Colonial  Office  should  not  come  to  a 
decision  on  the  question  until  we  have 
had  an  opportunity  of  discussing  it. 

'Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  As  I  have 
said  before,  it  is  obviously  im- 
possible for  the  Government  to  submit 
the  decision  of  this  question  to  the 
House.  The  Papers  will  be  presented 
by  the  Government  as  soon  as  possible 
■aftir  the  decision  has  baeii  arrived  at. 

Mb.  BRYCE  :  When  may  we  expect 
'  to  have  the  Report  in  our  hands! 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  Govern- 
ment regard  the  subject  as  one  of 
■oonsiderable  importance.  As  soon  as  it 
becomes  possible  for  the  Government  to 
take  the  House  into  their  confidence  they 
will  certainly  do  so.  The  Report  has  not 
yet  reached  the  Government.  I  myself 
have  not  SL'en  it.  Therefore  it  is  im- 
possible to  give  any  precise  promise  as  to 
the  dale  on  which  information  will  be 
-given,  but  it  will  undoubtedly  be  given 
as  soon  as  possible. 

SrB  W.  B  A  RTTELOT  (Suss  ,x, 
N.W.):  The  country  feels  exceed- 
ingly strong  on  this  question  of  Swaziland, 
and  npon  the  way  in  which  it  may  be 
decided.  I  hope  the  Government  will 
take  no  steps  in  tha  direction  of  giving 
up  Swaziland,  but  if  they  contemplate 
such  steps  they  ought  certainly  to  give 
the  country  some  opportunity  of  express- 
ing its  views. 

*SiK      G.      CAMPBELL:      I     should 
be  very  glad  to  know  that  we  may  with 
honour  and   safety   be  relieved    of   the 
JSarcni  H.  de  Worms 


the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  to 
say  that  the  House  will  not  be  given  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  matter 
before  it  is  settled !  My  information 
differs  somewhat  from  that  of  the  hon, 
and  gallant  Member  opposite,  and  as  we 
have  given  up  the  territory  surrounding 
Swaziland,  I  think  we  might  give  up 
the  country  also. 

•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  This  is 
pre-eminently  one  of  those  qnestions 
with  regard  to  which  the  Government 
must  act  on  their  own  responsibility.  If 
they  act  wrongly  it  is  for  the  House  to 
censure  them.  It  is  obviously  imposaiUe 
for  us  to  submit  our  policy  on  a  matter 
of  this  kind  to  the  House  of  Commona. 
The  Government  are  alone  responsible 
for  the  conduct  of  such  a&irs,  and  the 
House  cannot  take  matters  of  this  kind 
into  its  own  hands. 

(11.49.)  Mr.  BRYCE:  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  leader  of  the 
House  has  not  quite  appreciated  the  point 
of  my  hon.  Friend's  question  The  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool  has  given  anoticeof 
Motion  on  the  subject,  and  at  present  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  refuses 
to  express  any  opinion,  on  the  ground 
that  the  Report  of  Sir  Francis  de  Winton 
has  not  been  considered.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tells  us  the  Government 
alone  must  bear  the  responsibility.  That 
we  admit.  But  the  ^t  remains  that 
many  Members  opposite,  like  those  on 
my  own  side  of  the  House,  wish  to  have 
the  opportunity  of  discussing  this  subject. 
We  do  not  ask  the  Government  to  follow 
the  opinion  which  the  House  may  express. 
I  hope  the  Government  will  not  endeav- 
our to  prevent  the  House  from  having 
all  the  information  before  it,  so  as  to 
enable  it  to  make  up  its  nind,  Snrely  an 
expression  of  the  views  of  the  House 
ought  to  be  welcomed  by  the    Govem- 

•(ll.r.l.)  Mb.  W.  H.  SMFTH:  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  taken  an  erroneous 
view  of  what  I  said.  As  soon  as  the 
Government  have  considered  (}he  Papers, 
they  will,  at  the  earliest  possible  moment 
give  full  information  to  the  House,  which 
will  have  an  opportunity  to  express  an 
opinion  on  the  course  taken  by  the 
Government.  Bat  the  Government 
must  come  to  their  decision  first. 
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(11.52.)  Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edin- 
burgh, E.) :  Will  the  Government 
agree  not  to  come  to  a  final  decision 
about  Swaziland  until  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liverpool  has  brought  forward  his 
Motion  ?  I  can  give  a  precedent  for  this. 
In  the  year  1884,  when  negotiations  were 
going  on  between  this  country  and 
Portugal  with  regard  to  the  Congo,  a 
Motion  was  brought  forward  in  the 
House  ;  it  was  discussed  before  the  nego- 
tiations were  completed,  and  the  result 
of  the  discussion  was  a  promise  by  the 
then  First  Lord  of  the  Treaaury  that 
the  Treaty  should  not  be  ratified  without 
the  consent  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

♦(11.53.)  Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I 
wish  to  treat  the  House  with  all  possible 
respect.  Hon.  Members  will  see  that  we 
are  obliged  to  come  to  a  decision  before 
Papers  are  presented.  If  afterwards  the 
House  takes  a  different  view  from  that 
at  which  the  Gk)vemment  arrive,  it  will 
be  in  the  power  of  the  House  to  express 
an  opinion  adverse  to  the  decision  of  the 
Government. 

(11.54.)  Question  put,  and  agreed 
to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

Class  VI. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  a  supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£8,101,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
tiie  charge  which  will  come  in  coarse  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day 
of  March,  1890,  for  superannuation  and  re- 
tired allowances." 

(11.55.)  Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  :  I  see  that,  in  connection  with 
the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  five 
gentlemen  have  retired,  and  provision 
is  to  be  made  for  them.  Is  it  not 
extraordinary  that  such  cases  as  these 
should  appear  in  the  Supplementary 
Estimates  ?  The  Gk)vemment  must  have 
been  perfectly  well  aware  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  year  of  the  ages  of 
these  gentlemen.  What  is  the  explana- 
tion of  these  being  dealt  with  in  this 
Estimate?  Is  it  because  some  ar- 
rangements for  the  re-organisation  of 
the  Service  are  being  carried  out  ? 

*(11.56.)  Mr.  W.  L.  JACKSON: 
The  hon.  Member  has  exactly  stated 
the  facts  of  the  case.  There  has  been 
a  re-organisation  and  a  re-arrangement 
under  which  certain  taxing  masters 
have  retired,  and  considerable  economies 


have  been  effected.  Under  the  system 
which  now  obtains,  it  is  not  possible 
for  us  to  make  provision  for  any  super- 
annuations which  occur  after  the  ac- 
counts have  been  made  up,  and,  as- 
hon.  Gentlemen  are  aware,  the  30th 
September  in  each  year  is  the  date 
for  making  up  the  accounts,  on  which 
the  Estimates  for  the  following  year 
are  framed.  Sometimes  it  happens  that 
the  pensions  which  fall  out  equal  in 
amount  the  new  ones,  but,  unless  the 
House  of  Commons  wiU  entrust  the 
Treasury  with  a  round  sum  with  which 
to  meet  contingencies,  these  items  in 
the  Supplementary  Estimates  cannot  be- 
avoided. 

(11.59.)  Mr.  A.  O'CONNOR :  How 
is  it  that  the  names  of  some  gentlemen 
who  have  retired  do  not  appear  in  Any 
of  the  Estimates  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  know  of  no  such 
cases  ;  but  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  will' 
give  me  names  I  will  make  inquiry. 

(12.0.)  Mr.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.)  : 
The  working  classes  of  this  country  are 
often  lectured  for  their  want  of  fore- 
thought in  providing  for  old  age  ;  and  I 
think  they  are  entitled  to  ask  how  it  is 
that  these  gentlemen  who  have  received 
high  salaries  for  many  years  are  granted 
these  large  annuities  on  retiring  ?  Surely 
if  a  man  is  well  paid  he  ought  himseft 
to  make  provision  for  his  old  age. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  make  his  report  to  the 
House.- 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  to-morrow ;. 
pommittee  also  report  Progress  to  sit 
ag^in  to-morrow. 


MERCHANDISE  MARKS. 

Ordered — 

'*  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to* 
Inquire  and  report  whether  any  alteration  is- 
required  either  in  the  provisions  of  '  The  Mer- 
chandise Marks  Act,  1887/  or  in  its  adminis- 
tration,  in  order  to  prevent  fraud  by  the  use  of 
an  indirect  indication  of  origin  on  imported 
goods,  or  their  false  marking  after  importation  ; 
and  whether  there  is  necessity  for  fresh  leg^isla- 
tion  for  prosecutions  of  offences  against  the 
Act.**— (j6rr.  Howard  Vincent.) 

PARLIAMENTARY  PAPERS 
DISTRIBUTION. 

Ordered — 

**  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
assist  Mr.  Speaker  in  superintending  the  Iohd 
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and  ref2:ulating  the  Distribution  of  Par- 
liamentary Papers : — The  Committee  was  ac- 
cordingly nominatod  of, — Mr.  Arthur  Acland, 
Mr.  Bartley,  Mr.  Causton,  Mr.  Arthur  Klliot, 
Mr.  Gill,  Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  James  Maclean,  and 
Sir  Herbert  Maxwell. 

Ordered,  that  three  bs  the  quorum. — 
{^Sir  Herbert  Maocwell.) 

MOTIONS. 


■o> 


TOWN  HOLDINGS. 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  I  have  to  move  the 
Motion  which  stands  in  my  name  on  the 
Paper,  namely — 

<*  That  the  Committee  on  Town  Holdings  be 
re-appointed  to  inquire  into  that  portion  of 
the  original  reference  to  the  Co'nmittee  which 
the  Committee  was  precluded  by  want  of  time 
from  reporting  on  last  Session — namely,  '  into 
the  question  of  imposing  a  direct  assessment 
on  the  owners  of  ground  rents  and  on  the 
owners  of  increased  values  imparted  to  land  by 
building  operations  or  other  improvements.'  " 

I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
grant  this  inquiry,  as  it  is  really  a  matter 
of  great  importance  to  the  parties  inter- 
ested? 
*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  think  it  only 
fair  that  the  Committee  asked  for  should 
be  appointed,  and  therefore  I  make  no 
objection  to  the  Motion. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Ordered — 

•*  That  the  Committee  on  Town  Holdings  be 
re-appointed  to  inquire  into  that  portion  of  the 
original  reference  to  the  Committee  which  the 
Committee  was  precluded  by  want  of  time  from 
reporting  on  last  Session,  namely,  *  into  the 
question  of  imposing  a  direct  assessment  on  the 
owners  of  ground  rentd  and  on  the  owners  of 
increased  values  imparted  to  land  by  building 
operations  or  other  improvements.'  " — (Colonel 
Nolan.) 

ALLOTMEXTS  ACT  (1887)  AMENDMENT  (NO.  2.) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Major  Rasch,  Bill  to  amend 
"  The  Allotments  Act,  1887,"  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Major  Basch,  Mr.  Jesse  Col- 
lings,  Mr.  Hobhouse,  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck, 
Captain  ISelwyn,  Colonel  Cotton,  and  Mr.  Story* 
Maskelyne. 

Bill  preseniod,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  166.] 

PUBLIC  LIBRARIES  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Bill  to 
amend  the  **  Public  Libraries  Acts,"  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  Bau- 
mann,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,  Sir  William 
Hoiildsworth,  and  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  167.] 


CONTAGIOUS   DISEASES   (ANIMALS)  (PLEURO- 
PNEUMONIA)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Chaplin,  Bill  for  conferring 
further  powers  under  the  Contagious  Disease •« 
(Animals)  Acts.  1878  to  1886,  with  respect 
to  pleuro-pneunionia.  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Chaplin,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  Mr.  Ritchie. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  168.] 

TITHE  RENT-CHARGE  RECOVERY  AND 

REDEMPnON  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Michael  Hicl«8-Beach,  Bill 
to  make  better  provision  for  the  Kecover>'  and 
Redemption  of  Tithe  Rent-charge,  ordered  lo 
be  brought  in  by  Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beaoh, 
Mr.  Attorney  General,  Mr.  Chaplin,  and  Mr. 
Raikes. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  169.] 

LAND  PURCHASE  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  the  Motion  for  adjonmment — 

Mr.    SEXTON:  I    be^    to    ask    the 

right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 

for   Ireland   if   there  is  any  particular 

reason  why  he  has  further  postponed  the 

introduction  of  the  Land  Purchase  (Ire- 
land) Bill,  which  has  been  on  the  Paper 
for  some  time,  until  Monday  next ;  and 
whether  he  intends  to  introduce  the  Bill 
on  that  day  ? 

*Mr.    a.     J.    BALFOUR:    The    Bill 

referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  is   an 

important  Bill,  and  certainly  will  not  be 

introduced  on  any  night  on  which  it  can- 
not be  made  the  chief  business.  It  can- 
not be  introduced  on  Monday  nejtt.  The 
Government  have  been  given  to  under- 
stand that  it  would  not  be  convenient  tq 
Irish  Members  that  any  important  Lrish 
measures  should  be  taken  this  week. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Will  the   right  hon. 

Gentleman  allow  me  to  ask  him  whether 

he  intends  to  name  an  early  day  for  the 
introduction  of  the  measure  ? 

*Mr.   a.   J.    BALFOUR:    The    Land 

Purchase  Bill  is  the  first  important  Bill 

which  the  Government  have  set  down 
for  this  Session,  and  it  will  be  introduced 
as  soon  as  the  exigencies  of  public  busi- 
ness will  permit. 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 
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QUESTIONS. 


Mb.  CAREW  (Kildare,  N.) :  I  desire 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Saoretary  to  the  Lord  Lieatenftiit 
of  Treland  whether  he  is  aware  that  on 
Monday  last  13  policemea  at  Clongorey 
turned  four  workmen  out  of  Mrs.  Kelly's 
premiseB ;  whether,  when  clearing  the 
premises,  tlio  constable  in  charge  nsed 
the  following  words  ; — "We  have  danger- 
ous weapons,  and  mnat  nse  them  eren  to 
shoot ;"  and  whether  instmctiona  have 
been  given  to  the  poUce  to  shoot ;  whether 
he  is  also  aware  that  on  the  following 
day  (Tuesday)  armed  emei^ency  men 
entered  Mr.  Kelly's  yard,  and  refused  to 
leave,  though  requested  by  the  owner  to 
do  so  ;  whether  the  polica  in  chaiffe, 
instead  of  protecting  the  womeu,  arrested 
eight  workmen  who  were  engaged  on  the 
premises  ;  and  whether  he  can  state  by 
what  anthority  emergency  men,  armed 
or  unarmed,  can  enter  upon  premises  in 
the  legal  possession  of  the  owner) 

The  chief  SECRETARr  roB 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub, 
Manchester,  E.) :  The  Constabulary 
Authorities  report  that  on  Monday  10 
policemen  turned  three  persons  ont  of 
Mrs.  Kelly's  premises.  The  allegation 
in  the  second  paragraph  has  no  founda- 
tion. Paragraphs  3,  4,  and  a  being  down 
withont  previous  notice,  time  has  not 
admitted  of  my  obtaining  a  local  Report. 

Mk.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  ;  I  wish 
to  ask  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  contended  that  the  police 
were  entitled  to  use  violence  because 
they  anticipated  that  the  precept 
would  be  disobeyed  ?  I  also  desire  to 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  Btjoertained  that  the  precept 
was  not  duly  sarved  upon  either  the 
occupier  or  the  workmen,  and  that  the 
whole  of  the  arrests  werd  illegal ;  and 
whether  he  has  discovered  since  the 
debate   that  the  police  in  breaking  into 

VOL.    OCCXLI-      [third  sbbibs.] 


the  dwelling-house  acted  withont  a 
warrant,  and  that,  consequently,  their 
action  was  in  the  nature  of  a  burglarious 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  no 
ground  for  believing  that  the  action  of 
the  police  in  making  the  arrests  was 
illegal.  As  the  hon.  Member's  last  ques- 
tion relates  to  a  point  of  taw,  perhaps 
he  will  place  it  on  the  Paper,  and  address 
it  to  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 

BCSINE8S  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Me.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
I  wish  to  aak  the  Financial  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  to  state  whether  a  Yoto  on 
Account  will  be  taken  this  week  I 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  JiCEBON,  Leeds,  N.) :  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of  the 
House  has  been  given  to  understand  that 
it  would  be  for  the  convenience  of 
Members  generally  if  the  Veto  on 
Account  were  taken  on  Friday.  It  will, 
therefore,  be  t^en  on  that  day. 

Mb,  LABOUCHERE  :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  when  it  is  taken  I  will  move 
a  reduction,  with  a  view  to  calling  atten- 
tion to  a  gi-ave  public  scandal  in  the 
administration  of  justice  In  England. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  :  I  give 
notice  that  on  the  same  occasion  I  will 
raise  a  discussion  as  to  the  conduct  of 
the  police  at  the  Clongorey  evictions. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


POOH    LAW  OUAEDIANS  (IRELAND) 

BILL.-(No.  22,) 

GECONP     READINO. 

(12.37.)     Order   for    Second  Reading 
•esid. 

Mb.  FOLEY  (Coonemara):  In  moving 
the  Second  Reeding  of  this  Bill  I  should 
state  that  it  is  substantially  the  same  as 
a  measure  of  a  similar  character  which 
has  been  before  the  House  Session  after 
Session  for  the  last  15  years,  and  there- 
fore ought  not  to  require  very  much 
from  me  in  the  way  of  expUnation. 
On  several  previous  occasions  the  Bill 
has  passed  its  Second  Reading  stage  in 
this  House  with,  I  believe,  a  considerable 
lajority  ;  and  on  one  of  those  occasions, 
hich,  if  my  memory  serves  me  rightly, 
3  A 
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wusiri  tlie  j-ear  1885,  it  iwt  ouiy  passed 
a  Third  Reading  in  this  Assembly. 
bnt  also  went  through  its  different 
stages  in  the  Honse  of  Lords,  and 
wua  passed  with  only  slight  altera- 
tions. 1  am  sorry  to  say,  however, 
fhat  on  that  occasion  it  came  back 
to  this  Uonse  at  too  late  a  period  of  the 
Session  to  be  re-cons iderod,  and 
sequently  failed  to  receive  that  assent 
which  was  necessary  to  render 
effective.  I  trust,  therefore,  that  under 
these  circnmstances,  and  taking 
consideration  the  fact  that  on  one  or  two 
ocoasions  when  the  Bill  was  before  th 
House  some  of  the  sttpporters  of  the 
present  Government  actnally  assisted 
promoting  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
measure,  the  House  will  think  there 
ought  to  bo  no  difficulty  whatever 
accepting  it  in  the  form  in  which  it 
stands  to-day.  The  alterations 
amendments  which  the  Bill  propcses  to 
make  in  the  Poor  Law  of  Ireland  n 
at  pressnt  exists  are  restricted  to  two 
OPthree  matters  which  wb,  who  dre  iti 
promoters,  consider  would  be  improve 
meats  on  the  present  system.  With  thi 
permission  of  the  Honse  1  will  state 
what  the  proposed  alterations  are. 
the  first  place,  instead  of  the  open  voting 
which  prevails  under  the  existing 
arrangement,  the  Bill  proposes  to  sub- 
Blitnte  voting  by  ballot.  Taking  into 
consideration  the  success  which  has 
att.-nded  the  adoption  of  the  ballot  in 
Parliamentary  elections,  there  is  hardly 
a  Member  of  this  House  who  wonld  be 
disposed  to  return  to  the  system  of  open 
voting,  as  formerly  practised ;  and  I 
trust,  therefore,  that  no  one  will  bj 
found  to  object  to  the  amendment  of 
the  present  law  as  propos?d  by  this 
measure  in  regard  to  that  particular 
question.  The  neit  important  feature 
of  the  Bill  is  the  proposal  to  abolish  the  ayjs- 
tara  which  nowappertainsinlrishPoorLaw 
elections  of  voting  by  projty.  Sir,  this 
method  of  voting  by  proxy  has  bsen  the 
cause  of  great  trouble  in  Ireland.  It 
has  been  the  means  of  enabling  indivi- 
duals who  have  neglected  their  duties  ns 
landlords  on  their  own  estates  to  send 
batches  of  proxies  to  such  persons  as 
they  might  have  felt  disposed  to  select, 
and  thereby  fo  swamp  the  votes  of  the 
resident  electors,  in  which  endeavour, 
but  for  these  proxies,  it  would  have  been 
Mr.  Foley 
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impossible  for  thera  to  have  sncceeded. 
At  the  same  time,  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  I  have  heard  and  r«ad  with  con- 
siderable astonishment  that  whenever  a 
job  was  to  be  perpetrated  in  any  of  the 
Irish  unions,  those  gentlemen  who  are 
so  anxious  iit  other  times  to  be  relieved 
of  the  duty  of  personal  voting  have  I 
been  known  to  travel  hundreds  of  mfles, 
and  in  some  cases  even  thousands,  ui 
order  to  assist  in  the  accomplishment  of 
the  jobl)ery,  whether  it  has  been  the 
bestowal  of  a  contract  or  the  appoint- 
ment of  some  one  who  has  been  I 
noniinated  for  a  particular  situation.  I 
trust,  therefore,  that  by  passing  this 
Bill  the  House  will  compel  those  who^ 
under  such  circumstances,  take  so  much 
trouble  to  attain  the  object  they  have  in 
view,  to  present  themselves  at  the  poll 
like  ordinary  electors  and  to  vote  in  the 
ordinary  way.  The  next  important  im- 
provement proposed  by  this  Bill  is  that 
the  proportion  of  ex  officio  Gnardiana 
shall  be  reduced  to  one-third  of  the 
number  of  elected  candidjitcs.  I  think. 
Sir,  there  are  very  few  Members  of 
this  House,  who  are  disposed  to  deal 
fairly  with  the  mode  of  ensuring  the 
proper  execution  of  the  work  wliich 
hns  ti)  be  performed  by  Boards  of 
GuHrdiaris  in  Ireland,  who  will  feel 
inclined  to  oppose  tliis  Amendment 
At  the  present  moment  the  law  enables 
tlioso  trentlemen  who  exercise  their 
right  of  sending  in  proxies  to  givu  in 
some  cases  as  many  as  36  votes.  I,  for 
one,  am  of  opinion  that  they  ought  to  be 
satisfied  with  the  power  they  now  have 
as  voters  without  insisting  on  their  claim 
to  such  a  multiplicity  of  votes,  "nieir  ' 
position  under  the  prpsent  law  enables 
them  to  hold  half  the  scats  on  each 
Board  of  Guardians.  This  Bill,  however, 
proposes  that  instead  of  their  monopolising 
-half  of  each  Board  the  proportion 
shall  be  reduced  to  ono-tliird.  I  tmst 
hon.  Gentlemen  opiwaite  will  see  that 
in  promoting  this  measure  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  House  have  not 
deemed  it  necessary  to  go  to  extremes  ; 
and  this  being  so,  I  sincerely  hope  they 

ill  not  oppose  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  measure.  I  beg,  Sir,  to  move  th* 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 

That  the  Bill  be  now  read   t 
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'02.47.)  Me.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tip- 
perary,  S.) :  I  rJae,  Sir,  for  the  purpnse 
of  aeeonding  the  Motion  of  -arj  hoo. 
Fviend  tho  Member  for  Connemftra,  and 
ia  doing  eu  I  desire  to  draw  attention  to 
the  fact  that  this  Bill,  tis  well  »a  ot 
that  have  been  introduced 'by  hon.  W 
bars  on  this  side  of  the  Honso,  may  be 
described,  in  the  language  of  an  hou. 
and  gallant  Member  oji  the  opposite 
Benches,  as  a  "  hardy  annual,"  although 
it  may  sometimeB  have  been  nipped  in 
the  bud,  as  was  the  case  lost  year  and  the 
year  before.  It  fared  somewhat  better, 
however,  on  several  previous  occasions, 
when  It  receive  do  kiudly  hearing  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  now  sits  on  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench  during  hja  term 
r^  office  in  connection  witli  Ireland.  Not 
only  did  it  receive  his  support  on  that 
occasion,  but  it  passed  its  Second  Beading 
In  this  House  and  was  put  tbrough  Com- 
mittee. In  the  following  year  the  same 
Government,  hut  with  a  different  officer 
as  far  as  Ireland  is  concerned,  gave  the 
measurs  a  generous  consideiittion ;  and 
the  right  hoii.  Gentleman  the  Member 
lor'the  Stirling  Burghs  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannecman)  said  the  Government  re- 
garded this  Bill  with  a  sort  of  benevolent 
feeling.  On  tlial  occasion  the  Bill  had 
the  good  luck  of  passing  through  its 
Beveral  stasres  in  this  House  and  of  being 
Rent  to  another  place.  It  came  baak, 
however,  as  usnal,  so  mutilated  that  it 
oonld  not  bo  accepted  by  hon.  Members 
Croin  Ireland,  and  so  late  in  the  Si^ssion 
AS  to  precladt  any  attompl  to  alter  or 
amend  the  provisions  made  in  the  other 
House .  Now,  Sir,  we  are  curious  to 
know  what  is  the  attitude  of  the  present 
Government  in  regard  to  this  Bill. 
Noble  Lords  and  hon,  and  gallant 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  aide  of  the 
Honse  have  discussed  this  questiua  on 
previous  occasions,  and  have  marked  the 
Bin  with  the  impression  of  their  energy 
and  zeal.  Tliey  have  altered  it  in 
accordance  with  their  views,  and  in  the 
form  in  which  it  has  been  so  amended  it 
is  now  presented  tn  this  House.  We 
are,  therefore,  very  curious  to  know  what 
reception  the  Government  will  give  it  on 
this  ocoasion  ;  and  whether  they  will 
receive  it,  as  it  was  received  by  the 
Litei-al  Government  in  the  piiet,  in  a 
kuid^  spirit ;  or  whether  they  mean  to 
oppose  it,  as  they  seem  to  be  disposed  to 
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oppose  all  measures  that  have  for  their 
object  the  curtailment  of  undue  powers 
placed  in  the  hands  of  their  friends  the 
landlords  of  Ireland.  I  should  here  stale 
that  one  of  the  first  proviBionsof  the  Bill 
proposes  to  retain  in  the  hands  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  of  Ireland  its 
present  powers.  We  have  no  desire  to 
destroy  those  powers,  and  have  never  done 
aught  in  respect  of  that  body  except  in 
811  far  as  we  have  endeavoured  to  reform 
its  character  and  its  pfrsminel.  We 
know  that  at  some  future  time,  whieh 
we  hope  is  not  far  distant,  Members  for 
Ireland  will  have  a  greater  voice  in  the 
Belection  of  the  /wrwiin*/  of  that  Board, 
and  we  have  confidence  in  it,  knowing 
that  the  time  will  soim  come  when  we 
may  have  much  moi-e  confidence.  We 
are  willing  to  leave  to  it  that  power 
which  may  be  necessary  to  restrict  ajid 
curtail,  if  necessary,  the  undue  ase  of 
the  powers  of  the  Boards  of  Guardians. 
We  are  not  at  all  afraid  of  extending  the 
poweroftheG  uardiaii  Binlreland,ft.nd  why  ? 
Because  the  history  of  those  bodies  is 
such  as  to  inspire  the  greatest  confidenc« 
in  the  minds  of  the  Irish  people.  There 
(ire  127  Boards  of  Guardinns  in  Ireland, 
find,  ojcypt  on  one  recent  occasion, 
the  Iiocul  Government  Board  have  not 
felt  it  necessary  to  suppress  one  of  those 
bodies.  Many  years  ago  the  Mill  Street 
Board  of  Guardians  was  suppressed ;  but 
at  that  time  its  affairs  were  conducted, 
Hud  itfl  meetings  attended,  mainly  by  the 
ex]  offirin  Guardians^  who  so  mismanaged 
their  business  that  the  Local  Government 
Board  were  obliged  to  suppress  them  for 
a,  time.  Recently,  also,  in  the  town  of 
Ihingarvnn  it  was  found  necessary  to 
suppress  the  Board  of  Guardians  because 
of  the  mismanagement  of  its  affairs. 
True  it  is  that  other  Boards  have  been 
ppressed,  but  not  for  mismanagement. 
They  have  been  suppressed  for  political 
reasons.  The  Boanls  of  Guardians  in 
Weiford,  Wicklow,  and  New  Boss  were 
suppressed  because  they  provided,  accord- 
ing to  the  powers  they  possessed,  the 
necessary  a^ommodation  for  evicted 
tenants — because  th(^   set  apart  wards 

heir  establishments  for  the  purpose 
of  providing  for  the  comfortable  housing 

■vieted  tt-iiants.  Very  recently  the 
Cork  Boai'd  of  Gnai'dians  was  suppressed, 
and  no  one  here  will  deny  that  it  was 
suppressed  on  porely  political  grounds. 
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Therefore  I  say  that  tho  history  of  the 
Poor  Law  Boards  in  Ireland,  since 
their  establishment  and  down  to  the 
praBHnt  moment,  has  been  such  as  to 
encoun^e  us  in  the  hope  that  it  will  be 
nseful  and  safe  to  extend  their  powers 
and  make  them,  if  possible,  more  popular 
than  they  are  at  present.  The  next 
important  provision  of  this  Bill  is  the 
eztension  of  the  ballot  to  the  system 
under  which  Poor  Law  Guardians  are 
now  elect«d.  I  am  quite  certain  that 
even  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
of  the  Honse.  if  they  will  vote  in  accord- 
ance with  their  convictions,  will  make 
no  objection  to  this  Bill  on  account  of 
the  Ballot  Clause.  The  Ballot  Act  since 
its  passing  lias  baen  a  great  succesa 
both  in  Kngland  and  Ireland.  I  am  sure 
■ill  not  bs  denied,  even  by  hon.  Mem- 
i  on  tho  other  side  of  the  Honse,  that 
30  part  of  these  Kingdoms  has  that 
Act  b?en  so  great  a  success  as  it  has  been 
"n  Ireland.  Certainly  in  no  part  of  the 
Kingdom  was  there  so  much  necessity  for 
the  adoption  of  that  Act  as  existed  in 
Ireland,  where  the  landlord  and  his 
agents,  together  with  the  bailifis  and 
nnderstrappers,  all  combined  for  the  pur- 
pose of  intimidating  the  electors  into 
voting  for  the  landlords'  nominees. 

An     hon.     Member  :      What    of    the 
priests  1 

Mft.  J.  O'CONNOR  :  An  hon.  Member 
opposite  makes  use  of  the  word  priests, 
and  I  hope  bo  wiU  allow  me  to  point 
out  to  him  that,  whatever  may  have 
been  the  power  of  the  priests,  the 
Ballot  Act  has  from  the  commencement 
baen  successful  in  its  operation.  There- 
fore, if  any  tyranny  could  have  come 
from  that  quarter,  the  Ballot  Act  has 
proved  a  sufficient  remedy.  I  have 
also  to'  point  out  that  as  in  the  old 
Parliamentary  elections  it  was  necessary 
for  the  people  if  they  desired  to  vote 
according  to  their  political  convictions, 
to  fly  in  the  face  of  their  landlords,  to 
brook  the  danger  of  such  a  proceeding, 
and  thus  place  themselvcB  at  the 
mercy  of  ths  uudsrstrappers,  so  also  it 
is  necessary  at  the  present  day  to 
protect  the  voters  at  the  elections  of 
Poor  Law  Guardians  a^inst  the  influence 
of  Landlords  and  their  agents.  It  often 
happens  that  those  elections  at  the 
,V.-,  ./.  O'Connor 


present  time  are  conducted  on  local 
party  lines,  and  very  often  a  little  oa 
national  principles ;  and  the  landlords 
and  their  agents,  because  they  wish  to 
sustain  tho  present  regime  as  long  aa 
possible,  put  forth  all  their  powers  to 
intimidate  electors  against  voting  ac- 
cording to  their  convictions.  Therefore, 
I  hold  that  if  it  wero  necessary  in  tho 
past  to  protect  the  Parliamentary  voter 
against  the  undue  inflnenco  of  the  laud- 
lord  and  his  rmfJoyit.  it  is  equally 
necessary  at  tlie  present  day  to  protect 
the  voter  under  the  Poor  Law  system. 
The  next  importflnt  provision  of  this  Bill 
is  that  which  proposes  to  abolish  voting 
by  proxy  :  this  is,  and  haa  been,  a  very 
vexed  question  in  Ireland.  I  remember 
some  years  a^o  having  been  engaged  m 
a  Poor  Law  Guardians'  election.  On  that 
occasion,  I  walked  from  house  to  house 
with  a  friend  of  mine,  who  afterwarda 
became  Chairman  of  the  Cork  Board  of 
Guardians.  He  wiia  a  man  of  Trnwerful 
intellect,  who  had  beeu  mixed  up  with 
local  government  in  his  part  of  the 
country  since  he  was  a  boy— a  man  of 
gre-at  experience  and  great  intelligence: 
and  hepointedouttome.andthna  brought 
very  foreibly  to  my  mind,  how  it  was  the 
vote  by  proxy  swamped  the  election  of 
some  of  the  best  candidates.  Amonf; 
the  many  things  be  then  told  me  of  was 
the  necessity  he  was  under  of  going  to 
his  constituents  once  a  year,  and  on  this 
point  I  wish  to  say  just  a  word  or  two. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  in  the  world  that 
it  is  a  great  hardship  for  Poor  Ij»W 
Guardians,  whii  know  thoir  business  and 
possess  the  confidence  of  their  con- 
stituents, to  be  obliged  to  go  for  election 
once  a  year.  We  feel  the  necessity  of 
altering  the  Septennial  Act.  While  I 
b.^Iieve  there  arc  many  persons  in  tho 
countiy  who  would  gladly  see  the 
Septennial  Act  altered,  no  one.  with  any 
oxperienee  of  Parliamentary  life,  would 
care  to  see  a  Parliament  elected  for  less 
than  three  years.  There  is  no  one  who 
would  like  to  see  Parliament  elected  for 
less  tliaii  three  years  who  knowa  the 
great  advantages  to  be  derived  from  men 
nttsnding  closely  to  the  business  of  tho 
Hous^,  from  men  becoming  thoroughly 
acquainted  with  all  the  details  of  Par- 
liamentary business,  and  being  able  to 
transmit  their  loiowledge  to  others  who 
may    follow   them.      Well,  just    in    tlw 
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Banje  way,  1  maiutain  it  is  oeceeaary 
that  Poor  Law  GnardiauB  shoold  be 
elected,  in  Ireland  and  olsewhere,  for  b 
series  of  years.  It  should  not  be 
Bary  for  a  Gunrdian  to  have  to  seek  the 
confidence  of  his  constituents  year  alter 
year.  But  my  friend  who  pointed  out 
this  great  hardship  also  impregsed  01 
mind  the  grievance  experienced  by 
who  walk  from  house  to  house  solicitiuE 
■votes,  and  are  only  returned  by  a  small 
majority,  if  returned  at  all,  owing  to 
these  proxy  votes  being  sent  to  tbeir 
agents  by  persons  who  do  not  live  in 
the  diBtrict,  and  who  ver)-  often  spend 
their  time  in  gallivanting  about  the 
Continent  of  Europe.  As  a  mle,  those 
people  who  send  proxies  do  not  reside 
in  the  district,  and  even  when  they  do, 
they  exerciae  their  power,  not  for  the 
purpose  of  Vcturning  good  and  nsefa] 
Guardians,  but  for  the  purpose  of  return 
ing  their  own  ageuts  and  understrappers 
— men  who  watch  the  interests  of  the 
landlords  rather  than  the  condition  of 
the  poor.  If  these  prosy  voters  do  not 
live  in  the  district  what  earthly  interest 
can  they  take  in  the  district  ?  As  a 
matter  of  feet,  all  they  do  is  to  thwart 
and  obstruct  everything  that  is  attempted 
by  the  elected  Guardians  for  the 
alleviation  of  the  condition  of  the  poor. 
No  doubt  the  landlord  who  does  not 
reside  in  the  district  has  to  pay  a  large 
amount  of  taxes ;  but  he  is  not  concerned 
for  the  poor  or  the  sanitation  of  that 
district,  or  interested  in  carrying  out  that 
latest  useful  and  beneficent  measure  o' 
Parliament  for  the  erection  of  labonr^'W 
dwellings  in  Ireland  We  have  it 
operation  in  Ireland  an  Act  for  tbi 
comfortable  housing  of  labourers  who 
formerly  dwelt  in  mud  cabins  and  hovels  ; 
but  it  is  our  experience  that  whenever 
the  landlord  can  obstruct  the  carrying 
out  of  the  Act  he  does  so.  He  never 
willingly  grants  land  for  the  erection  of 
these  dwellings,  and  the  Poor  Law 
Guardians  are  obliged  to  invoke  the 
powers  of  the  Act  to  compel  him.  The 
only  desire  of  non-residents  is  to  save 
their  pockets,  and  therefore  I  say  it  is 
absolutely  necessary  to  destroy  this 
power  of  proxy  voting.  It  was  proposjd 
on  a  former  occasion  by  a  noble  Lord, 
who  would  be  sitting  with  the  Govern- 
ment were  he  in  this  House,  that  proxy 
voti?re    should    vote    personally   at   one 
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election,  and  if  they  found  it  impossible 
to  be  present  at  two  or  three,  or  four 
other  elections,  as  the  case  raipht  he, 
they  should  be  allowed  to  seud  their 
proxies  by  registei-ed  letter.  That 
principle  we  oppose,  because  we  believe 
that  the  same  principle  which  applies 
to  Parliamentary  elections  should  also 
apply  to  elections  for  Boards  of 
Guardians,  namely,  one  man  one  vote. 
Until  that  principle  is  firmly  established 
in  Ireipuid  in  connection  with  elections  of 
this  kind  I  believe  that  justice  will  not 
be  done  to  the  poor.  Coming  to  the 
5th  clause  of  the  third  part  of  the  Bill, 
which  provides  that  the  ex  o^cio 
Guardians  should  not  exceed  one-third  of 
the  number  elected  by  the  ratepayers,  I 
would  urge  in  its  favour  that  the  poor 
belong  to  tlie  poor^tbat  the  elected 
Guardians,  being  closer  to  the  poor  people 
than  the  landlords  or  their  agents,  are 
better  disposed  towards  them.  They 
know  their  wants,  and  are  more  likely 
to  know  their  wants  than  people  who  do 
not  dwell  amongst  them.  We  do  not 
object  to  property  being  represented, 
but  we  desire  that  it  should  not  have  an 
undue  representation  ;  and  we  maintain 
that  while  the  ex  officio*  are  equal  in 
number  to  the  elected  Guardians  we 
cannot  have  on  the  Boards  a  suflicient 
proportion  of  men  who  know  the  wants 
of  the  poor  and  are  interested  in  pro- 
tecting them  agninst  the  evils  of  human 
nature  and  the  chances  of  time.  I 
would,  therefore,  arga  the  House  to 
accept  this  measure,  for  the  i-eosuus 
stated  by  my  hou.  Friend,  which  I  have 
endeavoured  to  support  by  what  I  know 
of  tlie  Poor  Iaw  Guardians.  I  appeal  to 
the  House  and  to  the  Government  to 
pt,  as  formei'  Houses  and  Govern- 
its  have  accepted,  the  principles  of 
the  Bill  for  the  benefit  of  the  Irish 
poor  and  the  settlement  of  a  vexed 
question, 

(1. 10.)  CorONCL  WARING  (Down.  N.): 
I  rise  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
iscond  time  this  day  six  months.  I  would 
ay,  at  the  outset,  that  I  was  rather 
startled  by  one  observation  which  fell 
from  tho  hon.  Gentleroiui  who  has  just 
sat  down.  He  seems  to  assume  that  the 
acoptance  of  the  proposal  of  the  Bill  as 
""  ■  Guardians  would  leave 
vacaueies  ou    the    Boards    to    be    filled 
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ty  elected  Guardians.  Bat  the  Bill  does 
not  propose  anything  of  the  kind;  and  it 
would,  therefore,  seem  as  though  the 
hon.  Member  has  uo(  read  the  Bill,  the 
Second  R^iading  of  which  he  aecoaded. 

Mr.     J.    O'CONNOR  :       I    said    the 
proportion  nhouM  be  increased. 

CoLOSEL  WARING :    I  understood  him 
to    say  that  the    proportion    wonid    be 
inueoBed  because  others  would  ho  elected, 
Ills  argument  biting  tlint  a  reduction  in 
the  number  of  ex  offieio  Gnardiana  would 
leave  room  for  the  election  of  others. 
Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR :     No,  no. 
CoLOMEL  WARING :  Tlien  I  do  not  wish 
to  pin  the  hon.  Member    to  the    exact 
phraseology  be    used.      Tlie    history   of 
Ihis  Bill  siema  to  be  a   little  mixed  in 
the. minds  of  hon.  Members  opposite;  for 
whilst  the   Mover  said    it    hiid   o 
occasion  passed  through  this  Hous: 
ha<l  come  back  from  the  House  of  Lords 
with  Very  little  alteration,  the  Sjeonder, 
on  the  other  haud,  declarod  that,  on  the 
only  occasion  on   which   it  reached  the 
House  of  Lords,  it  came    back  so   muti- 
lated that    it  was   impossible   fur  hon. 
Members    opposite    to    rccognit 
thcir'own  child  at  all.     IE  hon.  Members 
opposite    have   such  imperfect   recolloc- 
■  tions,  or  have  such  difEeront  ideas,  as  tc 
the  effect  of  the  alierations  made  in  the 
Ijords,  they  most  not  wonder  if  we  art 
somewhat  puzzled  as  to  what  the  effect 
of  the  measure  wonid  be  if  passed  in  its 
present  sliape.     I  do  not  suppose,  hoWr 
ever,    lliat     hon.    Members    would    be 
siitisfied  with  the  Bill  if  it  camo  baok  in 
the     form    in    which    it   was    returned 
before;    therefore,  I   think  it  ad\-isable 
to     save      the     other     august     House 
the    trouble    of    making    aniendmenta, 
which  would   only    Icatt    to  discuaaiotia 
hero  at  a  time  of  year  when  everyone  is 
anxious  to  get  home  Hud  turn  his  atten- 
tion to  his  own  private  pursuits.     I  must 
aaaiesa  that  I  have   no  objection  lo  the 
first  and  larger  portion  of    the   Bill  — 
HiiniL-ly,  that  which  applies   tlie   Billot 
Act  to  Poor  Law  elections —and  I  hope 
that  I  shall  have  the  support  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tipperary  for  a   Bill 
which  I  myself  have  on  thu  Books  of  the 
Hi}use  for  the  improvement  and  exten- 
sion of  the  Ballot  Act,  which  will  also 
come  in  extremely  handy.    Tho  introduc- 
Colond  Waring 


tion  -  of  the  ballot  will  neutralise  th« 
not  only  of  the  landlords  and 
their  agents,  but  also  of  the  money-lender 
and  the  pnblioan  at  the  elections;  though 
I  should  insist  that  the  principle  of  tho 
ballot  should  be  so  adapted  aa  not  to 
eiolnde  proxy  and  plnmt  voting.  "  One 
man  one  vote''  is  all  very  well  when  the 
burden  of  the  rat^-s  is  equally  borne; 
and  I  should  not  object  to  surrender  my 
plnndity  of  votes  if  I  could  be  relievwi 
therebj-  of  the  three-quarters  erf  tho 
poor  rate  foi'  every  tenant  on  my 
profwrty.  No  doubt  on  those  parts  of  bji 
est»t«  divided  into  large  farms  the  pro- 
portion paid  by  the  landlord  is  only  half ; 
but  where  there  are  a  large  nnmbtr  of 
cottpiges  and  allotments  tlic  mtes  are 
entirely  paid  by  the  landlord.  But  I  ivm 
not  alone  in  my  view  that  the  landlords 
should  have  a  plurality  of  vot*8,  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Bridgeton  Division  of  Glasgow 
(Sir  G.  IVevelyan),  in  June  1883,  took 
that  line,  pointing  out  that  the  propor- 
tion of  votes  in  the  hands  of  owners 
was  inflnitestmal  as  compared  with 
those  in  the  hands  of  oconpiers.  And 
not  only  was  that  so,  but  tlie  influence  of 
owners  on  the  Boards  of  Guardiana  hu 
been  steadily  decreasing  for  some  yean. 
At  one  time  the  magistrates  who  sat  u 
ejc  q^io  Guardians  were  to  a  large  ex- 
tent landlords ;  but  now,  owing  to  the 
policy  of  successive  Governments,  a  ve^ 
small  minority  of  local  Magistrate*  are 
landlords.  I  do  not  exonerate  tbe 
present  Government  fn>m  havingf oUowed 
very  much  in  the  footsteps  of  Govern- 
ments from  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House  in  selecting  for  tho  Magistracy 
gentlemen  having  no  connection  with 
the  land,  whoso  only  desire  is  to  have  a 
couple  of  letters  added  to  their  namea. 
Proxy  voting  ought  to  be  retained  ;  and  I 
hope  tliat,  even  supposing  the  Memben 
of  this  House  should  be  bd  much  nuslad 
as  to  agree  to  its  abolition,  that  por- 
tion of  the  Bill,  at  any  rate,  will  bo 
"  mutilated  "  when  it  gets  to  "anotlier 
place,"  It  is  iirged  against  proxy  voting 
thiit  itonly  benetita  absentee  landlorda, 
who.  as  the  hon.  Membez'  opposite  uy>, 
"gogallivantingabout  theContinent  of 
Europe."  As  a  matter  of  tact,  only  a 
very  few  Irish  landlords  are  abaentoeg, 
and  it  is  only  a  very  small  minority  who 
go  gallivanting   about   the  Continent  of 
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Europe.  I  deplore  their  oondnct,  and 
nobody  feela  the  conseqaencea  of  it  more 
than  the  resident  landlord,  who  tries  tn 
do  his  duty.  But  the  sins  of  the  few 
ought  not  to  be  visited  on  the  many,  who. 
in  spite  of  every  peraecntion  on  the  part 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  have 
remained  at  their  posts.  At  preBeut  half 
the  Boards  are  confltitnted  of  ejr  nfficia 
Gnardians.  butthey  are  never  all  present. 
Many  of  them  have  property  in  several 
Unions,  and  some  never  come  to  the 
Board  at  all,  bo  that  they  do  not  swamp 
the  elected  Guardians. 


(/re/omO  ^^l 


Mk.    J.    O'CONNOH  :    They      c 
Specially  to  uarry  a  job. 

COLOXEL  WARING  :  My  eiperience 
is  that  the  jobs  are  on  the  other  side. 
I  have  had  considei-ahle  experience 
Boards  of  Guardians,  and  I  say  that  if 
the  Kx  officio  GuardiaiLB  are  reduced  to 
one-third,  as  is  proposed,  they  will  be 
deprived  of  all  power  to  uphold  theii- 
intereBts,  and  I  cannot  see  how  the 
interests  of  the  poor  or  of  the  Union 
would  in  any  way  be  benefited.  The 
hon.  Member  who  seconded  the  Motion 
lor  the  Second  Reading  told  us  tliat  the 
elected  Guardians  were  kinder  to 
the  poor  than  the  ex  ii_i 
Guardians.  1  would  say  to 
hon.  Member  :  '■  Ask  the  poor 
jtheraselves  whether  that  is  so,  and  I 
.think  you  will  receive  a  very  different 
answer."  My  esperience,  at  any  mte,  is 
to  the  contrary ;  and  an  far  as  the 
instance  which  he  guve  to  prove  his 
contention  is  concerned,  namely,  that 
the  power  given  by  Parliament  foi'  the 
improTCDteut  of  labourers'  dwellings  is 
opposed  by  the  landlords,  my  experience 
is  tliat  the  oppuBition  comes  ainiost 
entirely  from  the  tenant  fanners,  who 
object  to  giving  the  smallest  comer  of 
tkeir  newly  acquired  posacasiona  to  those 
who  have  tilled  them  for  centuries.  And 
I  can  assure  hon.  Members  opposite  that 
if  this  question  in  allowed  to  be  agitated 
much  longer,  there  will  be  a  much 
stronger  demand  made  by  the  labourers 
.for  some  of  the  spoils  the  tenants  have 
beeu  BO  anxious  to  secure  from  the  un- 
fortunate landlords  of  Ireland,  and  the 
laudtords  and  tlieir  friends  will  not  be 
bnckward  \t\  ackiiowledgino;  the  justice 
of  the   demand.     The   hon.    Gentleman 


opposite  said  he  had  great  respect  for  the 
Local  (Tovernment  Board  in  Ireland,  Find 
that  the  Bill  did  not  propose  to  interffre 
with  the  functions  of  that  Board.  But  I 
see  a  provision  in  the  Bill  which  altera 
the  entire  mode  of  appeal  in  regard  to 
Poor  law  elections.  The  law  ivhich 
allows  the  Looil  Government  Board 
to  decide  questions  as  to  the  legality 
or  illegahty  of  elections  is  to  be 
aboUshed,  and  the  decision  of  such 
matters  is  to  be  handed  over  to  the  al- 
ready overladen  and  overworked  Connt^- 
Court  Judge.  Everybody  knows  that 
recent  legislation  has  increased  the  work 
of  the  County  Courts.  Those  Courts  ait 
four  times  a  yeai-,  and  unless  it  is  proposed 
to  summon  n  special  Court  tu  sit  for  thp 
purpose  of  hearing  election  appeals  there 
would  be  grave  inconvenience  in  adopt- 
ing the  principle  of  the  measure  ;  and  I 
need  hardly  point  out  that  this  would 
mean  additional  remuneration  to  the 
County  Court  Judges  and  officials.  For 
these  reasons  1  think  that,  in  all  proba- 
bility, the  proposed  alteration  in  the  law 
will  not  meet  with  the  approval  of  the 
House.  I  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  this  day  six  mouths, 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  formally 
seconded  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Colowl  Wanrnj.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now  '  stand  port  of  the  Question." 
•(1.28.)  Ma.  FLYNN  (Cork.  N.) :  I 
hardly  think  it  appropriate,  Sir,  that  the 
lion.  Member  (Mr.  Johnston)  whould 
second  the  measure  by  a  nod,  but  1 
tliink  at  the  same  time  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  quite  as  argumentative  aa 
the  hon.  Member  who  moved  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  measure.  We  are  asked  now 
to  go  back  10  years — to  take  a  retrogade 
stttp  utterly  inconsistent  with  the  deve- 
lopment of  local  governjnent,  which  forms 
of  the  leading  feittures  of  modern 
history,  If  this  is  not  rt;lrograde  policy 
I  fail  altogetJier  to  uudui'sCaud  what 
benighted  Toryism  means.  1  will  deal 
with  the  statement  the  hon.  Membi^r 
s    made^in   regard    to   tlie 
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— that  the  oppoaitioti  to  the  Labonrera' 
Dwellings  Act  comoa  from  the  farmers 
an  reprESonted  by  thtt  elected  Guar- 
diaiiE  and  not  from  the  landlords. 
How  can  be  reconcile  that  with  the  fact 
that,  in  that  portion  of  Ulster  where 
the  landlords  have  a  preponderating  in- 
flaence  on  the  Boards  of  Goardiaus,  an 
attempt  has  been  made  in  the  case  of 
only  one  cottage,  to  ^take  advantage  of 
that  legislation  on  behalf  of  the  labonrera. 
In  the  Limericfc,  Tipperary,  and  Kan- 
tnrk  Unions,  many  cottages  have  been 
built  nnder  the  I.iabourera  Act,  Trhich 
are  creditable  to  the  Boards  and  most 
beneficial  to  the  labourers.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  failed  to  make 
any  reference  to  the  fact  that  all  the 
elanses  of  this  Bill  received  a  Second 
Reading  in  1884,  and  that  a  number  of 
those  to  which  he  now  takes  exception 
were  in  Committee  passed  nnanimously, 
and  without  any  comment.  Included  in 
the  liEt  was  the  clause  relating  to  the 
appeal  being  made  to  the  County  Court 
Judge.  Let  us  eiamine  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentk-- 
raan  is  in  favour  of  the  principle  of  vote 
by  Billot  being  applied  to  Poor  Law 
elections,  and  yet  he  moves  the  rejection 
of  th9  Second  Reading.  I  do  not  suppose 
there  will  be  much  opposition  to  that 
portion  of  the  Bill ;  if  there  is,  it  can 
only  take  the  tUaps  of  a  nod  of  the  head, 
by  which  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Belfast  (Mr.  Johuaton),  seconded  the  re- 
jection of  the  Bill.  The  Bill  does  away 
with  proxy  voting,  and, in  my  opinion, very 
properly  so,  because  such  voting  does  not 
conduce  to  the  good  working  of  the  Poor 
Law  Belief  Actu  and  the  Medical  Chari- 
ties Acts  in  Ireland.  But  then  the'Bill  pro- 
vides that  no  r.itepayers  shall  have  more 
than  18  votes  in  any  electoral  division. 
Does  it  not  seem  that  that  is  a  very  fair 
proportion  of  votes  to  give  any  rate- 
payer? Thes?  are  property  votes,  and 
surely  18  votes  will  give  property- 
holders  a  very  fair  share  of  the  representa- 
tion. When  we  object  to  proxy  voting 
wc  object  to  a  system  which  is  a  disgrace 
to  the  Poor  Law  system  of  Ireland.  We 
object  to  that  which  is  opi^osed  by  the 
popular  sense  all  over  Ireland,  and 
opposed  by  thos?  who  have  any  experience 
of  the  Poor  lav/a  in  Ireland.  Proxy 
votes  are  only  used  on  behalf  of  land- 
lords' agents,  on  behalf  of  those  who,  as 


the  hon  and  gallant  Gentleman  who 
moved  the  rojection  of  the  Bill  said, 
arj  there  to  guard  their  own  interests. 
Not  a  word  about  the  interests  of 
the  poor,  or  the  proper  administration  of 
relief  ;  they  are  there  to  guard  their  owii 
interests,  and  as  to  the  practical  opera- 
tion of  proxy  voting,  we  find  that  proxiea 
are  cast  for  one  set  of  people  only; 
not  for  the  set  of  men  who  have  given 
prooE  of  their  efficiency  in  the  work  of 
the  Board,  or  who  have  shown  a 
sympathetic  interest  in  the  ctjndition  of 
the  poor ;  but  for  the  men  who  are  thore 
to  represent  the  landlord's  linterest  and 
whose  chief  aim  is  at  all  costs  to  keep 
down  the  rates  (o  the  lowest  possible 
minimum.  In  addition  to  this,  recollect 
what  an  overwhelming  vote  the  landlords 
of  Ireland  have  at  the  present  momeut 
on  Boards  of  Guardians.  At  present 
the  e.r  officio  Guardians  number  half  of 
the  entire  Board,  and  the  landlord  party 
generally  manage  to  secure  the  election  of 
a  certainnumberof  their  nominees.  Thus 
yon  have  popular  representation  entirely 
swamped.  The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tipperary  in  supporting  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  referred  to  the 
principle  of  one  man  one  vot*.  Bnt  in 
this  Bill  wo  do  not  resort  to  that  prua> 
ciple.  This  Bill  provides  that  a  ratepnyer 
may  have  18  votes,  his  exact  number 
being  determined  by  his  rating.  That  in 
itself  will  admit  of  a  large  represento- 
tinn  of  property,  but  nevertheless  the 
measui-e  allows  that  there  may  be 
ej:  officio  Guardians  to  the  number  of 
one-third  of  the  elected  Guajilians.  I 
think  the  Bill  is  moderation  itself,  and  I 
am  fully  persuaded  it  will  receive  the 
support  of  hon.  Members  who  have  had 
any  experience  of  the  working  of  the  Poor 
Law  in  England.  Now,  we  are  very 
anxious  to  know  what  action  Her 
Majesty's  Government  intend  to  take  in 
regard  to  the  Bill.  The  measure  is  one 
which  has  been  demanded  for  years 
back  by  the  popular  voice  of  Ireland, 
and  it  is  only  resisted  by  a 
small  clique  of  the  community. 
Perhaps  the  Government  may  tell  na 
they  are  going  to  introduce  a  Local 
Government  Bill,  bnt  we  prefer  a  bird  in 
the  hand  to  a  iMical  Government  Bill  in 
the  bush.  Even  if  they  have  the  h 
tion  of  dealing  with  the  subject  of  Ixxal 
government  iu  Ireland  there  is 
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wliy  a  Bill  of  this  kind  should  not  pnss, 
because  it  deals  only  n-itb.  oae  feature  of 
the  By  stem  of  local  government  ii 
Ireland.  Thi;  Boards  of  Guardians  ii 
Ireland  have  to  deal  with  very  impor 
taat  features  of  the  social  life  of  oui 
people-  It  is  essential  that  our  people 
Gfaould  hjtva  representation  on  thes« 
Boards.  In  many  districts,  owing  to  the 
smallness  of  the  towns,  we  have 
Bodies  such  as  Corporntioiia  or  Town 
CommisaionerH,  nor  have  we  any  local 
Bodies  of  any  importancu  or  standing 
wJifttt'ver.  It  is.  therefore,  of  thi 
greatest  importance  that  the  Rural 
Sanitary  Authorities,  who  have  to  deal 
with  questions  concerning  the  health 
weU-being  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
the  rural  population  of  Ireland,  should 
represent  the  people,  and  be  iu  touch  and 
sympathy  with  the  people.  My  hoii. 
Friend  who  seconded  the  Motion  referred 
to  tlie  fact  that  it  is  on  only  a  few  c 
sions  that  the  Local  Government  Board 
have  come  into  collision  with  Boardi 
of  Guardians,  and  that  on  those  few 
occasions  the  collisions  liave  been  due 
entirely  to  political  considerations. 
There  cunnot  be  a  doubt  on  this  point. 
On  the  occasion  when  one  Poor  Law 
Board  was  suppressed  by  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  for  having  act«d  ultra 
firts  in  passing  apolitical  Resolution,  the 
entire  business  of  the  Board  was  got 
through,  and  when  the  Guard  i 
roBi  that  evening  there  was  a  cl 
sheet,  so  that  they  conid  not  liave 
been  suppressed  because  of  any  neglect 
of  business-  I  noticed  that  when  my 
hon.  Friend  referred  to  the  efficient  ad- 
ministration, as  a  whole,  of  the  Poor 
Law  Goardians  in  Ireland  somewhat 
of  a  sneer  came  from  one  of  the  hon. 
Members  opposite.  In  this  connection 
I  have  to  aaj  that  the  ex  officio  Guardians 
IB  Ireland  attend  the  meetings  only  when 
jobbery  is  about  to  be  perpetrated-  The 
entire  business  of  the  Boards  is  done  by 
the  elected  Guardiaus,  hut  whenever  an 
oEBcer  is  to  bi  appointed,  or  a  chairman 
or  vice-chairman  elected,  or  anything 
Urge  in  the  way  of  spending  money  is 
to  be  done,  the  e:c  oJjicioH  come  in  from 
all  parts  of  the  Union — some  of  them 
sometimes  even  cross  frrjm  England  to 
Ireland — in  order  to  swamp  the  elected 
Ghiardiana  and  to  perpetrate  jobs.  I 
hope    this  Bill  will  pose,  and  that  the  I 
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unreasonablo  opposition  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  will  not  receive  the 
approval  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

•(1.4.5.)  Captain  VERNET  (Bucks.  N.): 
I  am  glad  to  recognise  in  this  Bill  a 
revival  of  provisions  which  I  supported 
as  long  ago  as  1866.  It  is  my  intention 
to  vote  for  the  Second  Reading  with  tbe 
view  afterwards  of  moving  that  it  be  an 
instruction  to  the  Committee  to  extend 
the  Bill  to  England.  I  cannot  say 
I  am  altogether  satisfied  with  the 
Bill,  but  it  is  very  well  as  far  as 
it  goes.  Like  many  other  Members, 
I  liave  only  during  the  last  few 
years  had  my  attention  called  earnestly  to 
tbe  state  of  local  government  in  Ireland. 
I  confess  I  am  amazed  at  the  extra- 
ordinary moderation  of  this  Bill,  and 
cannot  understand  why  any  opposition 
should  he  offered  to  it  by  the  Government 
■which  has  brought  in  local  government 
mensnres  for  England  and  Scotland. 

(1.46.)  Ma.  GILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.)  : 
A  previons  speaker  told  us  that  he 
vould  he  in  favour  of  abolishing  proxy 
'otes.  But  he  did  not  tell  us  tliat  a 
gentleman  with  a  sufficient  property 
qualification  can  have  36  votes  for  each 
.didato  in  every  electoral  division  in 
Jnion.  In  the  Union  in  which  I  have 
the  honour  to  be  a  Guardian  I  have 
known  gentlemen  residing  in  England 
and  America  send  home  their  votes  to 
their  friendd.  Thus  gentlemen  who  toke 
interest  wliatever  in  tbe  Union  have 
the  power  to  swamp  the  number  of 
votes  given  by  the  representatives  of  the 
ratepayers.  It  has  also  been  the  custom 
and  practice  recently  of  gentlemen  who 
hold  property  in  Ireland  to  give  deeds  of 
assignment  to  their  friends  and  relations 
80  as  to  secure  proxy  votes  for  them.  I 
know  a  man  owning  land  rated  at  £.20. 
By  dividing  it  among  10  of  his  friends 
ho  can  increase  the  nnmber  of  votes 
from  two  to  20.  It  has  been  said  that 
appeal  lies  from  tbe  Returning 
Officer  to  the  Local  Government 
Uoai'd.  As  a  matter  of  fact  when 
dection  has  been  declared  by  tbe 
Returning  Officer,  the  Local  Government 
Board  has  no  power  to  interfere.  As 
regnrdH  tbe  principle  of  tbe  Ballot,  I 
vish  to  give  some  experience  aa  to  how 
a  few  elections  are  conducted  iu  Ireland. 
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It  ia  the  practice  of  the  friendB  of  both 
candidatt's  to  go  out  acoompanied  by 
their  frioiids  and  by  mobs,  itnd  it  ie  a 
(jaestiiiu  of  physicEU  force  us  to  which 
partv  wil]  pet  tlie  votes  which  hnve  heeu 
handed  tn  ptilicemen.  I  have  known 
men  get  their  woi-kmoii  tu  close  the 
doors  nn  the  polioeman  und  bo  prevent 
him  from  Inyinp  down  u  voting  paper 
with  which  he  hail  been  eiitrneted  by 
the  Retiipniitg  (JfBcer.  I  unn  assure  the 
Hoaae  that  the  friends  tif  the  hon.  and 
gftllant  Member  for  County  Dowii 
(Colonel  Waring)  use  more  intimidation 
at  elections  tlum  the  Party  we  represent, 
I  have  known  a  man  who  was  in  gnol  on 
ft  ehfti-ge  of  iiasuult,  beinji  visited  by  the 
agent  of  Lord  Bantry  and  asked  by  him' 
how  he  was  going  to  vote  nt  the  Poor 
Law  Guardian  lOlection.  'Ihinkiug  he' 
might  obtain  hiR  release,  the  man  xaid 
he  would  virte  for  the  agent'is  nominee.' 
The  agent  did  mil.  however,  believe  liim,' 
and  got  Iiis  case  adjourned  for  a  fortu%ht< 
to  fiee  how  he  would  vote.  WLeu  he 
found  rhal  the  man  did  not  vote  for  his 
liominee  lie  had  liim  eommitted  for  triul 
I  know  of  another  instance  in  which  It 
was  said  openly  :  "  If  you  vote  for  Mr. 
Hatred's  nominve  yon  will  Imve  a  friend 
nt  Court."  i'he  geutletnan  had  a  seat  rm 
the  Petty  Sessions  Bench,  and,  without 
douht,  the  position  iu  used  to  advance 
■political  iutereat  and  crush  political  uppo> 
-nents.  There  is  every  reason  why  wt 
-nhoiiid  put  an  end  to  this  iatiniidittion  liy 
•landlords  nnil  miig'istnitea.  The  right 
hon.  GenltemiMi  says  the  majority  of  f.y 
'lutein  Utiardians  lire  not  landlords,  but 
liiy  espcrtencB  in  the  south  of  Ireland  is. 
'tliAtasa  rule,  ihej-  itrc  both  landlords 
«ud  magiHtr.ites.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  of  the  proportion  of 
payment  of  rates,  he  most  have  forgottoa 
that  these  gentlemen  |iay  no  part  rf  the 
•wmtity  eos3  except  wlierc  tliey  allow  it 
-  to  tenants  who  havu  taken  holdiugG  sinee 
-4»rO.  The  syetem  under  which  Piwr 
^LftW  Eleetione  are  eonduuted  ia  Ireland 
19  H  seandal  and  a  di.i^rnce  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  tho  cituntry.  [An  hoii.  Mbm- 
ukb:  And  so  it  is- in  Enghind.]  The 
sooner  this  House  recii^iiites  this  (net 
■  the  bettvT  for  tlie  jieaee  ut  the  cimutry. 
aud  the oaaseef  lawand  unlurin Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  Gentlem;kn.tells  oa  of  hia 
intention  to  bring  in  u  lineal  Govominent 
Bill;  but  we  are  SO  accustomed  in  Ire* 
J/r.  GUhooly 


ICO] 


land  U<  Government  promises  never  fol- 
tilled  by  legislation,  that  we   prefer   to 
rely  only  on  pmctical  proof  of  good   in- 
tentions.    If  he  is  anxious  to  convince  os 
his  willingness  to  concede  legislation 
a.   hir  s*pirit,  let  him  aci^pt  this  iu> 
smull  instalment  in  that  direction. 

(2.20.)  Notice  taken,  that  40  Mem- 
Iters  were  not  present ;  House  counted, 
and  40  Members  being  found  present, 

(■2.24).  Mb.  TtHTE  (We«tmeath.  N.) : 
I  think  the  vicissitudes  through  whioh 
this  Bill  hfl£  passed  fally  denioastrate 
the  uufitness  of  tliis  House  (o  deal  with 
Irish  tnatters.  It  has  passed  this  Legisla- 
tive Assembly  several  times,  once  without 
Division  and  on  anotlier  occasion  by  a  very 
larpu  majority.  On  the  last  nccntrion  I 
believe  the  majority  was  98,  and  in  that 
majority  I  liave  noticed  the  names  of 
Bojne  prominent  Unionists  wlio  supported 
the  Bill.  It  will  Ix-  intei'etiting  to  see 
how  those  Unionist  gentlemen  will  vote 
t<Mlay.  However,  the  history  of  the 
Dill  gives  ample  proof  of  the  unfitness  of 
any  but  an    Irish    Legislature    to  deal 

'th  such  matters.  In  reference  to  tho 
(juestion  of  open  voting  I  see  that  t 
Select  Committee  appointed  by  this 
Hoiu*e  to  inquire  into  the  system  of 
elections  of  I'oor  Law  Guardians  in 
Ireland  in  ll|(78.  expressed  disapprobation 
iu  the  most  unmeasared  terms  of  the 
existing  system.  If  the  Conimittae  did 
not  go  so  far  as  to  admit  that  the  Ballot 
system  was  necessary,  it  eondemaed 
voting  papers  very  strongly.  Thia  is 
what  the  Committee  iiaid^ 

"  Du  the  other  hand  it  wrh  nhown  thttUia 
ubuBVs  anil  inconvenicncH  of  the  voting  papn 
aystum  were  v^ry  grave,  that  under  it  intimi* 
ilution  and  obstruclioa,  tainperini;  with  and 
tirftilig  of  pipora  ia  practiaed,  that  frwjueil^ 
Totara  do  not  roceirs  iheir  papers  at  oil,  and  in 
olhvr  canes  they  are  invalidated  for  the  nrart 
trivial  teubniuii  reaaous." 

The  Committfee  also  went  on  to  show 
that  under  the  triennial  system  the  Ballot 
systjm  would  bo  cheaper,  thoughnttended 
with  inconvenience  to  Vetera.  The  state- 
niunts  in  the  Beport  of  that  Committee 
have  been  conclusively  proved  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Cork  to^y.  llie 
facts,  indeed,  are  well  known.  ThA 
agents  and  hangers-on  of  the  landlords 
iu  the  different  Unions  follow  the  pcdke- 
man    engaged    in    the    distribution    of 
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people  are  heartily  tired  of  coming  to 
thij  Httilse  for  nieofiuree  of  reform 
This  Bill  for  the  reform  of  the  consti- 
tution of  the  Irish  Boards  of  Guardians 
lias  experienced  the  nps  and  downs  of 
fortune  before  this  House  for  the  space 
of  nearly  20  yeara,  and  it  is  still  a  Bill 
and  not  an  Aet.  It  has  several  times 
passed  this  House,  and  on  one  occasion  it 

EBsad  the  House  of  Lords  after  an  ei- 
native  inquiry  by  a  select  CommittL-e 
Hid  the  examination  of  witaessta  who 
fepfesented,  without  exception,  the  land- 
'  lord  class  in  Ireloud.  1  must,  then-fore, 
I  express  Burprise  that  any  Member  of  the 
Tory  Party — even  an  Ulster  landlord— 
Bhould  desire  to  be  more  Conservative  in 
180O  on  the  question  of  Poor  Law 
ireforui,  considering  the  rapid  develop- 
ment of  the  theory  of  popular  rights, 
than  tha  House  of  Lords  in  1884.  I 
■wottld  also  call  to  the  recollection  of  the 
iHonse,  that  when  the  Bill  was  last  under 
niscnsaion  in  1886,  a  very  distiugniahed 
Ueniber  of  the  Irish  Conservative  Party 
i(Mr.  Holmes)  Member  for  the  Univer- 
>ity    of    Dublin,     afterwards      Attorney 

Reneral  for  Ireland,  and  ncjw  one  of  Her 
ajeaty's  Judges,  intervened  in  the 
deraite  and  used  his  influence,  although 
unavailiogly,  to  induce  his  friends  to 
forego  their  opposition  to  the  measure. 
^.It  is,  therefore,  with  surprise  and  regret 
lat,  four  years  later,  I  find  tho  Tory 
Uembers  for  Irehmd  opposing  this  Bill, 
iro  important  provisions  in  the 
B  to  which  no  objection  is  taken. 
ut  contains  provisions  for  the  better 
lapection  and  for  the  due  and  orderly 
ro  via  ion  of  the  list  of  voters.  No 
kfember  of  the  House  will  contend  that 
■  present  system  in  regard  to  the 
fevision  of  the  list  of  voters  is  one  which 
ight  io  prevail,  and  I  should  be 
innoh  surprised  to  hoar  the  Chief 
Secretary  say  one  word  against  our 
roposala  in  that  respact.  Then,  again, 
o  objection  wortji  listening  to  has  been 
lade  against  the  propoaal  for  an  appeal 
Before  the  County  Court  Judge  without  a 
%ry.  The  Local  Government  Board, 
irith  whom  the  appeal  now  lies,  feel  that 
ro  an  agency  entirely  unfitted  for 
t  purpose.  It  must  be  manifest 
,t  a  Department  of  the  State  created 
lor  the  performance  of  executive  duties 
'ifl  not  fitted  for  the  performance  of 
jndioial  functions,  and  T  believe  that  the 


Local  Government  Board  would  be  veiy 
glad  to  be  relieved  of  this  doty,  Tho 
Connty  Court  Judges  of  Ireland,  con- 
sidering the  amount  of  the  salaries  they 
receive,  are  very  moderately  and  lightly 
worked  compared  with  other  pubho 
officers.  The  petitions  in  regard  to  th© 
administration  of  the  Poor  Law  ore  not 
numerous,  and  1  venture  to  anticipato 
that  in  the  event  of  a  change  in  tha 
systeni  taking  place  they  will  becomo 
even  more  rare,  and  that  the  amount  of 
additional  labour  thrown  upon  the 
County  Court  Judges  will  bo  very  con- 
siderable. Another  provision  of  the  Bill 
is  to  provide  for  the  presentation  of 
appeals  in  disputes  as  to  law.  Ak 
present  the  decision  really  rests  with  the 
Clerk  of  the  Union,  who  is  tlie  Returning 
Officer,  and  there  is  no  adequate  appeal 
on  any  question  of  law.  It  is  not  only 
improper,  but  even  grotesque,  that  the 
decision  shonid  rest  with  a  person  who 
is  the  nominee  of  tho  dominant  section 
of  the  Board.  Then,  again,  as  to  the 
qualification,  we  propose  that  a  magis- 
trate shall  not  be  qualified  to  be  an 
ex  officio  Guardian  unless  he  is  a  ratfi' 
payer.  Surely  it  will  not  be  contended 
that  a  gentleman,  merely  because  he  is 
made  a  magistrate,  is  entitled  to  control 
the  administration  of  the  poor  rates  in  a 
Union  to  which  he  does  not  contribute. 
We  further  provide  that  a  £12  rating 
shflll  qualify  for  election.  At  present 
there  is  no  general  rule  on  the  subject. 
The  Local  Government  Board  by  a 
general  order  define  the  amount  of  the 
qualification,  and  it  varies  in  different 
parts  of  Ireland,  being  in  some  parts  as 
high  as  .£30  and  in  others  ns  low  as  £,%. 
The  result  ia  to  shut  out  from  the  serrice 
of  the  peopln  in  every  Union  many  men 
of  the  highest  quaUfication,  who  art) 
among  the  most  cnmpelent  men  who  can 
be  found.  I  now  come  to  the  three 
main  provisions  of  the  Bill.  The  first  ia 
that  vote  bj-  Ballot  shall  be  applied  to 
Poor  I^w  elections.  Vote  by  Ballot  is 
applied  to  every  election  except  that  for 
tho  Poor  Law  Board,  and  several  of  my 
hon.  Friend.'^  who  have  addressed  the 
House  tci-day  have  given  conclnsivo 
reasons  why  it  should  be  also  applied  to 
the  election  of  Poor  Law  Guardians,  The 
a-L-ssnt  systenj  is  for  the  police  to  leave 
i-oting  p:ipera ;  an  interval  elapses  before 
hey  an '  .wllected.  ;ind  in  the  case  of  a 
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that  the  psople  were  at  any  rale  to  baTe 
the  matiagcment  of  their  local  affiiira.  li 
thit  is  B",  thore  cau  bo  no  difficulty  iu 
giving  to  the  Irish  people  this  smslL 
crumb  of  justice  whiuh  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers claim.  We  know  that  the  day  is 
not  far  distant  when  the  returu  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  will  sweep  away  these  relics 
of  the  past  iu  Ireland  and  give  real  Homo 
Bale  to  the  Irish  people.  But  I  await 
with  some  anxiety  the  verdict  of  the 
House  upon  the  present  measure,  in  order 
that  we  may  know  whether  their 
intentions  in  regard  to  Ireland  are 
foonded  on  honesty  and  jiisticL'. 
•(2.35.)  Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL 
(Tyrone,  S.)  ;  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
Baying  that  I  cannot  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  South  Down  (Colonel  Waring).  I 
cannot  support  it  for  two  reasons.  In 
the  first  place  I  do  not  approve  of  it,  and 
there  is  another  rcaaon,  namely,  that  as  he 
has  moved  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  on  this  day  six  months,  it  is  vt 
likely  that  the  House  may  be  sittuig 
that  day.  I  trust  that  the  Government 
are  not  about  to  commit  the  mistake  of 
supporting  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  far  South  Down.  ] 
am  far  from  saying  that  I  approve  oj 
everything  that  is  contained  in  the  Bill. 
It  is  hard  tu  discover  what  the  real  -peixt- 
ciple  of  it  is.  If  it  is  to  establish  vote 
by  Ballot  in  Poor  Law  elections  I 
reason  why  the  proposition  shonld  be 
objected  to.  But  1  do  not  think  that 
is  the  real  principle  of  the  Bill.  Oi 
contrary,  I  think  the  real  principle  : 
ab.ilition  of  the  prosy  vote  and  the 
cutting  down  of  the  representation 
of  ex  o^cio  Guardians.  As  to  these 
two  propositions,  I  cannot  get 
the  fact  that  Ireland  does  not  stand 
in  the  same  position  as  England 
gard  to  this  question,  In  a  great  part 
of  Ireland  the  landlord  pays  the  entire 
poor  rate  where  the  valuation  is  under 
£4,  and  in  Donegal,  Mayo,  and  other 
parts  of  the  country  the  valuation,  as  a 
rule,  is  under  £4.  Therefore,  if  we  are 
to  go  on  the  old  Liberal  principle  that 
representation  and  taxation  are  to  go 
together  we  must  make  some  reasonable 
allowance  for  the  righta  of  property. 
Mr.  TuiU 
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Me.  sexton  (Belfaat,  W.) ;  It  is 
paid  in  the  rent. 

B,  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  It  is  not  a 
>  question  of  the  landlords  alone. 
hon.  Member  for  Westmeath  (Mr. 
Tnite)  has  referred  to  the  City  of  Dublin. 
How  does  the  principle  operate  in  Dnblini 
All  I  can  say  is  that  if  you  abolish  the 
proxy  vote  the  owners  of  property  will 
very  often  notba  represented  at  all.  The 
result  will  be  that  yon  may  put  the  vote 
in  the  hands  of  men  who  do  not  pay  the 
ra.t«,  and  take  it  out  of  the  hands  of  those 

ho  do  pay  it.  I  intend  to  vote  for  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill.  I  think  that 
there  is  a  great  deal  nf  good  in  it,  and 
that  the  Government  may  well  consent 
to  accept  it.  But  while  1  vote  for  the 
Second  Reading  I  think  there  are  many 
tilings  contained  in  tlie  measure  which 
are  objectionable,  and  which,  I  think. 
will  require  amendment  in  Committee. 

(2.15.)  Mn.  SEXTON:  I  think  thai 
tlie  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  ad- 
dressed the  House  had  no  option  but  tn 
support  the  Second  Reading,  because  I 
can  recollect  that  when  the  measure  was 
kst  before  the  House,  some  four  yeais 
ago— «ince  which  time  the  Government 
have  been  too  busy  in  adopting  a  policy 
of  coercion,  and  considering  its  results,  to 
devote  any  time  to  minor  auhjects — every 
Member  of  the  Party  now  known  as  the 
Liberal  Unionist  Party  supported  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill.  At.  the  same 
time  I  dare  say  that  the  speech  which 
has  been  delivered  by  the  hon.  GeutJe- 
man  will  command  and  draw  mor^ 
attention  from  the  Chief  Secretary  than 
any  speech  which  conld  be  delivered 
by  any  Member  representing  the  vast 
majority  of  the  British  people.  But  the 
speech  deserves  more  attention  on 
another  ground.  The  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  RuBsell) 
has  just  been  admitted  to  the  dignity  of 
a  Justice  of  the  Pence,  and  from  that 
cii'cumstance  he  is  entitled  to  become  an 
ex  ojieio  Guardian  of  the  Poor.  His 
testimony,  therefore,  as  to  the  untenahlt 
character  of  the  administration  of  thf 
Irish  Poor  Law  must  be  regarded  na  o 
particular  value.  I  think  that  any  im- 
partial person  who  has  observed  the 
course  of  this  debate  must  admit  that 
there  can  be  no  wonder   that   the  Irish 
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people  are  lieartily  tired  of  coming  to 
this  Soilss  for  ineastirea  of  refonn. 
This  Bill  for  the  refortn  of  the  consti- 
tution of  the  Iriah  Bonrda  of  Guardiftiis 
has  eiperienced  the  nps  and  downs  of 
fortune  before  this  House  for  the  space 
of  nearly  20  years,  and  it  is  ""  "'" 
and  not  an  Act.  It  has  several  times 
p*ffled  this  House,  and  on  one  occasiou  it 
passad  the  Souse  of  Lords  after  an  es- 
hanstive  inquiry  by  a  seleut  Committee 
ftnd  the  esantii nation  of  witnesses  who 
fepfosented,  withont  exception,  the  land- 
lord cluBB  in  Treinud.  I  must,  therefore, 
express  surprise  that  any  Member  of  the 
Tory  Party— even  an  Ulster  landlord- 
should  desire  to  be  more  Conservative  in 
1890  on  the  question  of  Poor  Law 
reforitt,  eonsidering  the  rapid  develop- 
ment of  the  theory  of  popular  rights, 
than  thq  House  of  Louis  in  1884,  I 
would  also  call  to  the  recollection  of  the 
House,  that  when  the  Bill  was  last  under 
discussion  in  1886,  a  very  distinguished 
Member  of  the  Irish  Coaservativc  Party 
(Mr.  Holmes)  Member  for  the  Uiiivor- 
lity  of  Dublin,  afterwards  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  and  caw  one  of  Her 
Majesty's  Judges,  intervened  in  the 
delate  and  used  his  influence,  although 
unavailingiy,  to  induce  his  friends  to 
forego  tbeir  opposition  to  the  measure. 
It  is,  therefore,  with  surprise  and  regret 
that,  four  years  later,  I  find  the  Tory 
Merabers  for  Ireland  opposing  this  Bill. 
There  are  important  provisions  in  the 
measure  to  which  no  objection  is  taken. 
It  contains  provisions  for  the  better 
inspBCtion  and  fur  the  due  and  orderly 
revision  of  the  list  of  voters.  No 
Member  of  the  Honse  will  contend  that 
the  present  system  in  regard  to  the 
revision  of  the  list  of  voters  is  one  which 
«ught  to  prevail,  and  I  should  hi; 
much  surprised  to  hoar  the  Chief 
.Secretary  say  one  word  against  our 
proposals  in  that  resp:'ct.  Then,  again, 
no  objection  worth  listening  to  has  been 
m^de  against  the  proposal  for  an  appeal 
.before  the  County  Conrt  Judge  without  a 
jury.  Tho  Local  Government  Board, 
with  whom  thu  appeal  now  lies,  feel  that 
they  are  an  agency  entirely  unfitted  for 
such  a  purpose.  It  must  be  raamfest 
that  a  Department  of  the  State  created 
tor  the  performance  of  executive  duties 
IB  not  fitted  for  the  performance  of 
judicial  functions,  and  I  believe  that  the 
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Local  Government  Board  would  be  very 
glad  to  be  relieved  of  this  dntj.  The 
County  Court  Judges  of  Ireland,  con- 
sidering tbe  amount  of  the  snlaries  they 
receive,  are  very  moderately  and  lightly 
worked  compared  with  other  public 
officers.  The  petitions  in  regard  to  tho 
administration  of  the  Poor  Law  are  not 
numerous,  and  1  venture  to  anticipate 
that  in  the  event  of  n  change  in  the 
aysteni  taking  place  they  will  become 
even  more  rare,  and  that  the  amount  of 
additional  labour  thrown  upon  the 
County  Court  Judges  will  be  very  con- 
siderable. Another  provision  of  the  Bill 
is  to  provide  for  the  presentation  of 
appeals  in  disputes  as  to  law.  At 
present  the  decision  reallj'  rests  with  the 
Clerk  of  the  Union,  who  is  the  Returning- 
Officer,  and  there  is  no  adequate  appeal 
on  any  question  of  law.  It  is  not  only 
improper,  but  even  grotesque,  that  the 
decision  should  rest  with  a  person  who 
is  the  nominee  of  the  dominant  section 
of  the  Board,  Then,  again,  as  to  tha 
qualificiition,  we  propose  that  a  magis- 
trate shall  not  b?  qualified  to  be  an 
ex  o_ffirio  Guardian  unless  he  is  a  rHte- 
payer.  Sorely  it  will  not  bo  contended 
tbat  a  gentleman,  merely  because  be  is 
made  a  magistrate,  is  entitled  to  control 
the  administration  of  the  poor  rates  in  a 
Union  to  which  he  does  not  contribute. 
We  further  provide  that  a  £\2  rating 
sball  qualify  for  election,  At  present 
tbere  is  no  general  rule  on  the  subject. 
Local  Government  Board  by  » 
genera!  order  deline  the  amount  of  the 
qualification,  and  it  varies  in  different 
paHe  of  Ireland,  being  in  some  parts  as 
high  as  £30  and  in  others  as  low  as  £6. 
The  result  is  to  shut  out  from  the  service 
of  the  people  in  every  Union  many  men 
of  the  highest  quaUfi cation,  who  are 
among  the  most  competent  men  who  can 
found.  I  now  come  to  the  three 
n  provisions  of  the  Bill.  The  first  ia 
thnt  vote  by  Ballot  shall  be  applied  to 
Poor  Law  elections.  Tote  by  Ballot  is 
applied  to  every  election  except  that  for 
the  Poor  Law  Board,  and  several  of  my 
hon.  Friends  who  have  addressed  the 
House  to-day  have  given  conclusive 
reasons  why  it  should  be  also  applied  to 
the  election  of  Poor  Law  Guardians.  The 
pri-'sent  systenj  ia  for  the  police  to  leave 
voting  papers  ;  an  interval  elapses  before 
thej  ari'   ivfllected,  Jind    in    the  case  of  a 
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oSfiteSted  election  the  humble  voter  in 
Ireland  is  exposed  for  several  days  to  in- 
timidation and  undue  solicitation  by  the 
agents  of  one  or  other  of  the  parties,  and 
in  the  end  he  is  induced  to  fill  up  the 
voting  paper  against  his  will.  I  think 
that  a  system  of  voting  should  be  adopted 
which  would  enable  the  voter  to  give  a 
free  vote  according  to  his  conscience.  I 
trust  that  the  spokesmen  of  the  Govern- 
ment, who  are  so  ready  to  charge  us  with 
intimidation,  will  be  ready  to  accept  from 
us  a  suggestion  in  this  sphere  of  local 
government  that  will  definitely  put  an 
end  to  intimidation  in  the  future.  We 
propose  also  the  abolition  of  the  proxy 
vote.  If  persons  do  not  choose  to  live  in 
the  country  or  the  district  they  cannot 
have  an  accurate  knowledge  of  the  affairs 
of  the  Union  or  take  an  active  interest  in 
them.  It  is  high  time  to  put  an  end  to 
the  scandals  which  have  marked  the  Poor 
Law  elections  in  Ireland,  and  by  which 
the  opinions  of  those  who  live  on  the 
spot,  and  are  acquainted  with  the  condi- 
tion of  the  Union  and  the  state  of  the 
poor,  are  continually  over-ruled  by 
proxies  imported  from  Boulogne  or 
Spain  on  behalf  of  impecunious  land- 
lords, and  even  from  China  and  Peru, 
and  the  ends  of  the  earth.  It  is  a  gross 
scandal  to  find  the  opinion  of  those 
acquainted  with  the  district  regularly 
overbo;*ne  by  the  lodgment  of  proxies  re- 
tained from  year  to  year  by  one  indi- 
vidual, who,  by  the  systematic  use  of 
them,  becomes,  in  fact,  a  dictator.  I 
might  call  attention  to  a  case  in  which 
an  enterprising  gentleman  of  the  domi- 
nant political  Party  possessed  himself  of 
the  proxies  of  all  the  landlords  of  the 
Union  who  were  absent  from  the  country, 
and,  by  the  use  of  those  proxies  from 
year  to  year,  succeeded  not  only  in  nomi- 
nating the  Board  but  in  appointing  him- 
self Clerk  of  the  Union,  thus  becoming 
the  practical  controller  of  it.  As  to  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  that  men  may  be  absent  on 
professional  business,  my  reply  is  that 
such  casualties  must  be  borne  for 
the  sake  of  the  general  principle. 
Now,  upon  this  question  of  the  repre- 
sentation of  property  let  me  show  you 
how  they  blow  hot  and  cold,  how  they 
make  principles  to  suit  the  facts.  What 
/about  the  county  cess  in  Ireland  ? 
The  landlords  pay  none  of  it,  yet  they 
Mr,  Sexton 


control  it,  through  the  Grand  Jxiry,  wHic&' 
administers  every  penny  of  it.  The 
tenant  farmer  has  no  chance  of  being 
admitted  to  the  Grand  Jury  in  Ireland. 
♦Mr.  T.  W.  EUSSELL:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  is  forgetting  the  associated 
cess-payers. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  am  not  forgetting 
the  associated  cess-payers.  Their  power 
is  illusory.  These  cess-payers  are  no- 
minated by  the  Grand  Jury ;  they  have 
no  seat  upon  the  Grand  Jury  itself. 
Therefore,  the  Body  which  has  effectulEd 
control  is  a  Body  to  which  no  tenant 
farmer  ever  finds  his  way,  and  I  submit 
and  insist  that  the  whole  of  the  valuation 
of  the  county  cess  in  Ireland  lies  in  the 
hands  of  those  who  do  not  contribute  one 
penny  to  the  funds.  In  the  presence  of 
that  fact,  I  say  it  is  absurd  for  the 
hon.  Member  to  raise  in  the  case  of 
Ireland  the  principle  of  taxation  and 
representation,  as  if  that  principle  had 
not  been  duly  observed.  Upon  that 
question  of  taxation  and  representation 
I  would  go  very  much  further  than  this 
Bill,  which  is  inadequate.  Property  is 
extremely  over  represented  in  respect  of 
these  Poor  Law  votes .  In  the  first  place  the 
landlord  may  have  36,  and  rarely  has  less 
than  1 8  votes ;  the  occupier  has  rarely  more 
than  two.  The  landlords  possess  one 
half  of  the  Board  without  the  trouble  of 
electing  any  candidate,  and  where  there 
is  a  property  rate,  of  course  they  deter- 
mine the  elections.  The  element  of  pro- 
perty has  the  controlling  influence  upon 
the  Poor  Law  Boards  of  Ireland.  It 
is  no  longer  pretended  that  property 
ought  to  have  that  influence  in  the 
Imperial  Legislature.  In  regard  to  the 
Imperial  revenue,  many  a  man  con- 
tributes as  much  to  it  as  10,000  others, 
yet  each  one  of  that  10,000  has  as  much 
power  as  he  has  in  nominating  a  candidate 
for  membership  in  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment. I  fail  to  see  why  that  principle 
should  not  be  applied  in  the  local  adminis- 
tration of  the  Poor  Law  Boards  of  Ire- 
land. Formerly  those  Poor  Law 
Boards  simply  raised  funds  for  the  relief 
of  the  poor.  But,  within  the  last  20 
years,  by  different  Acts  of  Parliament, 
various  other  functions  have  been 
cast  upon  those  Boards.  They  have 
to  deal  with  the  important  ques- 
tions of  burial,  public  health,  and 
education — questions     in    which     every 
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man,  with  or  without  property,  has  an 
equal  interest,  and  which  demand,  it  is 
clear,  an  elective  franchise.  We  have  in 
this  House  the  direct  representation  of 
labour,  and  working  men  have  been  ad- 
mitted to  the  Magisterial  Bench ;  and  1 
C3rtainly  think  that  the  time  has  come 
when,  in  the  administration  of  the  Poor 
Law,  we  should  have  a  direct  representa- 
tion of  the  labouring  classes,  who  are 
certainly  concerned  in  that  work.  I  am 
quite  in  favour  of  abolishing  the  property 
qualification  altogether  in  tlie  election  of 
Poor  Law  Guardians.  I  think  neither 
poverty  nor  humble  condition  should 
prevent  a  man  from  administering  relief 
to  the  poor.  1  believe  the  ..labouring 
classes  are  more  interested  than  any 
other  in  the  due  administration  of  relief 
to  the  poor.  Whilst  it  is  important  tha,t 
there  should  be  economy  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  rates,  and  whilst,  therefore, 
idiere  should  ba  a  substantial  representa- 
tion of  the  property  element,  it  is 
equally  important  in  a-  Christian  and 
civilised  condition  of  society,  that  the 
administration  should  be  characterised 
by  a  liberal  and  generous  care  for  the 
necessities  of  the  poor.  While  the  land- 
lords have  to  contribute  to  the  poor  rates 
in  every  case,  and  to  pay  the  whole 
whore  the  valuation  is  under  j£4,  the 
tenants  who  earn  the  rents  and  pay  the 
landlords  are  the  persons  who  contribute 
the  rates,  and  I  decline  to  consider  that 
the  fact  of  the  landlord  being  the  medium 
or  agent  entitles  him  to  special  repre- 
sentation. Then,  as  to  the  proportion 
of  ex  officio  members.  An  Act  was 
passed  by  Parliament,  when  the  whole 
subject  had  been  freshly  considered  and 
examined  by  a  powerful  Committee,  and 
Parliament  decided  that  the  proportion 
of  one-fourth  for  ex  officio  members 
wais  sufficient.  That  was  the  law  for  10 
years ;  but  the  Act '  was  repealed  in 
that  respect,  and  repealed  in  the 
darkest  and  gloomiest  time  of  the 
Irish  history  of  our  century,  the 
famine  period,  when  the  Irish  people 
had  no  diligent  guardians  of  their 
interests  in  this  House,  when  their 
representatives  were  elected  under  a 
system  of  the  most  rigid  and  terrible 
boycotting,  and  when  a  tenant  who  ven- 
tured to  vote  against  the  nominee  of  his 
landlord,  whether  that  landlord  was  Liberal 
or  Tory,  did  so  under  the  pain  of  eviction. 


There  is  nothing  more  painful  or 
terrible  than  that,  during  the  last- half 
century,  not  thousands  but  millions  of 
poor  Irish  people  should  have  sufEered 
eviction  from  their  homes  by  expulsion 
from  their  country,  because  they  voted' 
in  obedience  to  their  conscience  and  in 
the  interest  of  their  class,  and  against  the 
dictation  of  their  landlords.  •  At  the 
time  of  the  repeal  of  the  Act  of  1837 
the  Irish  people  had  no  guardians  o^ 
their  interests  in  this  House.  What  I 
ask  is,  that  we  should  return  to  the  pror 
portion  of  one-fourth  ex  officio  members. 
I  cannot  anticipate  what  reply  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  going  to  make,  butj 
from  the  fact  that  his  late  Attorney 
General  supported  the  Second  Reading, 
and  from  the  fact  that  the  House  of 
Lords  have  already  passed  the  Bill,  I 
should  hope  that  the  reply  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  favourable 
to  the  Second  Reading,  and  the  main  pro- 
posals of  the  Bill.  At  the  same  time,  I 
frankly  tell  him  that  I  do  not  greatly  care. 
The  country  takes  note  of.  the  fact 
that  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  and  ids 
Party  obtamed  power  four  years  ago 
upon  formal  and  solemn  promises  to  the 
country  of  not  only  a  large  but  a 
generous  extension  of  the  powers  of 
local  government  in  Ireland.  The  Party 
opposite,  is  the  Party  of  broken  pledges;- 
of  violated  faith.  Four  years  have  passed, 
since  the  General  Election.  The  cold 
shadow  of  another  General  Election  is 
already  falling  upon  that  Party.  And  I 
must  say  that  I  do  not  feel  greatly 
concerned,  knowing  the  chilling  in- 
fluence of  that  shade,  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  accepts  the  Bill  or  no.  If 
he  accepts  it  we  shall  be  prepared  to  go 
forward  and  to  pass  it  into  law.  If  he 
refuses,  I  for  my  part  shall  deem  the 
rejection  useful,  because  I  am  certain 
that,  either  by  a  Local  Government  Bill 
in  this  House  or  an  Irish  Chamber,  the 
Poor  Law  and  other  Departments  of  the 
Public  Service  of  Ireland  will  be  placed 
upon  a  basis  far  more  democratic,  and, 
therefore,  far  more  just  and  satisfactory 
and  more  permanent  than  the  basis  pro- 
posed by  this  Bill. 

*(3.15.)  Sir  J.  COLOMB  (Tower  Ham- 
lets, (fee.)  :  I  wish  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  fact,  that  this  Bill 
was  only  circulated  tiiis  morning.  ["  Last 
niffht.'n    I  can  only  say  that  I  received  it 
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tUs  morning  along  with  my  Paj-liamen- 
tary  pipars.  and  I  have  really  not  had 
tim.3  to  study  the  Bill.  But  I  may  say 
afc  ones,  that  this  is  a  matter  well 
dassrring  of  the  attention  of  tho  Go- 
vernment, and  wetl  daserving  of  the 
csBHideration  of  the  Honse  ;  it  is  a  paw 
matter  of  business,  and  I  deprecate  and 
protest  against  dragging  other  matters 
before  the  Honse  into  discussions  of 
purely  business  matters.  I  would  point 
out,  in  the  first  place,  that  this  Bill  pro- 
pasea  to  do  in  Ireland,  iu  regard  to  Poor 
Law  administration,  what  is  not  done  on 
this  side  of  the  watar.  It  would  estaV 
lish  cerfcun  new  principles  in  the  Poor 
Low  system  iu  Ireland,  which  have  not 
bjen  accepted  and  which  have  not  been 
tried  in  England;  and,  tharefore,  if  we 
who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  Hona^  examine 
the  arguments  for  the  Bill  very  closely, 
I  consider  we  are  only  doing  what  is 
oar  plain  and  bosinoss-like  duty.  From 
Boras  speeches  I  have  heard  on  the  other 
aide,  I  question  very  much  if  any  of 
those  who  mode  the  speechea  have  ever 
sat,  for  any  length  of  time,  on  Boards  of 
Guardians  at  all.  ["Many  of  them"]. 
I  question  that  very  much  indeed,  and 
I  question  very  much  indeed  if  the  pro- 
|xwer  of  this  Bill  has  ever  been  on  a 
B^ard  of  Guardians  at  all,  or  knows 
anything  of  tho  practical  working 
of  Boai-ds  of  Guardians.  I  gather  that 
from  the  nature  and  tenour  of  his  speech  ; 
hia  information  appeared  to  ba  entirely 
second-hand.  I  regret  very  much  tlmt 
a  great  deal  of  almost  every  speech  has 
been  based  on  an  assumption  that  t!ie 
landlords  have  bscn  guilty  of  intimida- 
tion. I  happen  to  be  a  tenant  in  Ireland 
as  well  as  a  landlord,  and  my  interests  aa 
a  tenant  are  perhaps  greater  than  my  ia- 
tJreatfi  as  a  landlord.  Therefore,  I  have 
an  opportunity  of  speaking  from  personal 
knowledge  on  this  question,  and  I  say 
that  when  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  ask 
us  to  pass  tiiis  Bill  because  of  intimida- 
tion prMtiaed  by  landlords,  they  are 
talking  of  a  condition  of  things  which 
long  ago  passed  away.  Why,  the  tenant, 
cannot  be  intimidated,  and  no  landlord 
under  the  Acta  of  1870,  1881,  and  1887 
could  prejudice  his  interest  as  a  tenant. 
Lst  the  tenant  absolutely  defy  any 
intimidation  by  landlord  or  agent  in  a 
Poor  Law  election.  How  can  a  tenant 
be  evicted  because  he  dnen  not  vot«  the 
Sir  J.  Colomh 


way  the  landlord  wants  1  He  cannot  bo 
evictsd  so  long  as  he  pays  bis  rent,  and 
if  he  does  that  he  may  defy  any  amount 
of  pressure  from  the  landlord,  whether 
in  a  Parliamentary  or  any  other  election. 
I  may  point  out  to  you  this,  that  the 
Irish  people  are  somehow  or  other  cer- 
tainly the  easy  victims  of  intimidation, 
but  that  intimidation  is  not  all  on.  ou« 
side;  and  when  the  Irishman  geto  a 
little  more  moral  courage  to  resist 
intimidation  of  all  aorta  wi;  shall 
hear  less  of  Irish  questions  and 
more  of  the  prosperity  of  Ireland. 
Let  me  give  an  instance  very  d  propo*  to 
my  argument  of  intimidation  in  regard 
to  Poor  Law  elections,  showing  that  it 
is  more  likely  to  be  on  the  side  of 
political  agitators  than  upon  the  side  of 
the  landlords,  because  the  landlord  is 
powerless  under  the  law  to  punish,  or  in 
any  way  prejudice  the  position  of  ths 
tenant  on  account  of  the  manner  in 
which  he  votes  so  long  as  he  pays  his 
rent.  The  tenant  is  open  to  the  in- 
Huenee  of  popular  pressure,  and  that  ho 
is  intimidated  for  political  purposes  wo 
know  is  really  possible  and  exists,  and 
here  is  a  statement  made  in  this  Honw, 
and  oflicirjlly  confirmed,  which  illustrates 
what  I  say  :~- 

"  The  townlnnd  of  Dooni,  ttunr  Ennii,  WM 
on  Tuesday  night  the  scene  of  a.  HSrioiis  moon- 
lighting  raid.  Tht  houses  nf  a  oiimber  of 
farmers  in  the  distiiot,  to  whom  Poor  Lav 
voting  papsTH  had  been  diatribiited  the  prsiiont 
diiy,  wtra  I'isited  by  a  purty  at  men,  purllvdii- 
guii^ed,  carrying  Sticks,  vha  demanded  till) 
papers.  'I'fae  houses  of  two  fsrmen  nkmsd. 
M'lneraajr  trero  first  visited,  next  that  of  Jdha 
Helfeman,  (ram  mU  oF  whom  the  pHpers  veto 
taken.  Pat  Lawlor's  was  next  visited,  lilt 
here  Linlur  and  his  son  were  prepared  lor 
tho  moonlight  visitors,  who  promptly  decamped. 
At  the  housQ  of  Michael  Lawlor  the  rsiden 
met  with  a  stubhorn  lesistRnce,  and  in  Iho 
mtlet  Lnwlor  got  a  deep  cut  on  tho  head;  the 
nidoTS  were  hers  bafllcd  in  th«ir  object.  In 
all,  the  papers  were  takaa  from  six  houses.  & 
very  bitter  contest ,  is  being  conducted  in  tha 
electoral  division  of  the  I'oor  Law  Union  o( 
EnuiB,  The  candidatcH  are  Mr,  Paul  Skehaa, 
secretary  to  the  branch  of  tho  National  Leasiw 
formerly  existing  at  Doora,  and  Mr.  Juhn 
Lynch,  and  ihe  bouses  which  were  raidttd 
holongod  to  Iho  supporters  of  tho  latter." 

I  am  mei'ely  pointing  out  the  fuct  that, 
on  the  one  hand,  the  assertion  as  to 
landlord  intimidation  is  a  mistake,  and 
under  the  law  impossible,  bat  tlmt  an- 
fortunately,  where  in  some  places  the  law 
is  defied  bypoliticalagilatorB,intimidation 
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is  practised  in  Poor  Law  elections  by  the 
side  opposed  to  the  landlords.  For  my 
part,  I  would  aay,  the  only  objection  to 
applying  the  Bivllot  to  Poor  Law  elections 
IB  the  increased  cost  which  it  would 
entail  upon  the  ratepayers.  How  in  it 
proposed  to  deal  with  those  expenses  in 
the  case  of  Poor  Law  elections  ?  We 
must  look  at  the  matter  from  a  business 
point  of  view ;  and  from  personal 
knowledge  and  experience  I  maintain 
that  a  Poor  Iiaw  election  under  the 
ballot,  if  the  Ballot  be  conducted  with 
due  precaution,  and  is  real  and  not  a 
sham,  it  will  be  a  very  expensive  matter. 
Are  you  going  to  deduct  the  money 
from  the  poor  ntes- — a  considerable  sum 
of  money  which  ought  to  go  for  the 
relief  of  the  poor]  I  have  endeavoured 
to  give  to  this  subject  a  fair  and  impar- 
tial consideration,  and  I  say  the  Bill 
ought  not  to  have  been  introduced  unless 
the  supporters  of  it  are  prepared  to  give 
oa  information  upon  the  real  financial 
aspect  of  the  case.  I  am  rather  struck 
by  the  fact  that  all  those  who 
favour  of  this  Bill  represent  the  South 
and  West  of  Ireland  chiefly,  and  all  the 
"  Members  who  are  opposed  generally  to 
this  Bill,  although  they  accept  many  of 
its  provisions,  are  from  the  North  of 
]>eland.  That  certainly  has  some  weight 
with  mo,  because,  by  looking  at  the 
statistics,  I  find  that,  if  you  compare 
Ulster  with  Munster,  the  statistics  give 
you  some  very  broad  facts  which  show,  I 
think,  that  the  Poor  law  business  in 
Ulster  is  better  done  than  the  Poor  Law 
basiness  in  Munster.  I  see  in  t  he 
Ulster  Returns  tlierd  were  'over  83,000 
panpera,  sis -sevenths  of  whom  were 
indoor,  out  of  a  total  population  of 
1,743,000  persons  ;  and  in  the  Munster 
Heturns  I  find,  where  the  population  is 
only  1,300,000,  that  there  are  190,000 
paupers  and  upwards  in  receipt  of  relief, 
two-thirds  of  whom  are  indoor  paupers. 
You  see  how  much  greater  the  propor- 
tion of  pauperism  is  in  the  South  than 
in  the  North,  and  I  think  that  fact 
shows  that  probably,  at  all  events,  it  is 
justifiable  to  draw  a  conclusion  that  the 
Qnardians  in  the  Nortli  of  Ireland  under- 
stand and  do  their  business  better  than 
the  Guardians  in  the  South  of  Ireland. 
I  say  that  is  a  reasonable  argument  to 
bring  forward  as  accounting  for  the 
broad  state  of  the  facts.  But,  if  I  take 
VOL.  CCOXLI.      [trwd    sbbtes,] 


'  the  typical  towni  of  Cork  and  Belfast,  I 
find  tlie  same  result,  In  Belfast  there 
were  nnder  ^3,000  paupers,  ii  of  whom 
were  indoor,  out  of  a  total  population 
of  240,000.  Now,  if  we  turn  to  Cork,  I 
find  there  were  over  23,000  paupers  out 
of  a  population  of  145,000.  That,  I 
think,  sufficiently  indicates  that  where 
people  attend  more  to  business  and  less 
to  politics,  the  interests  of  the  poor  and 
the  interests  of  the  population  are  better 
looked  after.  It  is  because  I  tlilnk  that 
■we  have  to  look  soberly  at  all  these 
questions  of  Irish  administration  that  1, 
for  one,  am  perfectly  prepared  to  lock 
at  them  fairly  and  squarely,  but  I  am 
not  prepared  to  vote  ofihand  in  support 
of  the  Bill  when  I  have  not  had  sufficient 
eiplanation  of  tbe  business  aspects  of 
that  measure,  or  what  is  likely  to  be  the 
financial  result  of  its  proposals.  I  do  not 
disagree  with  all  the  arguments  put  for- 
ward in  favour  of  the  Bill,  but  I  do  say 
that  we  are  entitled  to  deal  with  the 
subject  as  a  matter  of  business,  and  I  must 
also  say  that,  if  the  Bill  ever  passes  a 
Second  Reading,  it  will  require  consider- 
able excision. 

(3.26.)  CoLOSEL  NOLAN  (Galway, 
K.)  ;  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
has  said  that  some  Gentlemen  who  have 
spoken  have  very  little  or  no  practical 
itcquaintance  with  Boards  of  Guardians. 
I  do  not  think  I  am  open  to  that 
reproach,  for  during  the  last  six  or  seven 
years  I  have  attended  the  Poor  Law 
Board  of  my  constitaency,  of  which 
I  am  a  member,  and  which  I  always 
attend  during  the  recess.  I  believe  the 
hot),  and  gallant  Member  has  been  once 
charged  with  standing  on  "no  coercion." 
If  that  is  so,  he  certainly  ought  to 
support  the  Bill,  the  main  feature  of 
which  is  to  introduce  the  Ballot  into 
Poor  jjaw  matters. 

•Sin  J.  COLOMB  :  I  beg  to  assure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  I  never  took  loy 
fttand  on  "  no  coercion." 

COLOSEi,  NOLAN  :  I  accept  the  etate- 
ent  of  the  hon,  and  gallant  Member,  bnt 
can  assure  him  that,  while  in  many 
districts  there  is  not  this  intimidation, 
at  all  events  in  some  it  does  exist.  I 
'Ottld  point  out  that  the  cost  of  the 
Ballot  would  really  be  less  than  is  the 
outlay  incurred  at  the  present  moment, 
by  tlie  fact  of  constabulary  having  to 
mud  to  distribute  the  voting  papers, 
3  B 


J 


{COMMONS} 


1287     Poor  Law  Gitardiaiu 

and  again,  to  go  round  to  collect  tlieni. 
In  fcho  case  of  Galwny,  for  instance,  in- 
timidation is  practised  in  some  parts, 
aud  the  only  way  to  get  rid  of  it  is  to 
adept  the  ballot.  It  is  »  great  evil  to 
give  a  man  a  vote,  and  then  not  to  en- 
able him  to  vote  as  lie  wiahcs.  As  to  the 
objection  to  tlie  number  of  ex  officio 
Guardians  fixed  upon  in  the  Bill,  the 
Government  have  a  majority,  and  backed 
up  by  the  70  Unionists  can  fix  npon 
any  number  they  like.  Prosiea  are 
terribly  abused  in  their  nse  in  Ireland, 
not  in  the  case  of  the  landlords  who  may 
bs  in  London  performirtg  their  duties  in 
this  Honae,  but  in  the  case  of  tosd  who 
totally  n^lect  all  their  duties  both  in 
England  and  in  Ireland.  These  men 
ouglit  either  to  be  made  to  reside  in 
Iraland  or  to  be  deprived  of  the  power 
of  voting  by  proxy.  I  hope  the  Go- 
vernment will  assent  to  the  Second 
Beading  of  the  Bill,  and  introdnce  any 
desired  modification  in  Committee,  We 
must  all  admit  that  the  present  system 
of  electing  Poor  Law  Guardians  is  a 
most  imperfect  one,  and  that  it  ought  to 
lie  amended. 

(3.34.)  The  CHIEF  SECKETABY 
FOR  IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  BalfoL'b, 
Manchester,  E.):  Those  who  have  lis- 
tened to  thia  debate  must,  I  think,  have 
experienced  some  diificulty  in  coming  to 
a  conclusion  as  to  the  real  object  turned 
at  by  the  framers  of  the  Bill.  The 
Member  for  West  Donegal  told  ns  it 
was  useless  for  the  Government  to  accept 
the  pruvisioa  relating  to  the  substitution 
of  the  ballot  for  open  voting'  unless  the 
rest  of  the  Bill  was  also  adopted.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  has  just 
eat  down  has  told  us  the  real  essence 
of  the  Bill  is  the  provision  a»  to 
the  ballot,  and  that  the  other  pro 
visions  might  be  modified  without 
destroying  the  measure.  Thus  tlie 
Bupporters  of  the  Bill  seem  to  differ 
to  what  are  to  bo  considered  its  vital 
proposals  ;  and  I  am  not  sufficiently 
their  counsels  to  decide  which  of  the 
speakers  represents  the  balance  of  opinion 
in  the  Party.  No  one  will,  I  think,  deny 
that  it  would  he  an  importAnt  change 
to  adopt  the  ballot,  and  it  is  a  cliange 
I  should  be  very  glad  to  see  made.  It ' 
said  that  the  ballot  is  necessary  on  a/ 
count  of  landloi'd  intimidation ;  but  I 
think  that  that  contention  has  been 
Colonel  Nidan 
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i'uUy  disposed  of  by  the  hon.  MemboT 
for  the  Tower  Hamleis,  who  pointed  out 
that,  under  the  existing  law,  intimidatioD 
the  part  of  the  landlord  is  impossible, 
but  that  it  might  be  practised  by  an  or- 
ganised political  party  which  thought  it 
Id  gain  an  advantage  fay  having  a 
majority  at  a  Board.  However,  I  will 
not  press  the  point,  because  the  debate 
has  been  of  a  very  moderate  character, 
I  am  unwilling  to  divert  it  into  con- 
troversial channels.  I  also  understand 
that  hon.  Members  opposite  desire  to 
ppress  intimidation  of  all  kinds,  whether 
by  landlords  or  by  Land  League  ;  and, 
therefore,  as  far  as  the  baUot  is  con- 
cerned, I  offer  no  opposition.  I  should 
also  be  gUd  to  see  an  alteration  in  the 
proceduri;  by  which  doubtful  votes  are 
decided.  The  Local  Government  Board 
not  the  best  tribunal  for  deciding 
questions  of  that  sort,  and  as  there  is 
adequate  legal  m.ichinery  there  would  be 
no  objection  to  substitnting  it  for  tlie 
Board,  I  have  no  objectbn  to  esclode 
L  the  oSice  of  ex  fiffieio  Guardian 
Justices  who  do  not  happen  to  be  rate- 
payers. I  conceive  that  the  number  of 
them  is  small,  and  therefore  the  opera- 
tion of  the  clause  would  be  limited  ;  hat 
whether  limited  or  not,  the  clause  is 
sound  in  theory,  and  would  be  salutary  in 
practice.  As  to  the  limitation  of  the 
number  of  votes  that  can  be  given  by 
one  individual,  I  understand  that  up  to 
1884  the  Local  Gkivernment  Board  held 
that  1 S  was  the  maximum.  The  matter, 
however,  came  before  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peal, which  decided  that  the  Board  had 
not  rightly  interpreted  the  Statute,  and 
thatthemaxiniumwasnot  18  but  36.  I&m 
of  opinion  that  there  could  be  no  injuatdOO 
done  by  returning  to  the  practice  which 
prevailed  before  1884.  That,  I  think, 
exhausts  the  last  of  the  minor  provisions 
to  which  the  Government  do  not  object. 
Wo  now,  therefore,  come  to  some  ot 
the  larger  proposals.  There  is  one  poLat 
which  I  iiavo  mi^ed,  however.  I  t^ce 
the  view  adopted  by  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  that  though  a  minor 
should  not  have  votes,  it  is  only  hir  that 
those  who  administer  his  property  shoutd 
represent  him  in  voting.  Now  I  come 
to  the  provisions,  the  object  of  which  iB 
to  limit  the  rept'csentation  of  proper^ 
and  diminish  the  number  of  ex  cfficao 
Guardians,  and   I    say  at  onco  I 
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entire  divergence  from  these  proposals 
of  the  Bill.  We  have  been  asked  how 
it  is  possible  to  justify  the  presence  on  a 
body  whose  duty  it  is  to  administer 
rates  levied  on  the  community  so  large 
a  proportion  of  non-elected  members. 
The  first  observation  I  have  to  make 
upon  that  is  that  a  similar  system  exists 
in  England,  and  the  House  when  it  has 
had  the  question  before  it  has  deliberately 
declined  to  interfere.  It  is  for  hon. 
Members  opposite  to  show  why  Ireland 
is  to  be  treated  in  a  different  manner 
f^om  England. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Do  ex  officio  members 
constitute  one-half  of  the  Boards  in 
England  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  cannot 
answer  that  definitely,  but  there  is  a 
large  ex  officio  representation  in  Eng- 
land ;  and  in  Ireland,  undoubtedly,  there 
is  a  justification  for  ex  officio  representa- 
tion which  does  not  exist  in  England. 
The  rates  in  England  are  levied  on  occu- 
piers, but  in  Ireland  one-half  the  rates  are 
levied  on  owners,  except  where  they  are 
levied  wholly  on  owners,  and  these  cases 
are  not  fragmentary  and  exceptional,  and 
are  found  chiefly  in  the  poorest  parts  of  Ire- 
land, where  the  administration  of  the  Poor 
Law  is  difficult,  arduous,  and  critical.  The 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  has  put 
forward  another  argument.  He  says, 
what  is  the  use  of  telling  us  that  taxa- 
tion and  representation  should  go  to- 
gether, when  in  Ireland  you  administer 
through  the  medium  of  Grand  Juries 
(which  may  be  truly  described  as  a 
Landlord  Board)  the  county  cess,  which  is 
wholly  paid  by  the  tenants.  That  is 
an  anomaly  which  has  always  been  ad- 
mitted on  both  sides  of  the  House,  and 
this  is  one  of  the  things  that  has  moved 
the  Government  to.  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion of  local  government  in  Ireland.  I 
therefore  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
refrain  from  using  that  argument,  at  all 
events  until  he  has  seen  the  proposals 
with  regard  to  local  government  for 
Ireland  which  it  will  be  my  duty 
to  .  lay  before  the  House.  The 
next  argument  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man contains  an  even  more  serious 
fallacy.  The  hon.  Member  denies  that 
the  landlord  pays  the  rates,  even  in  the 
case  of  tenants  below  £4,  because,  says 
the  hon.  Member,  the  rates  are  paid  out 
of  the  rent.     What  is  really  meant  by 


the  principle  that  representation  and 
taxation  should  go  together  is  that  some 
responsibility  in  cases  where  the  rate  is 
increased  should  fall  upon  those  who 
vote  the  increase.  The  question  is,  who 
suffers  by  an  increase  of  rate  in  those 
cases  where  the  rent  is  below  £4  ?  I 
think  the  hon.  Member  will,  on  reflection, 
agree  that  the  increase  does  and  must 
fall  on  the  landlord,  and  does  not  and 
cannot  fall  on  the  tenant ;  therefore  it  is 
a  misuse  of  language  to  say  it  is  the 
tenant  who  pays  the  rates  and  should  be 
represented  on  the  Boards  of  Guardians. 
In  passing  from  these  theoretical  argu- 
ments I  am  afraid  the  agreement,  or 
partial  agreement,  I  have  hitherto  been 
able  to  maintain  with  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  with  regard  to  the  Bill  breaks 
down.  I  say  plainlv  and  openly  to  the 
House  that  the  experience  I  have  had  of 
Poor  Law  administration  in  Ireland  dur- 
ing the  last  three  or  four  years  has  made 
me  absolutely  opposed  to  anything 
which  would  diminish  the  influence  of 
the  ex  officio  Guardians.  That  adminis- 
tration has  in  many  respects  been  far 
from  a  creditable  administration  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  I  think  that  if  hon.  Gentlemen 
will  impartially  investigate  those  cases  in 
which  it  has  broken  down  most  flagrantly 
and  scandalously  they  will  find  that  it 
has  been  in  those  instances  where  ex 
officio  Guardians  have  been  not  over  but 
under-represented.  I  a^iknowledge  with 
regret  that  ex  officio  Guardians  do  not 
attend  so  often  as  they  ought ;  but  we 
cannot  forget  that  those  Guardians  have 
in  many  cases  been  submitted  to  treat- 
ment which  it  would  require  the  most 
robust  sense  of  public  duty  to  withstand  ; 
and  I  fear  that  in  too  many  cases  that 
diminished  representation  of  the  ex 
officio  Guardians  has  been  obtained  by 
other  than  legal  or  statutory  means. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  attaches,  I 
believe,  importance  to  this  part  of  the 
Bill;  and  if  I  assent,  as  I  am  prepared  to 
do,  to  the  Second  Reading,  I  desire  to 
make  a  statement  which  will 
make  my  attitude  perfectly  clear.  I 
desire  it  shall  be  understood  that 
I  shall  do  my  utmost  in  Committee 
to  resist  those  provisions  of  the  Bill 
which  propose  to  diminish  the  propor- 
tion of  ex  officio  Guardians  who  now  have 
a  right  to  attend  the  meetings.  What 
hon.  Members  opposite  may  think  of  the 
3  B  2 
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Bill,  altered  as  I  desire  to  see  it  altered, 
I  cannot  say.  In  1885,  when  the  Bill 
came  down  from  the  House  of  Lords, 
modified  very  much  in  the  direction  in 
which  I  desire  to  see  it  modified,  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  gave 
notice  that  if  the  Government  retained 
the  Amendments  he  should  move  that 
the  Bill  be  discharged.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  still  holds 
that  view. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Yes. 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  should  have 
gathered  from  his  speech  it  was  not  so, 
as  the  hon.  Member  went  over  point 
after  point  and  said  he  presumed  the 
Government  would  not  resist  them,  and 
he  then  went  on  to  tell  the  House  what 
a  large  proportion  of  the  Bill  they 
constituted. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  said  they  covered  a 
large  area. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  presume  the 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  mean  that, 
although  they  covered  a  large  area,  they 
were  of  little  importance.  As  I  am 
unable  to  gather  from  the  utterances  of 
hon.  Members  what  is  the  vital  principle 
of  the  Bill,  I  shall  not  take  upon  myself 
the  responsibility  of  resisting  the  Second 
Reading ;  but  will  do  my  best  in  Com- 
mittee to  remove  from  the  Bill  all  those 
provisions  which  I  think  would  interfere 
with  the  due  administration  of  the  Poor 
Law  in  Ireland  for  the  benefit  of  all 
classes  of  the  community,  and  especially 
for  that  portion  of  the  community  whom 
the  Bill  is  most  intended  to  benefit — the 
pbor  of  Ireland. 

(3.53.)  Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  a  speech  of  extremely  temperate  cha- 
racter, has  come  to  a^conclusion  which  I 
extremely  regret,  following,  as  it  does, 
upon  many  admissions  which  I,  in  com- 
mon with  other  Members  of  this  House, 
gladly  welcomed.  Still,  I  am  glad  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not 
propose  to  offer  any  opposition  to  the 
Second  Reading ;  and  I  earnestly  trust 
that  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way will  persevere  in  their  efforts 
to  bring  this  Bill  in  its  further  stages 
before  the  House,  so  that  we  may  be  able 
to  show  that  the  provisions  to  which  ex- 
ception has  been  taken  are  defensible  ^in 
justice,  in  reason,  and  in  national  ex- 
pediency. It  will  then  be  time  enoiigh, 
Mr.  A.  J,  Bal/our 


when  these  vital  principles,  as  I  regard 
them,   have   lieen  rejected,  to  consider 
whether  the  Bill  should  be  dropped  or 
not.      I  am  inclined  to  agree  with  the 
position  taken  up  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Belfast  in  1886,  when  he  said 
that  if  the  Government  insisted  on  accept- 
ing their  Lordships*  Amendment,   and 
keeping  the  number  of  ex  officio  Guar- 
dians at   the   old   proportion,  we  would 
not  be  responsible  for  further  proceeding 
with  the  Bill.     But  we  have  not  reached 
that  point  yet.     The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  complained  that  the  Bill 
had  only  been  before  the  House  a  few 
hours  ;  while  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
who  moved  that  it  be  read  a  second  time 
this  day  six   months  called  the   Bill  a 
"hardy    annual."     It    is    little    to    the 
credit  of  the  House  that  it  should  be  so. 
When    I     think   how   often   measures, 
dictated   by   the   purest    sentiments    of 
justice,   are    brought    forward    in    this 
House  on  behalf  of  Ireland,  defended  by 
able  arguments  and  opposed  with  argu- 
ments which  will  not  hold  water,  but 
put  forward   simply   on   the  ground  of 
expediency ;  when  I  remember  that  it  is 
only  after  many  years  that  grievances 
thus  pointed  out  are  remedied,  and  then 
only  as  part  of  a  great  measure  of  justice 
to  England,  Scotland,    and   Wales ;  and 
when   I  think  that  this   Bill  has   been 
twice  passed  by  this  House  and  sent  back 
once  from  that  Chamber  in  which  the 
Irish  tenant  is  not  represented,  in  a  con- 
dition in  which  its  authors  did  not  care  to 
recognise  it,  I  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
in  these   matters  are  to  be  found  very 
strong  argument   on   the  side  of  those 
who  hold  that  great  changes  are  wanted 
in  connection  with  the  administration  of 
Irish  affairs.     With  regard  to  this  Bill, 
it  contains  much  with  which  I  am  glad 
to  say  we  are  all  agreed.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  said  he  had  found 
some  difiiculty  in  discovering  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill ;  but,  as  he  will  remem- 
ber, the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast 
said  it  was  not  easy  to  name  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  Bill  which  was  a  proposal  to  re- 
cast a  great  system  of  popular  represen- 
tation.    This  Bill  is  a  complete  re-casting, 
of    the    system  of    electing  Poor  Law 
Guardians,  and  hon.  Members  must  all 
admire  the  skill  with  which  so  many  ex- 
cellent provisions  have  been  compressed 
into  so  small  a  compass.     What  does  ii 
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do?  First,  it  simplifies  the  system  of 
registration,  and  then  it  provides  simple 
machinery  by  which  the  right  man  shall 
get  the  vote,  and  know  that  he  has  it. 
In  the  next  place,  it  gives  an  appeal  in 
cases  of  disputed  elections  of  a  cheap  and 
ready  sort,  which  lies  at  almost  every 
man's  door,  because  the  County  Court 
Judge  is  to  be  substituted  for  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Local  Government  Board,  or 
for  the  cumbrous  and  expensive  machinery 
of  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bsnch. 
Above  all,  it  gives  us  vote  by  ballot. 
Can  anyone  who  has  been  Irish  Secretaiy 
forget  how  as  soon  as  possible  after  the 
25th  of  March  he  is  bombarded  with 
questions  about  cases  of  intimidation? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bow  and  Bromley 
(Sir  J.  Colomb)  stated  that  a  moonlight 
expedition  had  taken  place  for  the  pur- 
pose of  seizing  voting  papers.  There 
was  a  cheer  from  below  the  Gangway,  in 
which  I  joined.  Strange  bo  say,  the  hon. 
Member  mistook  the  meaning  of  that 
cheer.  I  do  not  suppose  anyone  but 
himself  supposed  it  meant  pleasure  at 
the  voting  papers  being  stolen.  It  was 
marely  an  expression  of  surprise  and 
amusement  at  hearing  the  hon.  Member 
bring  forward  a  very  strong  argument  in 
favour  of  the  Bill.  The  hon.  Member, 
however,  gave  as  an  interpretation  of  its 
meaning  sympathy  with  moonlighting ; 
and  I  have  very  little  doubt  if  this  is 
left  to  pass  without  protest  we  shall  be 
told  by  the  newspapers  and  in  speeches 
for  the  next  three  or  four  years  that 
Members  from  Ireland  had  cheered  the 
fact  that  moonlighting  was  carried  on  at 
Poor  Law  elections.  .If  intimidation  does 
not  exist  on  both  sides,  it  is  believed  to 
exist.  We  believe  that  the  only  efEec- 
tive  method  of  putting  a  stop  to  it  is  the 
ballot,  and  the  ballot  we  will  have. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  did  not  notice  the  question  of 
proxies.  In  1883,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  predecessor,  I  was  obliged 
to  speak  at  some  length  on  the  repre- 
sentation of  property  in  Ireland.  I  said 
the  landlords  ought  to  have  influence, 
and  fchat  that  is  given  in  two  ways — 
indirectly  by  means  of  ex  officio  Guardians, 
and  directly  by  means  of  votes  repre- 
senting the  position  of  the  property  which 
the  voter  holds.  Then  I  said  there  was 
a  danger  in  insisting  too  much  on  this 
point     with     reference     to     ex    officio 


Guardians ;  because  if  they  are  to  be  the 
only  protectors  of  the  landlord  interest 
the  Government  would  have  been 
justified  in  appointing  none  but 
landlords  in  the  past.  I  think 
it  very  dangerous  to  lay  down  the 
principle  that  Justices  of  the  Peace 
ought  to  be  almost  exclusively  con- 
nected with  the  land.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  movtd  the  rejection  of  the  Bill 
said  that  in  recent  days  men  not  con- 
nected with  the  land  had  been  appointed 
Justices  of  the  Peace,  and  he  thinks  that 
is  a  thing  deserving  of  reprobation. 

Colonel  WARING :  I  did  not  hold  it 
up  to  reprobation  at  all.  I  merely  men- 
tioned it  in  the  sense  in  which  he  is 
using  it  himself. 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN:  I  waa  going 
to  quote  the  expression  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  used.  He  said  he 
did  not  exonerate  his  own  Government 
from  having  done  it. 

Colonel  WARING :  I  must  say  I  do 
not  consider  all  the  recent  magisterial 
appointments  praiseworthy  at  all. 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  I  shall  have 
to  deal  with  that  later.  With  regard  to 
the  question  of  proxies,  I  think  there  is 
some  slight  difficulty  in  having  the  vote 
by  ballot  undiluted.  I  entirely  agree 
with  hon.  Members  who  maintain  that 
people  who  want  to  manage  local  affairs 
ought  to  live  in  the  district.  But  there 
is  this  difficulty.  There  may  be  a  man 
resident  in  Ireland  who  really  does  his 
best  as  a  resident  citizen,  and  who  at  the 
same  time  may  hold  property  in  more 
districts  than  one.  It  is  no  doubt  a 
small  matter,  because  there  are  compara- 
tively few  men  in  this  position.  At  one 
time  I  thought  that  the  voting  might  be 
so  arranged  as  to  take  place  on  difEerent 
days  in  different  districts,  but  that  would 
be  a  matter  of  peculiar  difficulty.  An 
idea  was,  however,  thrown  out  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Gulway 
(Colonel  Nolan),  who  suggested  that  a 
man  who  voted  in  a  Poor  Law  election 
as  an  owner  should  be  allowed,  under 
certain  safe  methods,  to  exercise  his 
privilege  in  another  district  by  means  of 
a  registered  letter  to  the  Postmaster,  or 
in  some  other  way.  In  order  to  get  the 
benefit  of  vote  by  ballot  for  all  the 
occupiers  and  owners  who  vote  on  the 
spot,  I  for  one  would  be  willing,  as  in 
1883,    to    purchase     that    very    great 


1295     Poor  Law  Guardians  {COMMONS} 


(Ireland)  Bill         1296 


advantage  by  making  an  exception  in 
favour  of  the  small  number  of  owners 
resident  in  Ireland  who  desire  to  vote  as 
owners  in  other  districts.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the  case  for  the 
retention  of  the  magistrates  is  much 
stronger  in  Ireland  than  in  England. 
The  first  reason  he  gives  us  is  that  the 
rates  in  Ireland  fall  on  the  owner.  They 
fall  more  directly  on  the  owner,  un- 
doubtedly, in  the  case  of  all  the  smaller 
tenancies  in  Ireland;  but  I  appeal  to 
anyone  who  knows  country  life  in 
England  to  say  whether  the  economical 
theory  of  rating,  that  it  falls  on  the  rent, 
is  not  borne  out  by  this  experience.  In 
our  yearly  tenures  an  increase  in  the 
rate  tells  very  rapidly  on  the  rent.  The 
grievance  about  the  rate  in  England 
is  not  only  in  the  country  districts  but  in 
the  town  districts,  where  you  have  long 
leases,  and  where  the  tenant  makes  a 
bargain  to  pay  what  are  called  the  rates, 
but  what  are  in  truth  taxes  for  education, 
for  sanitation,  for  the  beautifying  of  the 
town,  and  which  have  been  imposed 
since  the  99  years*  lease  was  granted. 
In  the  case  of  the  farmer  it  is  a  yearly 
tenure,  and  the  increase,  and  sometimes 
the  diminution,  of  the  rates  shows  itself 
at  no  long  distance  in  the  rent.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  pounced  upon  what 
was  by  far  the  most  interesting  observa- 
tion in  the  very  interesting  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr. 
Sexton) — the  passage  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  stated  the  theory  that  the  rates 
came  out  of  the  rent,  and  ought  to  come 
out  of  the  rent.  I  will  put  it  in  another 
way.  If  you  take  agricultural  rents  in 
England,  I  believe  in  the  great  majority 
of  cases  that;  before  a  man  gets  a  half- 
penny out  of  that  rent  everyone  who 
has  a  part  in  making  it  has  to  be  well 
and  decently  housed.  In  the  next  place, 
the  poverty  of  the  district  has  all  to  be 
paid  for  out  of  the  rents  of  that  district. 
jSo  far,  I  fancy,  I  have  the  House  with  me, 
and  I  believe  I  shall  have  all  English 
landlords  with  me,  when  I  say  there  is 
a  third  burden  on  rent,  and  that  is  the 
education  of  the  district.  Directly  or 
indirectly,  through  the  money  which  he 
himself  dispenses  in  building  school- 
houses,  or,  in  the  last  resort,  through  the 
educational  grant,  in  the  shape  of  Income 
Tax,  the  education  of  the  rural  districts 
in  England  is  provided  for,  generally 
Sir  G,  Trevelyan 


cheerfully  and  wilHngly  by  the  land- 
lord. In  Ireland,  however,  I  fancy  the 
landlord  in  the  enormous  majority  of 
cases  pays  almost  nothing  for  education. 
In  the  Nofth,  for  reasons  which  I  will 
not  give — though  many  of  them  are  quite 
honourable — the  system  adopted  is  iihe 
same  as  is  adopted  on  good  estates  on 
this  side  of  the  Channel ;  but  does  anyone 
pretend  that  over  four-fifths  of  the  area 
and  the  population  of  the  country  the 
education  of  the  great  mass  of  the  people 
who  live  on  the  estates  is  to  any  great 
extent  paid  by  the  landlords  ?  English 
education  is  paid  for  out  of  the  rent ;  but 
does  anyone  pretend  that,  therefore,  the 
landlords  should  have  a  preponderating  in- 
fluence on  the  School  Board  wliich  does  not 
include  ex  officio  members  ?  All  elections 
— Parliamentary,  educational,  local,  ad- 
ministrative, sanitary — should  be  on  the 
same  principle  as  those  for  the  School 
Board — the  principle  of  getting  the  votes 
of  the  greatest  number  of  intelligent 
and  independent  men.  If  the  principle 
of  the  representation  of  property  is  given 
at  all  on  public  bodies,  it  should  be  given 
very  sparingly ;  and  yet  this  Bill  intro- 
duces it,  or  recognises  it,  very  lavishly  in 
dealing  with  Justices  of  the  Peace  on  the 
Boards,  and  in  giving  large  franchises  to 
property.  And  what  are  the  Justices  of 
the  Peace  in  Ireland?  The  latest  Re- 
turns issued — those  of  1884 — show  that 
many  of  them  are  capitalists,  and  also 
that  out  of  the  5,065  Justices  of  the 
Peace  in  the  country  only  437  belong  to 
all  other  sects  and  different  denomina- 
tions of  the  Protestant  religion  other 
than  the  Church  'of  Ireland.  I  take  a 
county  where  both  the  Members  of 
Parliament  presumably  are  largely  elected 
by  Catholics  ;  and  unfortunately,  in  this 
case,  I  am  obliged  to  take  sects,  not  for 
any  sectarian  reason,  but  because  it  is  to 
a  sect  that  injustice  has  been  done.  In 
that  county  there  were  74  Justices  of  the 
Peace  in  1884,  and  only  one  of  them  was 
a  Catholic.  In  another  county  with,  I 
think,  five  Members  who  sit  below  the 
gangway,  out  of  138  Justices  only  nine  are 
Catholics.  In  two  counties  in  the  South 
and  centre  of  Ireland,  counties  as 
Catholic  as  counties  can  be,  namely, 
Wexford  and  Wicklow,  out  of  114  and 
104  magistrates  respectively,  in  the  one 
case  there  are  25,  and  in  the  other  £ye 
Catholic  Justices.    Well,  but  we  are  now 
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uob  only  dealing  nitli  a  queBtion  of  sectE, 
hut  with  a  question  of  iilnsa.  We  want 
to  have  nil  classes  properly  represented, 
Wtj  ai'e  able  to  ja^^  of  tho  matter  by 
these  Returns,  tbrougli  tbe  medium  of 
religion.  I  remember  hearing  Baron 
Dowse  say  that  tbe  landlords  of  Ireland 
belonged  to  the  Church  of  Ireland  be- 
cause it  was  the  most  respectable.  He 
gave  another  reason  which  does  not  hold 
now  so  ranch,  namely,  that  undoubtedly 
it  was  the  Church  of  the  landlords.  It 
may  be  said  that  all  this  has  been 
corrected  since  1884  ;  and  I  know  that 
Lord  Chancellor  Sullivan  did  place  men 
of  many  classes,  creeds,  and  callings  on 
the  Bench  ;  bnt,  after  all,  that  is  a  matter 
of  only  250.  The  Justices  are  still  a 
landlord  class,  and  it  is  idle  to  tell  us 
that  Boards  of  Guardians,  composed  to 
tbe  extent  of  one-half  of  those  men,  can 
possibly  be  really  representative  bodies. 
Now,  I  earnestly  hope  that  when  the 
House  goes  into  Committee  on  the  Bill 
the  Government,  who  have  approached 
the  question  in  a  practical  spirit  and  in 
a  spirit  of  great  moderation,  will  remem- 
ber that  this  Bill  actually  passed  the 
Honae  of  Commons  foar  or  five  years 
ago.  It  is  not  a  question  which  can  be 
put  aside  on  nccnnnt  of  local  govern- 
ment being  a  matter  of  the  immediate 
future  in  Ireland,  because  obviously 
local  government  in  England  has  been 
divorced  from  the  District  Councils,  and 
oonaequently  we  can  look  on  this  as  an 
isolated  and  separate  measure.  There  is 
a  growing  feeling  in  England  that  Parish 
Councils  ought  to  be  catablislied  in  order 
to  enlist  the  interest  of  the  labourers, 
and  of  the  great  mass  of  the  rural  popula- 
tion, in  the  administration  of  their 
villages;  and  I  believe  that  if  there  is 
a  personal  supervision  of  Poor  Law 
relief  by  the  people,  who  have  a  strong 
personal  interest  in  the  objects  of  that 
relief,  it  will  not  only  lead  in  many 
cases  to  a  ntnch  more  humane  and  kindly 
way  of  dealing  with  it,  but  to  an  increase 
of  economy,  I  believe  a  hke  result, 
under  simitar  circumstances,  will  follow 
in  the  normal  and  ordinary  districts  of 
Ireland.  It  is  impossible  to  deny  that 
in  the  last  few  years  some  things  have 
been  done  by  Boards  of  Guardians  in 
Ireland  which  arc  exceptional  and 
altogether  outside  the  meaning  of  the 
law;  but  these  are  exceptional  times, 


(L-s/and)  Bill         1-298 

and  we  are  legislating  for  times  tliut 
some  day  or  other  will  ceas^  to  he 
exceptional.  In  Ireland,  as  in  England 
and  ycotland,  the  more  we  popularise  the 
administration  of  poor  relief,  the  morn 
we  nuke  the  people  understand  it,  and 
take  a  minute  and  personal  local  interest 
in  it,  the  more  we  shall  make  it  a  system 
tolerably  contributing  to  tho  real  happi- 
ness of  mankind. 

(4.25.)  CoLOKEL  WARING  :  If  I 
rightly  understand  what  the  Chief 
Secretary  has  stated — that  he  does  not 
accept  the  proposal  to  abolish  prosy 
voting,  or  to  diminish  the  number  of 
ex  officio  guardians— 1  will  ask  leave  to 
withdraw  my  Amendment. 

(4.2C.)  Mb.  CLANCY  (DublinCouiity. 
N.) :  Tlie  short  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  gives  us  an  mdication  of 
the  concessions  made  by  the  Chief 
Secretary.  It  seems  that  the  concessions 
are  of  no  importance  whatever.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  was  such 
as  we  might  have  expected.  This  is  a 
landlord  government,  and  it  is  standing 
by  the  landlords  through  thick  and  tliin ; 
and,  iu  refusing  to  abolish  proxy  voting, 
it  is  once  more  displaying  landlord 
proclivities  in  a  way  that  tbe  House 
and  the  country  ought  thoroughly  to 
anderstand.  As  to  what  fell  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bow  and  Bromley 
(Sir  J.  Colomb),  whoaaked  whether  there 
were  any  members  of  Irish  Boards  of 
Guardians  amongst  the  Members  who 
support  the  Bill,  I  would  point  out  that 
Colonel  Nolan.  Mr.  P.  J.  Power,  Mr.  P.  J. 
O'Brien,  Mr.  William  Abraham,  and  Mr. 
Sheehan  are  Chairmen  of  Boards  of 
Guardians,  and  that  the  following  either 
are  or  have  been  member.^  of  Boards': — ■ 
Mr,  Pinkerton,  Mr.  Leahy,  Mr.  O'Hanlon, 
Mr.  Jordan,  Dr.  Tanner,  Mr.  Gilhooiy, 
Mr.  Maiioney,  Mr.  T.  Harrington,  Mr. 
Marnm,  and  Mr.  Condon.  But  I  think 
the  hon.  Member's  argument  in  this 
respect  utterly  irrelevant,  for  it  does  not 
require  men  to  he  members  of  BoardH 
of  Guardians  to  discuss  this  Bill 
intelligently.  The  Chief  Secretary  paw 
the  mistake  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  when 
he  adduced  the  moonlighting  case  in 
Clare,  and  gave  away  that  part  of  his 
argument  altogether.  The  cheer  which 
went  up  from  this  side  of  the  House 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Bow  and 
Bromley  was  speaking  was  exactly  such 
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tation  which  the  ex  officio  element  have 
upon  the  Cork  Board  that  the  dissolution 
took  place.  According  to  the  present 
law  when  a  Board  of  Guardians  is  formed 
one  half  of  it  is  ipso  facto  constituted  of 
ex  officio  Guardians  and  opponents  of  what 
is  known  as  the  Nationalist  Party  in 
Ireland.  It  then  only  requires  the  party 
representing  the  landlords  and  fche 
Tories,  which  are  almost  synonimous 
terms,  to  carry  a  single  popular  seat  in 
order  that  they  may  have  a  majority 
and  control  of  all  matters  connected 
with  the  Poor  Law  in  Ireland.  On 
the  Cork  Poor  Law  Board  the  non- 
representative  element  have  been  able 
by  the  us3  of  their  proxy  votes  and 
property  votes  to  obtain  this  majoriiy 
and  put  the  whole  control  of  the  manage- 
ment of  Poor  Law  affe<irs  in  the  hands 
of  the  Tory  Party.  The  Chairman  is  a 
Tory,  the  Vice-chairman  is  a  Tory,  and 
the  Deputy  Vice-Chairman  is  a  Liberal 
Unionist.  They  have  the  Chair  com- 
pletely in  their  hands  on  all  occasions, 
and  on  the  day  in  question  the  diflBcalty 
which  ended  in  the  dissolution  of  the 
Board  arose  simply  out  of  the  wish  on 
the  part  of  the  elected  Guardians  to  pass 
a  vote  of  congratulation  to  Mr.  Parnell, 
one  of  the  Representatives  of  the  city,  on 
his  victory  over  the  Times,  which  had 
endeavoured  to  ruin  his  character  and 
reputation.  I  do  not  think  any  one  in 
the  Hous3  will  deny  that  the  elected 
Guardians  representing  the  constituency 
•  of  my  hon.  Friend  were  perfectly  entitled 
to  put  on  the  records  of  the  Board  some 
indication  of  their  feeling  of  rejoicing  at 
the  victory  the  leader  of  the  Nationalist 
Party  had  secured.  The  Tory  Chair- 
man refused  to  take  the  resolutioD, 
refused  to  allow  it  to  be  entered  on  the 
Minutes  of  the  Board,  and  the  Nation- 
alist Guardians  insisted,  so  far  as  it  was 
in  their  power,  to  place  it  on  record. 
Will  it  he  believed  that  because  the 
elected  representatives  of  the  City  of 
Cork  tried  to  place  on  record  their 
pleasure  at  the  acquittal  of  Mr.  Parnell 
from  the  abominable  charges  brought 
against  him  by  the  Times  the  whole  of 
the  Poor  Law  representation  of  the  city 
and  the  Union  of  Cork  has  been  abolished 
by  the  stroke  of  the  pen  of  three 
gentlemen  who  are  called  the  Local 
Government  Board,  and  that  the  rate- 
payers of  Cork  are  for  the  next  14 
Mr,  Lane 


months  to  be  deprived  of  any  voice 
whatever  in  the  management  and  dis- 
posal of  their  poor  rates  ?  Perhaps  I  may 
be  permitted  to  acquaint  the  House  that 
one  of  the  first  restdts  of  the  dissolution 
of  the  Board  was  a  public  meeting  of  the 
citizens  of  Cork  called  by  the  Chief 
Magistrate.  I  have  never  seen  a  larger 
or  a  more  representative  gathering  than 
that. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Grentleman 
is  hardly  now  dealing  with  the  subject 
of  the  Bill. 

*Mr.  lane  :  I  am  referring  to  that 
part  of  the  Bill  which  deals  with  repre- 
sentation. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  out  of  order  in  referring  in  such  de- 
tail to  questions  connected  with  the  dis- 
solution of  the  Cork  Board  of  Guardians. 

*Mr.  lane  :  I  will  bow,  Sir,  to  your 

ruling,  and  simply  add  that,  individually, 

I  should  be  very  sorry  to  stand  up  and 

support   a    Bill   which    recognises    the 

principle    of   ex    offi^     representation. 

I    should  be    sorry     to   support  a   Bill 

which    recognises    the    right    of   proxy 

voting,  and  I  should  be  very  sorry  to 
support  a  Bill  which  recognises  the 
right  of  multiple  voting.  I  do  not 
see  why,  in  these  democratic  days, 
when  the  principle  of  one  man  one  vote 
is  becoming  universal  all  over  the  world, 
and  when  that  principle  is  practically 
applied  at  the  present  moment  to  the 
election  of  Members  of  Parliament,  we 
should  adopt  a  principle  of  ex  officio  re- 
presentation in  the  case  of  Poor  Law 
matters.  However,  the  Bill  is  brought 
in  by  my  Party,  and  as  a  matter  of  Party 
discipline  I  feel  bound  to  support  it.  At 
the  same  time,  I  should  be  glad  to  see 
Amendments  introduced  in  the  Bill 
which  would  amend  it  in  the  opposite 
direction  to  that  in  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  intimates  he  intends  to 
amend  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withrawn. 

(5.0.)  Mr.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.) : 
Tlie  present  system  under  which  Guar- 
dians are  elected  undoubtedly  gives  by  the 
multiple  vote  the  preponderance  of  power 
to  property,  though  I  hold  that  the  bulk  of 
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cases  of  malad ministration  in  the  Uniooa 
of  Ireland.  We  invite  him  to  a 
nation  of  those  cases,  for  we  c 
that  it  IB  precisely  in  those  places  where 
the  tiC  offieioB  manage  the  affairs  of  the 
Unions  that  miilad  ministration  occurs. 
Tate  the  case  of  the  Cork  Board  of 
Ooardiana  which  was  dissolved  the  other 
day.  What  was  the  immediate  eanse  of 
the  diESalntion  of  that  Board  ?  It  wits 
that  the  ex  officio  or  landlord  jjarty 
combined  against  the  elected  or  popular 
party,  and  that  a  reactionaiy  chairman 
refused  to  permit  a  political  resolution  to 
ba  put  to  the  meeting.  The  ordinary 
business  of  the  Board  had  to  be  postponed 
for  a  week,  and  the  result  was  that  the 
Local  Government  Board  dissolved  the 
whole  Body.  If  the  ex  officios  had 
exempted  themselves  tlie  whole  bnsiness 
would  liave  been  transacted.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  also  referred  in  a 
mysteriouH  way  to  some  illegal  resulta 
obtained  by  the  popular  party  in  Ireland. 
He  said  we  had  obtained  onr  way  not  by 
statutory  or  by  legal  means.  I  do  not 
know  what  he  means.  If  any  persona 
have  been  elected  to  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians by  means  that  are  not  statutory  and 
legal,  why  have  not  the  elections  bsen 
set  aside  i  His  eour.se,  he  says,  is  plain 
and  intelligible.  It  is.  I  agree  with 
that  description  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  policy.  His  course  La  plain 
itad  inLelb'gible,  and  it  is  to  stand 
by  the  landlord  p:Lrty  throagh  thick 
and  thin,  right  or  wrong ;  and  the 
fact  that  he  here  to-day  refuses  to  accept 
the  mora  important  provisions  of  this  Bill, 
or,  that  when  he  gets  into  Committee, 
he  means  to  cut  out  of  the  nieosure  all 
that  is  good,  shows  what  he  means  to  do 
when  he  comes  to  construct  a  scheme  of 
local  government  for  Ireland.  We  have 
baen  promised  a  scheme  by  which  we 
shall  be  put  on  a  footing  of  eqnality  with 
England  and  Scotland  as  regards  Iccal 
affairs.  It  now  seems  that  we  shall 
hare  a  scheme  by  which  the  most  im- 
portant details  of  local  Irish  adminis- 
tration will  bo  left  as  hitherto  in  the 
hands  of  the  minority  in  Ireland,  That 
Beeais  to  bs  a  pretty  commentary  on  the 
success  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thinks  he  has  achieved  by  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  Crimes  Act.  He  himself 
has  declared  officially  that  the  gr^atfr 
part  of  Ireland  is  now  free  from  disturb- 


ance, and  does  not  need  the  operation  of 
the  severe  provisions  of  the  Crimes  Act : 
but  he  is  still  unable  to  assent  in  its 
entirety  to  such  a  Bill  as  this,  because  he 
believes  the  power  it  will  confer  on  the 
people  at  large  will  be  misused,  and  the 
niinority  will  be  oppressed,  I  suppose 
we  shall  have  once  more  presented  to  na 
the  spectacle  of  a  measure  of  reform  de- 
manded by  a  majority  of  the  people, 
supported,  as  it  has  been  for  20  years,  by 
a  majority  of  the  Irish  Parliamentary  Be- 
preaentativea,  cut  to<pien<s,  and  all  for  the 
sake  of  gratii^ng  a  small  faction  in  Ire- 
laud  which  insists  on  retaining  all  the 
power  in  its  own  hands.  I  regret  that 
the  Second  Beading  is  a  mockery  and  de- 
lusion, and  if  I  would  be  in  order,  I  would 
be  inclined  to  move  that  the  Order  be 
discharged  bo  as  to  have  the  illusory 
promises  of  the  Chief  Seci*etary  exposed 
'n  all  their  hideous  nakedness. 
•(4.48.)  Mr.  lane  (Cork  Co.,  E.)  :  I 
did  notintend  to  intervene  in  this  Debate, 
as  I  am  more  interested  in  the  Bill 
wliich  stands  third  on  the  Paper  ;  hut  to 
the  statement  that  the  Cork  Board  of 
Guardians  broke  np  the  other  day  with- 
out having  finished  the  work  which  was 
on  thi  notica  p.iper  of  that  day,  I  wish  to 
give  the  most  unqualified  contradiction. 
No  doubt  the  last  sitting  of  the  Board  of 
Guardians  was  a  most  stormy  one,  and 
one  which  wbb  protrat-ted  lor  a  great 
number  of  hours  beyond  the  usual  period 
of  sitting ;  and  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying  thatmany  things  took  place  at  that 
meeting,  anil  many  things  were  said  that 
I  would  ranch  have  preferred  had  been 
left  undone  and  unsaid.  But  it  is  only 
right  that  it  should  be  said  here  that 
before  the  Nationalist  Guardians  of  the 
Ccrk  Board  adjonrned  npon  the  day  in 
question  they  disposed  of  evpry  item  of 
Poor  Law  work  upon  the  i^nda  paper. 
Great  capital  has  been  made  by  our 
opponents  in  politics  out  of  the  suppres- 
sion, or,  ae  it  is  called,  dissolution  of  the 
Cork  Board  of  Guardians,  and  it  has  been 
sought  to  instani^e  it  as  an  example  of  the 
incapacity  of  Irishmen  to  deal  with  local 
affairs.  A  muro  misleading  use  was 
never  made  of  what  I  must  characterise 
as  an  unjustifiable  act  on  the  part  of  the 
Authorities  of  Dublin  Castle.  It  was 
entirely  owing  to  the  enormous  represen- 
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tation  which  the  ex  officio  element  have 
upon  the  Cork  Board  that  the  dissolution 
took  place.  According  to  the  present 
law  when  a  Board  of  Guardians  is  formed 
one  half  of  it  is  ipso/acto  constituted  of 
ex  offi^^io  Guardians  and  opponents  of  what 
is  known  as  the  Nationalist  Party  in 
Ireland.  It  then  only  requires  the  party 
representing  the  landlords  and  fche 
Tories,  which  are  almost  synonimous 
terms,  to  carry  a  single  popular  seat  in 
order  that  they  may  have  a  majority 
and  control  of  all  matters  connected 
with  the  Poor  Law  in  Ireland.  On 
the  Cork  Poor  Law  Board  the  non- 
representative  element  have  been  able 
by  the  uss  of  their  proxy  votes  and 
property  votes  to  obtain  this  majority 
and  put  the  whole  control  of  the  manage- 
ment of  Poor  Law  affe<irs  in  the  hands 
of  the  Tory  Party.  The  Chairman  is  a 
Tory,  the  Vice-chairman  is  a  Tory,  and 
the  Deputy  Vice-Chairman  is  a  Liberal 
Unionist.  They  have  the  Chair  com- 
pletely in  their  hands  on  all  occasions, 
and  on  the  day  in  question  the  diflBcalty 
which  ended  in  the  dissolution  of  the 
Board  arose  simply  out  of  the  wish  on 
the  part  of  the  elected  Guardians  to  pass 
a  vote  of  congratulation  to  Mr.  Parnell, 
one  of  the  R.^prcsentatives  of  the  city,  on 
his  victory  over  the  Times,  which  had 
endeavoured  to  ruin  his  character  and 
reputation.  I  do  not  think  any  one  in 
the  Housj  will  deny  that  the  elected 
Guardians  representing  the  constituency 
•  of  my  hon.  Friend  were  perfectly  entitled 
to  put  on  the  records  of  the  Board  some 
indication  of  their  feeling  of  rejoicing  at 
the  victory  the  leader  of  the  Nationalist 
Party  had  secured.  The  Tory  Chair- 
man refused  to  take  the  resolutioD, 
refused  to  allow  it  to  be  entered  on  the 
Minutes  of  the  Board,  and  the  Nation- 
alist Guardians  insisted,  so  far  as  it  was 
in  their  power,  to  place  it  on  record. 
Will  it  he  believed  that  because  the 
elected  representatives  of  the  City  of 
Cork  tried  to  place  on  record  their 
pleasure  at  the  acquittal  of  Mr.  Parnell 
from  the  abominable  charges  brought 
against  him  by  the  Times  the  whole  of 
the  Poor  Law  representation  of  the  city 
and  the  Union  of  Cork  has  been  abolished 
by  the  stroke  of  the  pen  of  three 
gentlemen  who  are  called  the  Local 
Government  Board,  and  that  the  rate- 
payers of  Cork  are  for  the  next  14 
Mr,  Lane 


months  to  be  deprived  of  any  vokse 
whatever  in  the  management  and  dis- 
posal of  their  poor  rates  ?  Perhaps  I  may 
be  permitted  to  acquaint  the  House  that 
one  of  the  first  results  of  the  dissolution 
of  the  Board  was  a  public  meeting  of  the 
citizens  of  Cork  called  by  the  Chief 
Magistrate.  I  have  never  seen  a  larger 
or  a  more  representative  gathering  than. 
that. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  hardly  now  dealing  with  the  subject 
of  the  Bill. 

*Mr.  lane  :  I  am  referring  to  that 
part  of  the  Bill  which  deals  with  repre- 
sentation. 

♦Me.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  out  of  order  in  referring  in  such  de- 
tail to  questions  connected  with  the  dis- 
solution of  the  Cork  Board  of  Guardians. 

*Mr.  lane  :  I  will  bow.  Sir,  to  your 

ruling,  and  simply  add  that,  individually, 

I  should  be  very  sorry  to  stand  up  and 

support   a    Bill   which    recognises    the 

principle    of   ex    offixAx)     representation. 

I    should  be    sorry     to   support  a  Bill 

which    recognises    the    right    of  proxy 

voting,  and  I  should  be  very  sorry  to 
support  a  Bill  which  recognises  the 
right  of  multiple  voting.  I  do  not 
see  why,  in  these  democratic  da3r8, 
when  the  principle  of  one  man  one  vote 
is  becoming  universal  all  over  the  world, 
and  when  that  principle  is  practically 
applied  at  the  present  moment  to  the 
election  of  Members  of  Parliament,  we 
should  adopt  a  principle  of  ex  offi^  re- 
presentation in  the  case  of  Poor  Law 
matters.  However,  the  Bill  is  brought 
in  by  my  Party,  and  as  a  matter  of  Party 
discipline  I  feel  bound  to  support  it.  At 
the  same  time,  I  should  be  glad  to  see 
Amendments  introduced  in  the  Bill 
which  would  amend  it  in  the  opposite 
direction  to  that  in  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  intimates  he  intends  to 
amend  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withrawn. 

(5.0.)  Mr.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.): 
Tlie  present  system  under  which  Guar- 
dians are  elected  undoubtedly  gives  by  the 
multiple  vote  the  preponderance  of  power 
to  property,  though  I  hold  that  the  bulk  of 
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the  rates  is  paid  by  the  workers.     Now, 
when  we  turn  to  municipal  elections  we 
do   not   find   any   such  principle  recog- 
nised ;  we  do  not  allow  plural  voting  or 
a   property  vote   except  in  the  case   of 
freeholds.     I  would  appeal  to  the  Attor- 
ney General  will  he  not  use  his  influence 
to  get  applied  to  these  elections  the  same 
principle  of   representation   as  is  recog- 
nised in  municipal  affairs  ?     The  work  of 
municipal  government  is  well  carried  on, 
and    there    is    no  necessity  found    for 
ex  officio     members.      There    are    mer- 
chants   who    pay    many    thousands    of 
pounds   in   reference    to  certain  duties, 
but  that  does  not  give  them  a  multiple 
vote.     If  you  admit  this  principle  there, 
I  do  not  see  why  you  should  exclude  it 
from  other  positions  in  life.     The  fact  is, 
this  ex  officio  and  multiple  vote  system  has 
been  condemned  for  years,  and  I  have 
heard  even  strong  Tories  in  the  North 
of    Ireland    condemn    the    system.      I 
remember  on  one  occasion  there  was  an 
election  in  an  electoral  division  of  Armagh, 
and   the   Protestant    Primate    held    18 
votes.     The  voting  papers  got  as  far  as 
the  gates  of  his  house,  but  they  never 
got    any    further,    though    they    were 
returned    duly    signed,    and    were    re- 
corded.    Will  not  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney    General     use     his    influence 
to  put  an  end  to  scandals  of  this  kind  ? 
He,  as  head  of  the  legal  administration 
in  Ireland,  and  a  prominent  member  of 
his  party,  might  use  his  influence  with 
effect.      I   do   not  wish   to  accept   the 
decision  of  the  Chief  Secretary  as  final, 
and  1  think  the  Attorney  General  might 
yet  use  his  influence.    I  know,  of  course, 
how  a  man's  opinions  are  trammelled  by 
his  official  position ;  but  1  am  sure,  if  it 
were  put  to  him  in  his  private  capacity, 
the  learned  Gentleman  would  admit  that 
there  is   no   more   reason   for    ex  officio 
seats  on  these  Boards  than  on  munici- 
palities or  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
In  Ireland  these  ex  officio  members  are 
all  nominees  of  Dublin  Castle  ;  that  is  to 
say,  that  Dublin  Castle  has  as  much  re- 
presentation as  the  whole  of  the  rate- 
payers of  Ireland  put  together,  and  not 
only    so,  but  the  influence  of  these  ex 
officio  members  is  greatly  increased  by  the 
exercise  of  the  multiple  vote.     The  usual 
way,  as  the  Attorney  General  very  well 
knows,  is  for  the   landlords  with  their 
agents,  who  are  ex  officio  members  and 


magistrates,  to  have  proxies  left  with 
them.  I  am  sure  in  future  days,  when 
this  reform  is  granted,  the  Attorney 
General  will  have  cause  to  congratulate; 
himself  should  he  have  had  a  hand  in 
bringing  it  about.  We  can  claim  some- 
thing from  the  Tory  Party.  They  have 
declared  that,  setting  aside  the  great 
dividing  question  of  the  day,  all  Irish 
grievances  shall  be  attended  to.  Now, 
this  Bill  embodies  a  few  matters  earnestly 
desired  by  the  ratepayers,  and  here  is  an 
opportunity  for  the  Tory  Party  to  make 
good  their  declaration.  We  cannot  l)0 
accused  of  being  precipitate  in  oui' 
demands.  Eighteen  years  ago  the  Ballot 
was  adopted,  and  it  cannot  be  said  its 
adoption  has  been  attended  with  the 
slightest  harm,  in  Parliamentary  or 
municipal  elections. 

(5.10.)  Me.  murphy  (Dublin,  St. 
Patrick's) :  The  Chief  Secretary  ex- 
pressed himself  as  being  at  considerable 
loss  to  know  what  the  central  principle 
of  this  Bill  is.  The  central  principle  of 
the  Bill  is  to  extend  in  some  degree,  and 
only  in  a  very  slight  degree,  popular 
representation  on  the  Poor  Law  Boards 

in  Ireland.  As  I  understood  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  promises 
he  made  as  to  some  parts  of  the  Bill  he 
proposes  to  accept,  and  his  remarks  on 
those  parts  he  proposes  to  reject,  and  the 
unfitness  of  popular  representation  in 
Ireland  to  conduct  Irish  affairs — as  I 
understand  the  general  tone  of  his  speech, 
it  amounts  to  this:  that  he  will  not  sanc- 
tion the  principle  of  popular  representa- 
tion extended  to  Poor  Law  Boards.  These 
parts  of  the  Bill  he  is  willing  to  agree  to 
are  provisions  which,  no  doubt,  would  be 
usefiil,  but  they  would  not  have  any 
material  effect  in  extending  popular  re- 
presentation on  these  Boai*ds.  He  objects 
to  the  abolition  of  the  proxy  vote  and  to 
the  reduction  of  the  number  of  ex 
officio  members;  but  these  are  the 
material  parts  of  the  Bill  as  affecting 
representation.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man seemed  to  be  under  the  impression 
that  in  England  the  number  of  ex  officio 
Guardians  is  the  same  in  proportion  to 
elected  Guardians  as  in  Ireland ;  but  I 
am  informed  that  in  this  country  the 
proportion  is  the  same  as  that  we  pro- 
pose in  the  Bill  it  should  be — a  quarter  of 
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the  total  number,  or  a  third  of  the  num- 
ber of   elected  Guardians.      The   right 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the  Liberal 
principle   that  representation  and  taxa- 
tion should  go  together ;  and  it  is  true 
that  principle  has  been  adopted  in  many 
cases,  but  the  principle  does  not  go  so 
far    as    to  declare   that  representation 
shall  be  in  proportion  to  taxation.     If 
such  a  principle  were  carried  out  to  its 
fullest  extent,  we  should  have  a  man  who 
pays  jBIOO  in  taxation  with  a  hundred 
times  the  representation  of  the  man  who 
only  pays    XI    in    taxation.      Such    a 
principle  as  that  was  banished  from  our 
legislation  long  ago.      Ex  officio  members 
have,  as  has  been  pointed  out,  enormous 
power  as  the  representatives  of  property; 
but,   in  addition,   they  have   enormous 
power  under  the  system  of  plural  votes. 
In  the  Union  where  I  happened  to  be  an 
ex  officio  member,  I  am  aware  of  the  fact 
that    some    time    ago,    though   it  does 
not     exist     now,     there     were     more 
property  votes  than   all   the  occupation 
votes  put  together,  so  that  the  property 
qualification  outweighed   the  occupation 
opinion,  and  could  set  it  at  defiance,  while 
in  addition  it  had  the  representation  by 
ex  officio  members  on  the  Board.   In  rural 
parts   of    Ireland,   and   in   small   towns 
which  come  under  the  Towns  Improve- 
ment Act,  Boards  of  Guardians  are  the 
Sanitary  Authority,  who  dispense  all  the 
medical    relief  in  the    district,  and   the 
number   and    extent  uf   the  duties  and 
responsibilities  they  dischaige  are  very 
great  and  closely  bound  up  with  the  con- 
ditions of   rural  life.     The   people   who 
receive  benefit  from  the  administration  of 
these   Boards,  although   not  large  rate- 
payers,   have   a   right  to  a  considerable 
voice  in  the  representation  on  the  Boards. 
Now,  the    Chief    Secretary   gave  as   a 
reason  why  he  did  not  think  the  exten- 
sion of  popular  government  in  Ireland 
in  the  direction   of  making   Poor   Law 
Boards  more  popular  was  desirable,  the 
maladministration   of    some    Poor  Law 
Boards.     He  did  not  go  into  particulars, 
or  dwell  on  this   point,    and  if   he   had 
done  so,  it  would  no  doubt  have  given 
rise  to  a  more  or  less  acrimonious  debate, 
for   it  is  a  subject   upon   which   much 
friction    has    been    excited    and    much 
comment  provoked  throughout  Ireland.  I 
can  speak  from  knowledge  and  personal 
acquaintance     with     administration     of 
Mr.  Murphy 


these  Boards,  and  I  am   bound  to   say 
I  take  an  entirely  different  and  wholly 
opposite  view  to  that  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.      There   are   cases  of   mal- 
administration, no  doubt,  and  unpleasant 
and  regrettable  scenes  occur,  but  they  are 
few   and  far   between.      One   of  these 
scenes  may  occur,  and,  making  amusing 
reading  in  the  English  Press,  is  placarded 
from  one  end  of  the   kingdom   to   the 
other,  and  so  an  impression   is   created 
that  is  unfair  to  Irish  Boards  of  Guardians 
generally.       In   the  great   majority  of 
cases  where  the  proceedings  at  a  Board 
meeting  are  in  the  nature  of  what  news- 
papers call  a  "  scene,"   they   arise  from 
the  fact  of  the  chairman  of  the  Board 
not  being  in  sympathy  with  the  working 
majority  thereon.     On  the  day  of  election 
of     chsuLrman   the   ex  officio   Guardians 
attend  in  force,  and,  combining  with  the 
small  number  of  elected  Guardians  who 
agree  with  them,  appoint  the  chairman 
of  their  choice.     But  from  that  day  until 
the  end  of  the  year,  unless  there  happens 
to  be  an  appointment  of  a  medical  officer 
to  be  made,  or  some  job  to  be  perpetrated, 
the   majority,   who   put    in    the    chair- 
man, disappear  until  the  time  for  another 
election  of  chairman  comes  round.     The 
result  is,  you  have  a  chairman  entirely 
out  of  sympathy  with  the  usual  business 
majority  of  the  Board.      The  chairman 
has  very  considerable  power  in  adminis- 
tration    and     in    the    arrangement    of 
business,    and    nearly   all   these   scents 
have  occurred  from  the   refusal    of  the 
chairman  to  act  in  conformity  with  the 
wishes    of    the    majority    of  Guardians 
present   at   the   meeting.       But   if  the 
Chief  Secretary's  opinion  is  such  as  he 
has  expressed  to-day  what  becomes  of 
the  Local  Government  proposals  of  the 
Government  ?   Are  they  going  only  togive 
such  a  measure  of  popular  representation 
as  is  now  allowed  in  Poor  Law  administra- 
tion ?     I  hardly  think  that   can   be  so, 
consistently  with  the  promise  that  the 
Local     Government     Bill     for    Ireland 
shall   be   on  the  lines  of  the  measures 
accorded  to  England  and  Scotland.  Wby 
not  make  the  small  concession  asked  for 
in  this  Bill  ?      If  you   will  not  abolish 
ex  officio  members  altogether,  then  reduce 
the  proportion  from  a  half  to  a  third. 
Deprived  of  this  the  Bill  is  not  worth 
accepting.     No  doubt  election  by  Ballot 
would  prevent  many  scandals  ihsi  now 
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occur.  I  have  seen  the  policeman  going 
out  with  the  papers,  and  followed  by 
agents  for  the  landlord  party  and  three 
or  four  members  of  the  National  Party, 
and  in  the  house  where  a  paper  is  left 
there  is  a  contest  over  it.  It  is  a  scandal 
that  there  should  be  this  state  of  things, 
but  still  I  say  it  is  not  worth  proceeding 
with  the  Bill  unless  you  deal  with  ex  officio 
members  and  proxy  voting,  and  make 
these  Boards  more  representative  of  the 
people  for  whom  the  Poor  Law  is 
administered. 

(5.15.)  Main  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  sexton  :  As  a  matter  of  order. 
Sir,  is  it  compstent  for  me  now  to  move 
the  discharge  of  the  Order  1 

♦Mb.  speaker  :  It  is  possible  for  the 

hon.  Member  to  move  that  the  Committee 

on  the  Bill  be  deferred,  and  it  will  be 
competent  for  him,  on  the  Order  for 
Committee  to  move  that  the  Bill  b3  with- 
drawn. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Can  I  do  that  now, 
Sir? 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:    The  proper  course 

would  be  for  the  hon.  Member  to  move 

it  on  the  particular  day  for  which  the 
Committee  may  be  set  down. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  move  that 
the  Committee  be  taken  this  day  six 
months. 

Ordered,  That  the  Bill  be  committed 
for  this  day  six  months. 

INTOXICATING    LIQUORS     (IRELAND) 
HOURS  OF  SALE  BILL.-(No.  44.) 

SECOND  READING. 

(5.20.)  Order  for  Second  Heading, 
read. 

Mk.  lane   (Cork  Co.,   E.)  :    Owing 

to  a  lamentable  event,  the  death  of  our 

beloved  Colleague,  the  late  Mr.  Biggar, 

it  falls  to  my  lot  to  introduce  this  Bill. 

It  is  a  Bill  of  two  clauses,  and  proposes 

a  very  small  alteration  in  the  laws  re- 
gulating the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors 
in  Ireland.  It  requires  no  speech  to 
recommend  it  to  the  House, or  to  explain 


its  provisions,  so  I  content  myself  with 
formally  moving  the  Second  Beading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

(5.21.)    Mb.    JOHNSTON      (Belfast, 

S.)  :  I   beg  to   second   the   Motion  for 

Second  Reading,  and  in  idoing  so  would 

join  with  hon.  Members  on   the   other 

side  in  regretting   the  very  sudden  loss 

sustained  by  the  House  in  the  death  of 
one  of  its  Members,  who,  differing  widely 
from  myself  in  politics,  always  was  on 
kindly  terms  with  his  political  opponents, 
and  ready  to  co-operate  with  us  on 
matters  such  as  this.  I  will  not  occupy 
the  short  time  we  have  by  any  observa- 
tions. Mr.  Biggar  asked  me  to  put  my 
name  on  the  Bill,  and  I  did  so  with  the 
greatest  pleasure. 

(5.22.)  Mr.  p.  McDONALD  (Sligo, 
N.) :  In  rising  to  move  an  Amendment, 
deferring  the  Bill  for  six  months,  I,  in 
the  first  place,  express  my  entire  con- 
currence with  the  expressions  that 
have  fallen  from  the  Mover  and  Seconder 
in  reference  to  the  death  of  my  friend,  the 
late  Mr.  Biggar.     I  do   not  think  there 

is  a  single  Member  on  this  side,  and,  I 
think  there  can  be  a  very  few  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  who  do  not  agree 
in  expressing  regret  for  the  loss   of  our 
beloved  Colleague.     In  reference  to  the 
Bill,    I    will    only    say  that   I   do  not 
think     there     is     any     serious      inten- 
tion    on     the     part     of    its    promoters 
to  carry  it  further  than  the  present  stage. 
I  look  upon  it  eus  merely  an  anticipation 
of  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Belfast ;  in  fact,  a  pilot  balloon  sent  up  to 
gauge  the  current  of  public  opinion  on  this 
subject.     I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  current  of  public  opinion  is  not 
in  his  favour.     I  must  admit  there  are  a 
very  large  number  of  Gentlemen  in  the 
House  who  will  give  him  their  support ; 
but  I  gather  that  there  are  a  still  larger 
number  entirely  opposed  to  any  coercive 
legislation   on  this   subject.      This  Bill 
proposes  that  licensed  traders  in  Ireland 
shall    close    their  establishments    from 
nine  in  the  evening  until  nine  the  fol- 
lowing    morning,  while    their     fellow- 
traders  in  England  are  allowed  to  carry 
on  business  during  18  hours  out  of  the 
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24'.  I  do  not  see  the  equity  or  necessity 
for  Budi  a  proposail ;  and  I  move  that 
the  Bill  be  read  this  day  six  months. 

(5.24.)  Amendment  proposed,  to  leave 
out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon 
thia  day  six  months." — (Mr.  Peter 
McDonald.) 

Qnestion  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Qnestion," 

(5.25.)  Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tip- 
perary,  S.) :  In  rising  to  snpport  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend,  I  mnst 
also  join  with  those  who  have  preceded 
me  in  expresaing  regret  for  the  death  of 
onr  late  lamented  friend  and  Colleague 
Mr.  Biggar.  As  much  as  Mr.  Bi^ar 
differed  from  the  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site on  many  points,  he  and  I  differed 
on  this  question  now  occupying  the 
attention  of  the  House,  but  I  must 
say  in  all  these  difEerences  of  opinion 
my  late  friend  ever  bore  himself  with  a 
kindly,  courteous  demeanour  towards  hie 
opponento  and  with  respect  for  their 
opinions.  I  am  surprised  that  the  Party 
with  whom  my  late  friend  acted  should 
introduce  a  Bill  of  this  character  outside 
and  beyond  the  scope  of  that  inquiry 
instituted  some  few  months  ago  and  upon 
the  result  of  which  they  base  their  hopes 
of  legislation  for  restricting  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors.  Yet  I  must  admit 
that  I  welcome  the  introduction  of  this 
Bill,  because  I  believe  the  more  drastic 
the  meaaurea  proposed,  the  less  chance 
have  they  of  passing  this  House.  The 
proposal  in  the  Bill  is  so  unreasonable 
that  it  is  scarcely  necessary  to  a:  _ 
against  it  to  secure  its  rejection  by  the 
House.  However,  if  the  measure  is  t<i 
be  discussed,  the  R«port  of  the  Com- 
mittee and  the  evidence  taken  by  that 
Committee,  which  is  before  the  House, 
will  matL'rially  assist  us  to  a  decision. 

It  being  half  an  hour  after  Five  of  the 
clock,  the  debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Monday, 
3rd  March. 

COUNTY   COUNCILS    ASSOCIATION 

EXPENSES   BILL.— (No.  152.) 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  commit- 
ted for  to-morrow. 

Mr.  P.  McDowjM 


SUPPLY.— REPORT. 
Besolutions  [25th  Febni&ry]  reported- 
Resolution  1.    [See  page  1,177.] 

VOTE  OFFICE  OF  WOEKS. 
•(5.36.)    Mb.   CREMKa   (Shoreditch, 

Haggerston)  :  Before  this  Vote  is  passed 
I  should  like  to  ask  if  the  Government 
have  taken  into  consideration  the  deeitft- 
bilityof  appointing  a  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  supply  of  labour  in  this  building 
and  other  Government  premises  by  meana 
of  contractors  who  deduct  part  of  tile 
workmen's  wages.  I  have  raised  the 
question  in  previous  years,  and  I  hope 
tiie  Government  have  now  made  up 
their  minds. 

'(5.37.)  Mb.  JACKSON:  The  sub- 
jcctisnuder  consideration.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  most  anzions  to  find  a 
ledy  for  the  present  unsatisfactory 
system,  and  are  in  hopes  of  being  able  to 
do  so  shortly. 

•Mr.  OREMEE  :  Nearly  eight  months 
ago  we  were  told  the  matter  was  receiving 
the  serious  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment. It  takes  them  a  long  time  to 
make  up  their  minds.  Will  the  Govern* 
ment  appoint  the  Committee  of  Inquiry 
which  they  had  promised  me  last  year  1 
The  question  is  of  great  importance  to 
the  working  classes,  as  all  this  time 
serious  deductions  are  being  made  from 
the  workpeople's  wages. 

•Mb.  JACKSON  t  I  can  only  repeat 
the  Government  are  endeavouring  to 
find  a  solution  of  the  difficulty. 

•Mb.  CREMER:  If  a  new  arrange- 
ment is  effected  will  the  House  have  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  it ) 

*(5.38.)  The  FIRST  COMMIS- 
SIONER OP  WORKS  (Mr.  Plunctt, 
Dublin  Univereitj) :  The  negotiations 
which  have  been  going  on  have  not 
reached  such  a  stage  as  enables  me  to 
make  any  definite  statement  regarding 
them.  Of  course  the  hon.  Member  will 
have  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
matter  when  the  Estimates  for  the  year 
are  brought  on. 

Resolution  ^reed  to. 
Resolutions  2 


Resolution  1 


o  15  agreed  to. 
[See  page  1,234.] 


1313 


Vote  Office 


{  February  26,  1890} 


of  Works. 


1314 


♦(5.40.)  Mr.  BAUMANN  (Camber- 
well,  Peckham)  :  I  desire  again  to  make 
an  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
€  nder  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
and  I  do  so  on  account  of  the  extra- 
ordinary attitude  adopted  by  the  Under 
Secretary  and  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury towards  the  House  on  this  Vote 
yesterday.  The  House  was  asked  to 
grant  a  sum  of  £2,700  for  the  expenses 
of  the  Swaziland  Commission,  but  Her 
Majesty's  Government  declined  to  enter 
into  any  discussion  of  this  Vote,  on  the 
ground  that  Sir  Francis  de  Winton's  Re- 
port had  not  been  considered  and  they  had 
not  made  up  their  minds  as  to  the  policy 
to  be  pursued.  Nevertheless  we  were 
asked  to  vote  the  money.  I  asked  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  undertake  that 
Sir  Francis  de  Winton's  Report  would 
be  laid  on  the  Table  before  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  came  on 
for  discussion,  and  that  no  final  decision 
should  be  arrived  at  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  as  to  the  policy  to  bo  pur- 
sued until  after  the  discussion  on  this 
Motion  had  taken  place.  But  both  these 
requests  were  refused,  somewhat  curtly, 
and  the  Under  Secretary  and  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  laid 
down  the  doctrine  that  this  House 
could  not  discuss  this  matter  until  it  had 
been  settled  by  the  Colonial  Office.  The 
First  Lord  said  that  then,  if  the  action  of 
the  Colonial  Office  was  not  approved  by 
the  House,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
might  bo  censured.  Yes,  we  might  cen- 
sure the  Government,  but  we  could  not 
undo  the  policy  after  it  had  been 
settled  upon,  and  after  despatches  had 
been  sent  out  ordering  its  execution.  I 
want  to  know  what  becomes  of  the  con- 
trol of  the  House  over  the  administration 
of  the  Colonies.  I  insist  upon  the  consti- 
tutional and  indefeasible  right  not  only 
to  control  and  criticise,  but  to  guide  and 
shape  the  Colonial  policy  of  the 
country.  I  maintain  that  the  doctrine 
laid  down  by  the  Colonial  Under 
Secretary  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  is  not  a 
sound  one,  nor  in  accordance  with  the 
best  traditions  of  the  Colonial  Office. 
Every  important  step  in  colonial  policy ; 
such,  for  instance,  as  the  suppression  of 
the  slave  trade  in  the  West  Indies  and 
the  granting  of  a  Constitution  to  Canada, 
has    been  the   result  of   animated  and 


protracted  debates  in  this  House,  and  if 
we  accept  the  proposition  laid  down  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen,  the  control  of 
this  House  over  the  colonial  poUcy  of  the 
Empire  will  be  a  delusion,  a  sham,  and  a 
farce.  Why  should  the  Government 
refuse  to  give  the  •undertaking  asked  of 
them?  After  all,  they  are  only  an 
Executive  Committee  of  thig  House.  I 
maintain  that  the  Government  is  simply 
the  organ  of  the  majority  of  this  House. 
That  is  the  sound  Constitutional  doctrine, 
and  in  my  opinion  the  Government  ought 
to  be  very  glad  to  learn  the  wishes  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  in  all  parts  of  the  House 
on  this  most  important  question.  I 
cannot  but  think  that  I  am  asking 
nothing  unreasonable  when  I  do  most 
earnestly  press  upon  the  Government 
again  to  say  they  will  not  arrive  at  a 
decision  regarding  Swaziland  until  after 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  has  been  thoroughly  debated. 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  op  STATE 
FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H.  de 
Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  :  I  must 
say  I  am  astonished  at  the  definition  of 
Government  given  by  the  hon.  Member. 
It  is  one  of  the  strangest  ever  enun- 
ciated in  this  House  or  out  of  it.     The 

hon.  Member  must  be  aware  that  in  any 
Government,  and  especially  in  Party 
Government,  the  Ministry  of  the  day 
are  alone  responsible  not  only  for 
colonial,  but  for  Imperial  Policy,  and 
if  that  policy,  after  being  decided  on,  does 
not  imeet  with  the  views  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary majority,  then  it  is  open  to  that 
majority  to  express  its  disapproval. 
But  to  lay  down  the  doctrine  that  the 
responsibility  of  deciding  upon  a  great 
colonial  or  other  policy  is  to  be  removed 
from  the  shoulders  of  Her  Majesty's  ad- 
visers to  the  House  of  Commons,  is  to  lay 
down  a  principle  which  no  Government 
ever  has  or  ever  can  adopt.  I  can  only 
repeat  the  answer  I  gave  last  night— 
that  it  is  impossible  for  the  Government 
to  consent  to  postpone  the  consideration 
of  their  policy  in  Swaziland  until  the 
subject  has  been  fully  considered  by  the 
House  of  Commons.  When  the  Govern- 
ment have  arrived  at  their  decision  then 
it  will  be  for  the  House  of  Commons  to 
express  approval  or  disapproval  of  it. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 
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WOODS  AND  FORESTS    AND  LAND 

REVENUES  OF  THE  CROWK. 

Orilored,  That  a  Select  Committes  be  ap. 
pointad  to  imjuiro  into  the  Admioiitration  of 
the  Department  of  the  Woodn  sod  Forestn  and 
Land  Rareaaci  of  the  Cnvrn. 

Ordeied,  That  the  Committee  do  consUt  of 
Nineteen  Marobere. 

The  Committee  nas  accordingly  nominated 
of: — Mr.  Arthur  Acland,  Sir  Joseph  Bailey, 
Sir  Miohuel  Hicke  Beaoh,  Mr.  W.  G.  C.  Ben- 
tinck.  Mr.  (jtormonth  Darliaf;,  Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler,  Sir  Henry  Fletcher,  Mr.  Donalil  Craw- 
ford, Mr.  Charles  Hall,  Sir  William  Harcourt, 
Mr.  Heoesge,  Mr.  Hobhouse,  Mr.  laaaca,  Itr. 
Jackgon,  &fr.  Finkortoo,  Mr.  Samuelson,  Mr. 
Shaw .  Stewart,  Mr.  Tuite,  anilpUr.  Arthur 
WiUiame. 

Ordered.  That  the  Committee  hare  power  to 
(end  forperenoB.  papers,  and  recordL 

Ordatod,  That  Five  to  be  the  quorum. 

Ordered.  That  the  Alinutea  of  Evidence  taken 
before  thu  (Select  Committee  on  Woode  aud 
ForeelB  and  Ijtnd  Revenuee  of  the  Crown  ■□ 
Session  1883  be  referred  to  the  Select  Cooi- 
roittee.— (Jfr. /oe*jDii.) 

PUBLIC  ACCOnNTS  COMMITTKK. 
First  Report  brought  up  and  read. 
Heport  to  lie  npon  the  Table,  &nd  to 
be  printed.  [No  71.] 

BARRACKS  (CONSOLIDATED  FUND). 

Committee  to  consider  of  authorising  the 
payment,  out  of  the  Coeaolidated  Fond,  and 
out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Parliament, 
of  sums  for  ihe  puqtose  of  buildint;  and  enlarf;- 
ing  Barracks  and  Camps  in  the  United  King:- 
dom,  and  in  certain  Culoniea  (Queen's  Recom- 
mcndatioQ  signified).  To-morrow, 

MOTION  S. 


hovahle  dweuinos  fill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Burt,  Bill  to  provide  for 
the  regulation  of  Vans.  Vehicles,  and  Tents 
used  as  Dwellingii,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  bj 
Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Caino,  iit.  Cameron,  Mr.  Jamoa 
Campbell,  Mr.  Elton,  Mr.  Matthew  Kenny. 
Mr.  John  Kelly,  aaA  Colonel  Makins. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  170.] 

ACCUMDLATIONS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Cozens-Hardy,  Bill  to 
■mend  the  Law  relating  to  Aocumolations, 
ordered  to  te  brought  in  by  Mr.  Cozens-Hardr, 
Mr.  Elton,  and  Mr.  NevUle. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  171.] 

KITCHEN  AND  REFRESHMENT  ROOMS 
[HOUSE  OF  COMMONS.) 
Select  Committee  appointed  to  control  the 
arrangements  for  the  Kitchen  and  Refreshment 
Koonu,  in  the  Department  of  the  Serjeant  at 
Arms  attending  this  House.— (Jfr  Serbirt.) 


IRELAND— CASE  OF  HENRY 
O'CONNOR. 
On  the  MotioB  for  adjournment, 
Mb.  .sexton  :  I  desire  at  thi«  the 
earliest  poasiblo  opportunity  to  bring 
to  the  notice  of  the  Attorney  Generkl 
for  Ireland  a  fact  which  bag  just  come 
to  my  knowledge.  Very  recently,  in 
Ireland,  Henry  O'Connor,  the  sub-editor 
of  the  I.ehuiler  Leader,  was  tried  before 
two  removable  magistrat«s  upon  a 
cbarge  of  liaTing  published  in  a  news- 
paper a  report  of  the  proceedings  of  a 
branch  of  the  National  League.  He  was 
convicted  and  sentenced  to  a  month* 
imprisonment.  Tlie  magistrates  refused 
to  state  a  case,  but  the  matter  was 
brought  before  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  on  mandamus,  and  the  conviction 
waa  squashed,  while  tbe  Court,  lo  mark 
their  uense  of  the  conduct  of  the  magis- 
trates who  bad  been  guilty  of  tbe  illegal 
imprisonment  and  conviction,  ordered 
process  against  them.  I  wish  to  ask  the 
right  hoo.  Gentleman  whether  tiie 
Irish  Government  will  consider  the 
desirability  of  granting  compensation  to 
O'Connor,  who  was  kept  in  prison  five 
days.  Aud  as  one  of  the  magistrtttee, 
Vesey  i'itzgerald,  was  the  person 
,  at  Clongorey,  within  the  last  few 
days,  convicted  Father  Kinsella  and  17 
artisans  and  sent  them  to  prison  on  n 
charge  of  disobedience  to  a  precept 
whicii  it  now  appears  was  not  legally 
served,  I  wish  to  know  if  the  Govern- 
ment will  give  a  particular  scrutiny  to 
these  proceedings  with  a  view  to  order- 
ing the  release  of  Father  Kinsella 
and  the  17  artisans  from  prison? 

The  ATl'ORNET  GENERAL  FOE 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Mjidden,  Dublin  tJni- 
sity)i  I  think  the  hon.  Member  will 
that  the  questions  he  has  asked  are 
of  such  a  nature  that  I  could  not  answer 
them  now,  I  would  ask  him  to  give 
notice  of  them. 
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HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 

Thursday^  27th  February,  1890, 


STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Report  from  the  Committee  of  Chair- 
men of  Standing  Committees,  That  they 
have  (in  pnrsuance  of  Standing  Order 
No.  L.)  appointed  the  Lord  Herschell 
Chairman  of  the  Standing  Committee  for 
Bills  relating  to  Law,  &c.,  and  the  Earl  of 
Kimberley  Chairma.n  of  the  Standing 
Committee  for  General  Bills  ;  read,  and 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

PARTNERSHIP  BILL.— (No.  25) 
SECOND   READING. 

The     lord     CHANCELLOR:    My 

Lords,  in  moving  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  Bill,  I  need  only  say  that  it  is  a  Bill 
which  has  been  committed  to  one  of  the 
Grand  Committees,  the  Law  Committee. 
It  is  for  the  very  desirable  object  of 
defining  some  branches  of  the  law  applic- 
able to  partnership.  That  is  the  scheme 
of  the  Bill — not  a  very  easy  task — in  the 
first  place ;  then  to  settle  the  legal 
relations  between  persons  who  are 
partners  and  persons  dealing  with  them  ; 
then  to  settle  the  relations  of  the  part- 
ners themselves  ;  and  then  to  deal  with 
the  question  of  dissolution  and  the  conse- 
quences of  it.  I  do  not  know  that  I  should 
assist  your  Lordships  by  going  further 
into  a  question  which  is  so  highly  techni- 
cal than  is  necessary  for  the  purpose  of 
describing  its  general  object.  The  draft 
of  the  Bill  has  been  most  carefully  pre- 
pared, and  I  may  state  that  I  have  had 
the  very  valuable  assistance  of  Lord  Justice 
Lindley  in  framing  the  various  clauses. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  the  measure  will  be 
thoroughly  considered  in  Committee  by 
your  Lordships'  House. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  My  Lords,  I 
need  hardly  say  that  I  do  not  intend  in 
any  way  to  oppose  this  Bill ;  but,  on  the 
contrary,  I  heartily  support  the  proposal 
for  its  Second  Reading;  inasmuch  as  it 
is  substantially  the  measure  which  I 
asked  your  Lordships  to  read  a  second 
time  at  the  close  of  last  Session  of 
Parliament.  My  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack  on  that  occasion 
intimated  that,  in  his  view,  any  measure 
of  this  description  ought  to  be  introduced 

VOL.  CCCLXI.    [thtbd  series.] 


by  the  Government  of  the  day,  and  by 
them  alone ;  and  that  any  attempt  at 
codification  by  any  private  Member 
was  a  usurpation  of  the  prerogatives  of 
the  Government.  I  dissented  on  that 
occasion  from  the  view  of  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  and  I  repeat  that  dissent 
to-day,  seeing  that  the  only  successful 
measure  of  codification  has  been  one 
that  was  introduced  by  a  private  Mem- 
ber. But  if  the  Government  of  the 
day  are  willing  to  undertake  the  task,  I 
need  hardly  say  that  I  am  well  satisfied, 
and  that  I  will  give  them  ever}'  assist- 
ance in  passing  it  into  law. 

Bill  read  2*  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  the  Standing  Committee 
for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  kc. 

House  adjourned   at  half  past   Four 
o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF      COMMONS, 
Thursday y  27th  February,  1890. 


QU  E  ST  10  N  S . 

ARTISANS'    DWELLINUS. 

Mr.  salt  (Stafford)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  he  is  able  to  produce  any 
statistics,  or  to  lay  any  Reports  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House,  that  will  give  reliable 
information  as  to  the  effect  of  the  erec- 
tion of  artisans*  dwellings,  and  of  street 
improvements,  during  recent  years,  upon 
the  poorest  and  most  crowded  portions  of 
the  population,  who  cannot  aft'ord  to  pay 
more  than  Is.  or  Is.  6d.  per  week  for 
house  accommodation  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMElsrr  (Mr.  MArrHKWs. 
Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  have  endeavoured 
to  collect  information  on  this  subject,  and 
have  made  inquiries  in  various  quarters, 
but  they  do  not  enable  me  to  produce 
statistics,  or  to  lay  a  Report  upon  the 
Table  of  a  complete  or  reliable  nature. 
I  have  no  better  information  than  was 
elicited  by  the  Royal  Commission  on  the 
Housing  of  the  Working  Classes,  by 
whom,  as  my  hon.  Friend  is  doubtless 
aware,  the  subject  of  street  improvements 
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is  dealt  with,  and  full  use  is  made  of 
previous  inquiries  by  the  Select  Com- 
mittee of  this  House  in  1^81-2. 

THE  STAFF  COLLEGE. 
Sir  RICHARD  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  it  is  a  fact  that, 
though  officers  after  entering  the  Staff 
College  are  permitted  to  study  and  pass 
out  in  Turkish,  no  provision  is  made 
for  award  of  marks  in  Turkish  at 
the  entrance  examination  of  the  College ; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  the  importance 
of  encouraging  the  study  of  a  wider 
range  of  modern  languages,  he  will  con- 
sider the  advisability  of  placing  Turkish 
on  the  same  footing  as  that  now  occupied 
by  Hindustani  and  Russian  in  the  en- 
trance examinations  of  the  Staff  Col- 
lege? 

♦The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for  WAR 
(Mr.  E.  Staxiiope,  Lincoln,  Horncastle)  : 
No  provision  is  made  at  the  Staff  College 
either  for  the  study  of  Turkish  or  for 
passing  out  in  that  language.  The  object 
of  the  College  is  primarily  the  advance- 
ment of  knowledge  of  specific  military 
science  rather  than  of  languages.  Great 
importance  is,  however,  attached  to  the 
knowledge  of  languages,  and  rewards  of 
considerable  value  are  offered  to  officers 
passing  in  tliem,  but  not  through  the 
Staff  College. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question  by  Sir 
R.  Paget, 

♦Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  said  he  should  be  I 
glad  to  have   the  study  of  the  Turkish 
language  placed  on  the  same  footing  in 
regard  to  War   Office   appointments   as 
Hindustani  and  Russian. 

THE  SOUTHERN  RAILWAY  COMPANIES. 

Mr.  BAUMANN  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  all  correspondence  that  has 
passed  between  the  Board  of  Trade  and 
the  four  southern  Railway  Companies 
with  reference  to  the  return  of  the 
running  of  their  passenger  trains  recently 
presented  to  Parliament ;  whether  he 
will  find  out  if  it  is  the  custom  of  the 
southern  Railway  Companies  to  keep 
analyses  of  the  punctuality  of  their  trains, 
abstracted  at  regular  intervals,  for  the 
information  of  the  officers  and  the 
directors ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will 
Mr.  MaUhetvs 


ascertain  from  what  sources  the  figures  m 
the  above  return  were  compiled ;  and,  in 
the  case  of  the  South-Eastem  Railway  in 
particular,  whether  the  times  of  drriYal 
were  taken  at  Cannon  Street  and  Charing 
Cross  respectively,  or  only  as  far  as> 
London  Bridge  ? 

•The  PRESIDENT  of  the  B0ARI> 
oe  trade  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol,, 
W.) :  I  have  no  objection  to  lay  on  the 
Table  the  correspondence  with  the  four 
southern  Railway  Companies  with  regard 
to  the  running  of  their  trains.  I  under- 
stand from  the  South-Eastem  Railway^ 
the  London  and  South- Western  Railway^ 
and  the  London,  Brighton,  and  South 
Coast  Railway  Companies  that  they  do 
not  make  any  abstracts  or  analyses  of  the 
punctuality  of  their  trains.  The  figures 
in  the  Return  were  compiled  from  the 
guards*  daily  re  ports.  The  South-Eastera 
Railway  Company  further  state  that  the- 
times  of  arrival  were  taken  at  Charing 
Cross  and  Cannon  Street  respectively,  and 
not  at  London  Bridge. 

BOMBAY— FACTORY  LABOUR. 

Mb.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (FHntshire)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  whether  any  action  has  yet 
been  taken  on  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mission appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
grievances  of  the  factory  workers  in 
Bombay  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
average  time  worked  in  the  Indian 
cotton  mills  is  80  hours  per  week,  as 
against  56  hours  in  Lancashire,  and  that 
great  indignation  exists  among  the 
Lancashire  operatives  at  the  competition 
to  which  they  are  exposed  by  labour 
working  80  hours  per  week  in  one  part 
of  the  Empire  while  they  are  restricted 
by  law  to  56  hours ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  on  24th  October  last  year, 
a  petition  was  sent  to  the  Indian 
Government  by  the  Bombay  factory 
workers  asking  for  a  reduction  of  their 
excessive  hours  of  labour,  and  that  in  the 
future  they  claim  that  all  mill  hands  be 
allowed  one  day*s  rest  on  Sunday,  and 
that  half  an  hour's  rest  be  allowed  them 
at  noon  ;  that  all  mills  should  commence 
work  at  6.30  a.m.,  and  cease  working  at 
sunset  ;  and  that  compensation  should  be 
afforded  for  accidents ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  very  young  children  are  em- 
ployed 80  hours  per  week,  to  the  extreme 
detriment  of  their  health  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  one  mill  manager  writes — 
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**  That  he  had  seen  children  so  small,  working 
80  hours  per  week,  that  he  had  taken  them  up 
in  his  arms,  put  them  in  the  scales,  and  found 
them  to  weigh  from  42  to  45  pounds  only," 

and  that  factory  managers  in  Bombay 
who  have  had  experience  of  slavery  in 
South  America  say  that  such  slavery  is 
mild  compared  with  that  which  exists  in 
the  factory  system  of  Bombay ;  and 
whether  the  Government  will  undertake 
that  the  recommendations  of  the  Factory 
Commission  shall  promptly  be  carried 
out  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op  STATE 

FOR   INDIA   (Sir   J.  Gorst,  Chatham)  : 

N  My  answer  to  the  first  paragraph  of  the 

hon.  Member's  question  is  in  the  afl&r- 
mative.  A  Bill  on  the  lines  stated  last 
Session  in  Parliament  iry  Paper  162  was 
introduced  into  the  Indian  Legislature  on 
the  31st  of  January  last.  My  answer  to 
the  second  paragraph  of  the  question  is 
that  the  hours  of  labour  of  adult  males 
in  India  are  as  unrestricted  as  they  are 
in  Lancashire.  My  answer  to  the  third 
paragraph  is  that  such  a  petition  may 
have  been  received  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  India,  who  would  give  it 
every  consideration,  but  it  has  not 
been  forwarded  to  the  Secretary 
of  State.  My  answer  to  the  fourth 
paragmph  of  the  hon.  Member's 
question  is  that  according  to  the  existing 
law  no  child  can  be  employed  in  Indian 
factories  for  more  than  54  hours  a  week, 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  cannot  under- 
stand how  such  a  case  as  that  described 
in  paragraph  5  can  have  occurred.  But 
if  the  hon.  Member  will  furnish  his 
authority  the  Secretary  of  State  will 
cause  inquiry  to  be  made.  In  regard  to 
the  last  paragraph  of  the  question  the 
Bill  for  commending  the  Indian  Factory 
Act  in  the  sense  I  have  indicated  is  now 
before  the  Indian  Legislature. 

*Mr.  S.  SMITH  :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  Bill  now  before  the  Government  of 
India  raises  the  ages  of  children  entering 
mills  from  7  to  9  years,  and  allows  them 
to  work  11  hours  a  day,  from  9  to  12, 
while  in  Lancashire  they  only  work  5^ 
hours  a  day  ? 

Sir  J.  GORST :  I  am  afraid  that  I 
cannot  answer  any  question  as  to  the 
contents  of  the  Bill  in  question  without 
notice.  The  hon.  Member  had  better 
put  a  notice  down  on  the  Paper. 


♦Mr.  C.  graham  (Lanark,  N.  W.)  : 
Do  I  understand  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  say  that  no  restriction  in  regard 
to  the  hours  of  labour  exists  in 
India  ?  Is  it  in  his  power  to  advise  the 
Indian  Government  to  introduce  some 
law  whereby  Her  Majesty's  subjects  in 
difEerent  parts  of  the  Empire  shall  not  be 
reduced  to  slavery  ? 

Sir  J.  GORST :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  give  me  notice  of  that 
question. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACT— THE 
LAIKETER, 

Mr.  JARVIS  (Lynn  Regis)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
if  his  attention  has  been  drawnt  to  the 
prosecution  of  William  Laine,  captain  of 
a  Foreign  ship  named  the  Laineter  (as 
reported  in  the  Shijyping  Gazette  of  17th 
February),  who  was  charged  at  King's 
Lynn  with  breaking  the  Merchant  Ship- 
ping Act  by  carrying  a  deck  cargo  of 
32,000  cubic  feet  of  pitch  pine,  which 
would  weigh  about  32  tons  ;  and  why 
the  Board  of  Trade  was  content  with  so 
small  a  penalty  as  £b  and  costs  for  the 
infringement  of  English  Law  when  he 
was  liable  to  a  penalty  of  £b  per  ton,  and 
it  is  probable  that  a  much  larger  sum 
had  been  made  by  breaking  the  law  ? 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  My  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  newspaper 
report  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers  with  regard  to  the  prosecution  of 
the  captain  of  the  Laineter.  It  is  in 
more  than  one  respect  inaccurate.  The 
deck  cargo  consisted  of  3,200 (not  32,000) 
cubic  feet,  and  the  maximum  penalty 
under  the  Act  is  £100.  The  representa- 
tive of  the  Board  of  Trade  did  not  press 
for  a  heavier  penalty  than  £5,  because  it 
was  the  first  offence  of  the  kind  for 
which  the  master  had  been  summoned. 
He  was  prosecuted  summarily,  and  the 
magistrates  in  their  discretion  imposed 
that  penalty  and  costs. 

RABBIT  COURSING. 
Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  his 
attention  lias  been  called  to  the  continu- 
ance of  the  practice  of  rabbit  coursing, 
particularly  to  what  took  place  at  the 
Crown  Inn  at  Saltford  on  3rd  February, 
as  narrated  in  the  Bath  Chroni<:l€  of  13m 
3  C  2 
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February,  in  which  the  proceedings  are 
thus  described — 

''  Each  round  being  a  match  between  two 
dogs,  a  couple  of  terriers  were  let  loose  and 
set  on  a  rabbit,  which  they  seized.  One  dog 
was  tearing  the  live  rabbit  on  the  side  of  the 
head  and  body,  whilst  the  second  dog  fixed  its 
teeth  in  the  flesh  on  the  other  side,  both  dogs 
pulling  at  the  rabbit  in  opposite  directions, 
till  the  unfortunate  animal  was  torn,  mangled, 
and  worried  to  death.  In  some  instances  the 
rabbits'  backs  were  broken  by  the  dogs  ;  and 
again  a  mutilated  and  half -dead  rabbit  was 
carried  round  the  field  for  five  minutes  in  the 
dog's  mouth.  About  a  hundred  rabbits  were 
maimed  and  subsequently  worried  to  death  in 
this  manner  ;*' 

and  whether  he  will  now  re-consider 
his  statement  of  9th  August,  1889,  and 
introduce  legislation  to  render  such 
practices  illegal  ? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Isle  of 
Thanet) :  Before  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man answers  that  question  I  should  like 
to  ask  him   whether  his   attention   has 

been  called  to  the  fact  that  in  the  North 
wof  England  coursing,  and  especially 
rabbit  coursing,  conducted  under  recog- 
nised and  established  regulations,  affords 
pastime  to  large  masses  of  the  industrial 
population  who  are  unable  to  indulge 
in  more  expensive  forms  of  sport ;  and 
whether  he  considers  it  desirable,  on  ex 
parte  statements,  to  commit  the  House  to 
an  opinion  on  the  subject  1 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  :  May  I  further  ask 

the    right   hon.  Gentleman     the    Home 

Secretary  whether  he  li<is  not  received 
Petitions  on  the  subject  not  merely  from 
the  West  of  England,  but  also  from 
the  North  of  England,  complaining  of 
the  gross  cruelty  which  goes  on  in  con- 
nection with  this  so-called  sport. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:    1   have  directed 

•the  Chief  Constable  to  make  inquiry  and 

report  as  to  the  allegations  contained  in 

i:he   paragraph   quoted.     Legislation   on 

the  subject  of  cruelty  to  wild  animals  is 
;Surroundcd  with  difficulties,  and  I  cannot 
promise  to  introduce  it.  I  feel  confident, 
however,  that  public  opinion  is  growing 
on  the  question,  and  will  not  tolerate 
that  cruelties  should  be  permitted  in  the 
name  of  sport.  With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion put  by  my  right  hon.  Friend,  I  am 
not  acquainted  with  the  habits  of  the 
population  in  the  North  of  England  with 
regard  to  rabbit  coursing. 
Mr,  Buchanan 


PRESUMPTION   OF   LIFE  LIMITATION 
(SCOTLAND)  ACT. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Lord  Advocate  whether  he  has  received 
communications  complaining  that  "The 
Presumption  of  Life  Limitation  (Soot- 
land)  Act,  1881,"  is  in  great  measure 
inoperative  ;  and  whether  he  will  in- 
troduce a  Bill  this  Session  to  amend  that 
Act? 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson,  Bute)  :  I  have  recently 
received  a  communication  to  the  effect 
stated  in  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member.  I  cannot  at  present  give  any 
undertaking  as  to  the  introduction  of 
an  amending  Bill  this  Session,  and  this 
must  depend  upon  the  progress  of  other 
business. 

POST  OFFICE  ORDERS. 

Me.  LEATHAM  BRIGHT  (Stoke- 
upon-Trent)  :  I  beg  to  a«k  the  Junior 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  a  post  office  order  signed  by  an  agent 
of  the  Government  is  not  a  negotiable 
security;  whether  the  Government  are 
aware  that  a  serious  case  has  occurred  in 
New  Zealand  of  an  advance  of  money 
having  been  made  against  post  office 
orders,  the  payment  of  which  money 
was  repudiated;  whether  the  Gt)vemment 
is  aware  that  the  credit  of  *  the  Post 
Office  has  suffered  severely  in  the  Colony 
by  the  above  case  of  Mr.  Cairns,  of  Auck- 
land ;  and  whether  the  Government  will 
take  any  steps  to  remedy  the  grievance  ? 

*A  LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Sir 
H.  Maxwell,  Wigtonshire) :  With  the 
permission  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  shall 
reply  to  the  question.  The  Post  Office 
is  not  in  possession  of  any  information 
as  to  the  circumstances  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member ;  but  if  he  will  be 
good  enough  to  give  the  Postmaster 
General  the  particulars  of  the  case 
which  he  has  in  view  he  will  be  happy 
to  cause  inquiry  to  be.  made  on  the  sub- 
ject. Under  the  regulations  governing 
the  exchange  of  money  orders  between 
the  United  Kingdom  and  the  colonies 
money  orders  are  not  negotiable.  They 
are  payable  only  to  the  persons  in  whose 
favour  they  are  drawn  by  the  senders, 
unless  they  are  passed  through  a  bank. 
This  is  not  so  much  a  matter  for  the 
British  as  for  the   New   Zealand   Post 

Office,  which  has  the  power  to  make  its 
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own   regulations,   subject,  of  course,  to  of  the   General   Assembly  of  the  Pres- 

any  agreement  made  with  this  country.  byterian  Church   in  Ireland,  just  issued, 

dealing  with  the  system  of  education  in 
BI-METALLISl^r.  the  Queen's  Colleges,  and  the  relation  of 
Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  :  I  beg  to  Presbyterians  to  Queen's  College,  Bel- 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  fast,  in  which  it  is  stated  that — 
Trade  whether  it  is  true  that  repeated  «.  The  education  imparted  in  the  Queen's 
apphcations  were  made  to  Mr.  Gmen  by  Colleges"  is  "undenominational  and  unsec- 
the  Royal  Commission  on  Gold  and  tarian;**  and  "as  to  the  Queen's  College, 
Silver  to  assist  them  in  their  investiga-  Belfast,  Presbyterians  have  no  rights  or 
i-  •  J.  Au  XI  J  J.'  £  T>'  pnvileges  whatever  in  connection  with  it  that 
tions  mto  the  theory  and  practice  of  Bi-  Lman  CathoUcs,  Episcopalians,  and  Methodists 
metalhsm;  and  whether  Mr.    Gifren    de-  have  not;" 

clinedt<>  give  such  assistance;  and,  if  so.  ^i^^^i^^^   j^^  ^^   ^^^^^   ^1^^^    i^    ^^^^_ 

upon  what  grounds  i  £   ±\                -                      -j.        £ 

•Sir    M.   hicks  BEACH :    There    is  ^^^°''°  °J.  *^  ^Tu  ^.  prosperity    of 

,,  .       .     ^,      T3        X     c   ^1      i-1         •  Queens   College,    Belfast,    some    oi  the 

nothing  m  the  Keport  or   the   Commis-  i                       °             x             n       i         j 

°   V .  ,    .        ^  ^                      f     fli  f  clasi^-rooms   are  now   too  small  and  need 

,,               .J       J,/  /,r      n-i^       J- J     ^i  to  be  enlarged,  and  other  improvements 

they  considered  that  Mr.  Giiien  did  not  x      xi         a:  •             r  xi, 

%      ..          11    ii            •  i           XI  are   necessary    to   the   efficiency  of  the 

render  them  all  the   assistance  they  re-  n                 i       i    xu                -j     •        xi 

.     ,  -         1  •      •      XT    •     •        •         1-1  colleere :    and  wiiether,  considennjET  the 

quired  irom  him  in   their  inquiry  which  •         j-     j        x                j           i,-  i    xi, 

?       X   T  XT-  •  1                 X  1      J        -1    1   1  serious  disadvantages  under   which  the 

is  not,  1  think,   accurately  described  by  n        xi,      i  u          r                4.    £ 

XI     1         -nr      V                •         X-     X-      •  x"  colleere  thus  labours  from  want  of  proper 

the  hon.  Member  as  an  investigation  into  j  .-           j  '       .           x     u         -n 

XL    XI      ^         J          X-         r  r»-       X  11-  accommodation  and  equipment,    he    will 

the  theofy  and  practice   of  Bi-metallism.  -j      xi                •  x      5          '          j- 

A             J.1       £  £    L    ^                X        J       »  consider  the  propriety  of  recommendmcr 

As  a  mattL^r  of  fact,   he  sfave  two  days  n                  xxx                x         ^? 

,1       ,         .,           i--i°       -x-      11  a   (irovemment  errant    to  promote  such 

elaborate  evidence,  besides  assistmc:  them  i                x       xi                    £  xu        n 

,1                 •     1.  •      /E  •  1    1         ?         T  enlarcrement  as  the  success  of  the  college 

m  other  ways  in  his  omcial  character.     I  i     xi                 xu       £     tj  ir    x           j 

,            '^      '   n          1    1       nr      i-.-«.  and    the    growth     of     Belfast     render 

am,  however,    informed    by   Mr.    Gmen  ^o° 

that  he  was  subsequently  asked  to  go  be-  ,,  1;  ^__  .  ^xt  /t»  ir  i^  %  -r  i 
yond  this  and  to  appear  before  them  as  ^«-  ^\  ^9^^if  •  W^^*»  ^•)  '■  I  ^? 
the  champion  of  Monometallism.  He  ^^^^  ^  ^^k  the  Chief  Secretary  if  his 
considered  this  to  be  outside  his  official  attention  had  been  recently  drawn  to  the 
duty,  and  was  left  free  by  Lord  Stanley,  ^^?^^*  necessity  that  exists  for  a  gmnt 
then  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  to  ^^  ^^  made  to  the  Queen  s  College,  Bel- 
decline  the  request,  which  he  did,  mainly  ^^*^»  ^^r  the  purpose  of  extending  its 
for  reasons  of  a  private  character.  accommodation  and  perfecting  its  equip- 

*SirW.HOULDS  WORTH  (Manchester,  ^^^^  ^     ^^^     considering     that      large 

N.W.)  :    Before  Mr.  Giffen  pubHshed  a  Government    grants    had     lately     been 

series  of  letters  in  the  Ttm^s  commenting  g^^^^   ^  ^^^  Scotch   Colleges   ana   the 

on  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission,  ^^y^l  University  m  Dublin,  and  haymg 

did  he  ask  and  rec3ive  permission  of  his  ^^g^^^  ^  ^^^  ^^^  *^^^  the  City  of  Belfast 

official  supariors  in  the  Board  of  Trade  ?  contributes  so  largely  to  the  Imperial  re  ve- 

*SiR    M.    HICKS  BEACH:  I    under-  nue,  would  he  give  some  assurance  that  an 

stand  that  Mr.  Giffen,  when  he  accepted  outlay  would  be  sanctioned  adequate  to 

the  offic3  which  he  at  presant  holds  with  extend  the  accommodation  so  as  to  enable 

great  advantage    to   the  Public  Service,  ^^^  Professors   to  discharge  their  duties 

stipulated  that  he  should  be  allowed  to  ^  ^^^  students  under  their  control  in 

write    on   subjects   outside   his    official  some  other  way   than,  as  at  present,  m 

duties,  and  his  stipulation  was  conceded,  detachments  i 

He  therefore  did  not  ask  my  permission  Tnt:  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for 
before  publishing  these  letters;  but  it  IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Man- 
appears  to  me  that  the  publication  of  the  Chester,  E.)  :  I  will  answer  the  question 
letters  has  been  very  much  to  the  ad-  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Belfast  at 
vantage  of  the  Public  S8rvic3.  the  same  time.     I   believe  it  to  be  the 

fact,  as  stated  in  the  question,  that  the 

IRELAND -THE  QUEEN'S  COLLEGES,  deficient     accommodation     in     Queen's 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Balfast,  S.) :    I  beg  College,  Belfast,  is  a   source   of  incon- 

to   ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  venience,  and  I  am  also  aware  that  the 

Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  has  seen  the  college,   like    the   city   in   which    it    is 

statement  of  the  Educational  Committee  situated,  is  growing  in  size  and  prosperity. 
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If  the  alterations  desired  by  my  hon. 
Friends  are  merely  of  the  relatively  re- 
stricted kind  contemplated  as  being  from 
time  to  time  necessary  under  the  Sta- 
tutes by  which  the  Queen's  Colleges 
were  established,  questions  relating  to 
them  should  be  addressed  to  the  Minis- 
ter who  answers  for  the  Board  of  Works. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  some  larger  scheme 
is  contamplated,  such  as  I  mysslf  would 
desire  to  see  carried  into  effect,  I  am 
afraid  it  will  not  be  possible  for  me  to 
make  proposals  on  the  subject  to  Parlia- 
ment until  some  agreement  is  arrived  at 
with  regard  to  the  difficidt  problems 
connected  with  higher  education  in 
Ireland. 

CROFTER  EMIGRANTS  TO  MANITOBA- 
Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness):  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Lord  Advocate  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  statements  in  the 
Canadian  newspapers,  that  *'  great  desti- 
tution exists  among  the  crofters  racently 
settled  in  Manitoba  ;'*  whether  the  Rev. 
Dr.  Robertson,  the  superintendent  of  the 
North-West  Presbyterian  Missions,  has 
appealed  to  the  public  in  Canada  for  aid 
to  these  distressed  settlers  ;  whether  the 
statement  of  the  Rev.  Dr.  Robertson, 
that  some  of  the  crofter  settlers  are  from 
65  to  70  years  of  age,  and  some  were  in 
bad  healtli  before  leaving  Scotland,  are 
accurate  ;  whether  St.  Andrew's  Presby- 
terian  Church  at  Toronto  has  opened  a 
fund  for  clothing  and  money  to  relieve 
the  destitute  crofters ;  and  whether  the 
Government  intend  to  take  any  action 
in  the  matter  ? 

:*Mr.   J.    P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  When 
the   statements  referred  to  in  the  first 
part   of   the   question   appeared   in   the 
newspapers    the    Colonization    Board   at 
once    telegraphed  for   information,  and 
the  reply  stated  that  there  was  no  foun- 
dation for  the  reports.     The  Government 
are  not  aware  that  any  such  appeal  as  is 
mentioned    in   the   second   part  of    the 
question  was  made.    The  statement  in  the 
third   query    is    inaccurate.       Only   one 
emigrant  is  over  60  years  of  age,  his  age 
being  64.     The  crofters  were  apparently 
in  good   health   when  they  started,  and 
are  now  reported  to  be  in  vigorous  health. 
The  Government  have  no  information  to 
show  that  a  fund  has   been  opened   at 
Toronto  as  suggested  ]  but  the  clothing  of 
some   of  the   croftars  has  been    supple- 
mented by  contributions  from  Winnipeg. 
Mr,  A.  J,  BaJjour 


The  Government  do  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  take  any  action  on  the  reports  re- 
ferred to. 

GOVERNMENT    ADVERTISEMENTS    IN 

IRELAND. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  following 
letter,  alleged  to  have  been  sent  to  the 
editor  of  the  Carloiv  Nationalist  in  reply 
to  an  application  made  by  that  gentleman 
to  the  Commissioners  of  Irish  Fisheries 
for  advertisements  for  his  newspaper : — 

**  Office  of  Irish  Fisheries,  . 

"Dublin  Castle,  2l8t  Feb.  1889. 

**  Sir, — I  haVe  received  instructions  to  inform 
you,  in  reference  to  your  letter  of  the  18th 
ultimo,  that  you  are  under  a  misapprehension 
in  '  supposing  that  the  advocacy  of  particular 
political  opinions  is  any  reason  for  giving  or 
withholding  Government  advertisements,  and 
that,  if  such  advertisements  have  been  with- 
held from  the  Xationalist  and  Leimter  Timet, 
it  was  solely  hecause  that  paper  continued  to 
violate  the  law. 

**  I  am,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

**M.  P.  DowLnrc. 

"  P.  J.  Conlan,  Esq.,  Xationalist  and 
Leinster  TimeSf  Carlo w.'* 

Whether  he  will  state  the  name  of  the 
official  or  Member  of  the  Government 
who  instructed  this  letter  to  be  written ; 
whether  he  will  explain  how  the  Carlow 
Nationalist  continues  to  violate  the  law ; 
and  whether  any  instructions,  and,  if 
any,  what  instructions  have  been  issued 
to  the  Government  Departments  in 
Ireland  to  inquire  into  the  character  of 
the  contents  of  newspapers'  in  that 
country  before  giving  or  refusing  those 
newspapers  public  advertisements  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  letter 
mentioned  was  written  by  direction  of 
the  Government.  The  newspaper  in 
question  continues  to  violate  the  law  by 
publishing  the  alleged  proceedings  of  the 
local  branch  of  the  National  League, 
which  '  has  b^en  suppressed  in  that  dis- 
trict as  an  unlawful  Association.  Govern- 
ment advertisements  are  not  given  to 
any  newspaper  which  violates  the  law. 
Departments  are  so  instructed. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  not  answered  any  of  the 
questions  I  put  to  him.  Have  any 
instructions  been  issued  by  the  Govern- 
ment on  this  subject  ? 
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Mft,  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  thought  I 
had  answered  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
questions  when  I  stated  that  I  was  re- 
sponsible for  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment. J  stated  that  the  Carlow  Nation- 
alist had  offended  against  the  law  by 
reporting  the  proceedings  of  a  sup- 
pressed meeting. 

Mr.  clang  r :  If  the  Carlow  Nation- 
<dist  violated  the  law,  why  has  it  not 
been  prosecuted  ? 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  :  As  this 
is  a  matter  which  occurred  about  a  year 
ago,  may  I  ask  how  long  the  official  boy- 
<x)tting  of  an  Irish  newspaper  is  to 
continue,  and  by  whose  authority  this 
•course  of  action  has  been  decided  upon  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Instead  of 
being  a  year  ago  the  last  offence  was 
committed  on  the  8th  of  February. 

Mr.  sexton  :  This  year  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  not 
inquired  into  the  facts ;  but  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  says  there  is  any  doubt  I 
will  do  so. 

FAIR  RENTS. 

Mr.  clang  r:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
nearly  50  tenants  living  in  the  district 
of  Rush,  County  Dublin,  lodged  nearly 
two  years  ago  applications  to  have  fair 
rents  fixed,  and  have  since  been  unable 
to  get  their  cases  heard  by  the  Land 
Commission;  and,  if  so,  whether  any 
steps  will  be  taken  to  expedite  the  hear- 
ing of  the  cases. of  those  tenants,  and  of 
other  tenants  in  the  County  of  Dublin 
who  have  served  originating  notices  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Land 
Oommissioners  report  that  there  are  but 
57  cases  outstanding  from  the  whole 
union  of  Balrothery,  County  Dublin, 
which  includes  the  Rush  district  referred 
to,  in  respect  of  which  applications  to 
fix  judicial  rents  were  received  prior  to 
the  31st  of  December,  1888.  A  Sub- 
CJommission  will  again  sit  for  cases  from 
this  union  at  an  early  date.  The  Com- 
missioners are  making  every  exertion 
ix>  have  outstanding  cases  disposed  of. 

DEATH  FROM  VACCINATION. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton- 
shire, E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Emily 
Maud  Child,   an  infant,  whose   parents 


live   at    Arthington,    near    Leeds,    was 
vaccinated  on  26th  March,  1889,  when 
three  months  old,  and  died  on  1st  July, 
1889,  but  previously  to  vaccination  the 
child     was      perfectly     healthy ;       and 
whether   a  medical  examination  proved 
that  the  parents  were  perfectly  healthy  too; 
and  at  the  inquest  subsequently  held,  the 
jury  found  a  verdict  in  accordance  with 
the  medical  evidence,  that  "  the  deceased 
died  from  syphilis  acquired  at  or  from 
vaccination ; "       whether     the     mother 
specially    requested     that    calf     lymph 
might    be    used     in    the    vaccination ; 
whether  the  gentleman  who  performed 
the  operation,  according  to  his  own  words 
at  the  inquest,    "avoided  the    question 
by  saying  it  would  be  pure  lymph ; "  and 
whether  the  Local  Government    Board 
has   made   any   inquiry   into  this  case  ; 
and,   if   so,   whether    the    evidence    so 
obtained  will  be  laid  before  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Vaccination  now  sitting  ? 
♦The    PRESIDENT    of  the    LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower    Hamlets,    St.  George's) :    I   am 
aware  of  the  facts  as  regards  the  child 
referred  to  in  the  question.     The  child 
was,  as  I  understand,  vaccinated  on  the 
26th  of  March,  1889.      The  age  is  re- 
corded as  four  months.   According  to  the 
evidence  at  the  inquest  the   child  was 
healthy  prior  to  vaccination,  and  there 
was  no  evidence  before  the  coroner  that 
the    parents    were    not  healthy.       The 
medical  evidence  at  the  inquest  was  that 
the  weight  of  evidence  was  in  favour  of 
the  view  that  the  syphilis  was  acquired 
and  not  congenital.      The  verdict  of  the 
jury  was  as  stated.     The  facts  as  regards 
the  request  of  the  mother,  and  the  state- 
ment of  the  vaccinator  as  to  the  lymph, 
appear  to  be  substantially  the  same  as 
those  given  in  the  question.     An  inquiry 
has  been  made  by  an  Inspector  of  the 
Board  with  regard  to  the  case.     His  con- 
clusions are  not  the  same  as  those  arrived 
at  at  the  inquest.      He  states  that  the 
child  in  question  was  the  only  sufferer  from 
subsequent  syphilis  among  all  the  chil- 
dren he  reached  and  whom  he  saw  that 
had  been  vaccinated  with  the   same  or 
any  other  lymph  in  the  whole  course  of 
the  vaccinator's  March  vaccinations  ;  and, 
further,  that  the  entire  family  to  which 
the  alleged  vaccinifer  belonged  were,  as 
far  as  he  could  discover  by  examination 
of  them,  free  from  any  syphilitic  taint  or 
suspicion  of  such  taint     The  Report  of 
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the  Inspector  will  bo  at  the  disposal  of 
tlie  Hoyal  Commission  on  Vaccination. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.) : 
Will  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  explain 
what  we  are  to  understand  by  the  term 
"  pure  lymph  ?  " 

*Mu.  EITCHIE  :  I  am  afraid  that  it 
would  take  un  to«>  much  of  the  timi)  of 
the  House  to  entijr  into  an  explanation. 

IRELAND— TREATMENT  OF  JOHN 

DALY. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  O'BRIEN  (Cork, 
N.E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  w^hat  is 
the  nature  of  the  inquiry  he  has  insti- 
tuted into  the  prison  treatment  of  John 
Daly,  and  what  is  the  result ;  and, 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  admitted 
fact  that  an  overdose  of  belladonna  was 
administered  to  him,  any  independent 
medical  inquiry  has  been  or  will  be  made 
with  reo^ard  to  the  natui-e  of  his  medical 
treatment  and  condition  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  inquiry  will 
\yQ  conducted  by  the  prison  visitors,  who 
are  quite  independent  of  the  Prison  De- 
partment, and  I  hope  it  will  commence  at 
the  end  of  this  week  or  the  beginning  of 
next.  The  inquiry  will,  in  the  ordinary 
course,  include  the  whole  question 
of  the  prisoner's  medical  treatment  and 
condition. 

Mk.  SEXTON:  Will  the  evidence 
taken  by  these  visitors  and  the  Report  be 
laid  upon  the  Table,  and  what  opportunity 
will  be  afforded  for  calling  attention  to 
this  matter  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  think  the  hon. 
Gentleman  ought  to  postpone  that  question 
until  the  Report  has  been  made. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  state  the 
offence  for  which  this  man  was  in 
prison  ? 

Mr.  sexton  :  No  matter  what  he 
was  in  prison  for,  1  wish  to  give  notice 
that  on  the  earliest  opportunity  I  shall 
press  for  the  production  of  the  evidence 
and  Report  of  this  inquiry. 

• 
TORY  ISLAND. 

Mr.  MURPHY  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  the  difficulty  and  delay 
in  the  establishment  of  a  signal  station 
at  Tory  Island  is  caused  by  the  price, 
namely,  £480,  demanded  by  the  landlord 
for  an  acre  of  rocky  land  from  Lloyd's, 
Afr.  Ritchie 


who  are  willing  to  erect  and  work  the 
station  ;  and  whether  the  Board  of 
Trade  have  compulsory  powers  for 
obtaining  land  for  such  purposes  ;  and,  if 
so,  will  they  exercise  those  powers  in  this 
case  ? 

*SiR  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  Lloyd's 
bavo  informed  me  that  the  proprietor 
of  Tory  Island  has  demanded  excessive 
terms  for  the  land  necessary  for  a  signal 
station,  but  there  is  also  some  difficulty 
about  the  cost  of  a  telegraph  cable. 
Powers  to  obtain  compulsorily  land  for 
signal  stations  have  been  granted  by 
Parliament  to  Lloyd's,  and  not  to  the 
Board  of  Trade. 

THE  RAILWAY  AND  CANAL  TRAFFIC 

ACT. 

Mk.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  when  he  intends  to  submit  ta 
Parliament,  in  pursuance  of  Section  31, 
Sub-section  4,  of  "  The  Railway  and  Canal 
Traffic  Act,  1888,"  a  Report  of  complaints 
made  to  the  Board  of  Trade  under  that 
section,  and  of  the  other  particulars  re- 
ferred to  in  that  sul^section  1 

*SiR  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  I  expect 
shortly  to  lay  a  Report  before  Parliament 
in  compliance  with  the  provisions  of. 
the  section  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers. 

THE  TURKISH  COURTS  AT  ALEPPO. 

Mr.  summers  (Huddersfield) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  atten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government  has 
been  called  to  the  complaints  of  the  con- 
tinued denial  of  justice,  practised  in  and 
through  the  Turkish  Courts  at  Aleppo, 
to  Mrs.  Barker,  a  British  subject  owning 
property  there,  of  which  she  has  been  vio- 
lently dispossessed,  and  thereby  reduced 
to  destitution ;  and  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  take  prompt  action  in  the 
case  ? 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  ok 
STATE  For  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
J.  Fergusson,  Manchester,  N.  E.)  :  Mrs. 
Barker  has  had,  during  her  protracted 
litigation,  every  assistance  from  the  Em- 
bassy at  Constantinople,  and  from  the 
Consulate  at  Aleppo.  She  has  adduced 
no  proof  of  the  alleged  corruption  of  the 
Turkish  Courts.  She  has  had  recourse 
to  two  processes  in  respect  of  her  com.- 
plaint,    one   in   the  Criminal  Court   on 
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account  of  violence  on  the  part  of  her 
opponent,  in  which  she  was  successful, 
the  other  in  a  suit  concerning  the  right 
to  property,  in  which  she  has  failed. 
She  will  continue  to  receive  advice  and 
assistance  ;  but  her  case  cannot  be  with- 
drawn from  the  legitimata  jurLsdiction 
of  the  Turkish  tribunals. 

THEWATERFORD  ARTILLERY. 
Dr.  tanner  (Cork,  Mid.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  if 
it  is  a  fact  that  during  the  non-training 
period  the  battery  sergeant-majors  and 
sergeants  of  the  Waterford  Artillery  are 
obliged  to  show  their  kits  once  a  monch, 
and  shake  out  their  shirts,  socks,  ike, 
side  by  side  with  the  trumpeters,  and  in 
view  of  the  non-commissioned  officers 
and  men  of  the  Cavalry  in  the  barracks; 
if  it  is  usual  for  battery  sergeant-majors 
of  the  Royal  Artillery  or  colour-sergeants 
of  the  line  to  t'how  kits  with  the  men 
of  their  corps ;  if  it  is  true  the  non- 
commissioned officers  of  the  corps  in 
question  made  a  representation  on  the 
subject  complained  of  in  1885,  to 
Colonel  Shortland,  R.A.,  Commanding 
Auxiliary  Artillery,  Cork  District; 
whether  he  gave  orders  it  should  be  dis- 
continued ;  and  whether  this  was  done 
while  he  remained  in  command  ? 

*Mr:  E.  stanhope  :  The  marching 
order  kits  of  all  the  staff  of  the  Waterford 
Artillery — which  includes  five  trum- 
peters— are  examined  together  once  a 
month  in  a  room  in  barracks,  but  not  in 
view  of  the  Cavalry.  The  inspection  of 
their  other  clothing  takes  place  at  their 
quarters.  Colonel  Shortland  is  in  India, 
but  I  cannot  find  that  any  formal 
representation  was  made  to  him.  The 
adjutant  communicated  with  him,  and 
apparently  some  relaxation  in  the  rules 
for  inspection  was  made.  Lately  the 
commanding  officer  has  found  it  neces- 
sary to  be  more  strict  again,  as  several 
non-commissioned  officers  were  found  to 
be  parading  without  complete  marching 
order  kits. 

THE   HKUILANDS  AND     ISLANDS    OF 

SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  FRASER  -  MACKINTOSH  (In- 
verness-shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  effect  of  the  decisions  in  the 
matter  of  rents  in  the  Highlands  and 
Islands  of  Scotland,  pronounced   by   the 


Crofter  Commissioners,  upon  the  elector- 
ate for  the  School  Boards ;  whether  he  is. 
aware  that  the  mumbers  entitled  to  vote 
according  to  Clause  1 2,  Sub-section  2,  of 
the  Education  Act  of  1872  has  greatly 
diminished  ;  and  that  in  one  case,  namely, 
the  parish  of  Lochs,  with  a  population  of 
upwards  of  6,000,  the  electorate  for  the 
current  year  has  fallen  down  to  33  per- 
sons ;  and  whether  the  Government 
will  introduce  a  measure  to  assimilate 
the  School  Board  with  the  Parliamentary 
franchise  ? 

Dr.  MACDONALD  (Ross  and  Cro- 
marty) :  I  have  also  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  whether  he  is  aware  that  in 
Barvas  parish,  in  Lewis,  owing  to  the 
rents  being  reduced  below  £4,  only  two 
crofters  now  have  votes,  whereas  G7  had 
votes  formerly  for  School  Board  elections ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  said  elec- 
tions are  now  in  the  hands  of  13  other 
voters,  who  are  mainly  large  farmers  and 
estate  officials  and  servants ;  whether 
only  five  crofters  have  votss  in  the 
parish  of  Lochs,  with  a  population  of 
6,000  persons,  19-20ths  of  whom  were 
crofters ;  whether  a  similar  state  of 
matters  exists  all  over  Lewis  and  Wm 
Highlands  generally ;  and  what  steps 
the  Government  propose  to  ttike  to  put 
such  elections  on  a  popular  basis,  instead 
of  being,  as  now,  in  the  hands  of  a  few 
well-to-do  people  ? 

♦Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  propose 
to  reply  to  this  question  and  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ross  and  Cromarty  in 
the  same  answer.  While  the  result  of 
the  reductions  of  rent  in  the  Lewis  has 
been  to  diminish  to  a  large  extent  the 
number  of  persons  entered  on  the  valua- 
tion roll  as  owners  or  occupiers  of  the 
annual  value  of  £4,  and  therefore 
qualified  under  the  Act  of  1872  as  School 
Board  electors,  the  reduction  in  the 
number  has  not,  according  to  my  infor- 
mation, been  so  great  as  is  indicated  in 
the  questions  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen. 
The  numbers  in  several  school  districts 
are  as  follows  : — 

1888  1890 


Barvas 

172 

98 

Lochs 

133 

70 

Uig 

178 

145 

Stornoway 

901 

991 

The  existing  constituencies  contain  a 
considerable  representation  of  the  crofting 
element,  as  there  are  numerous  crofts  still 
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abore  £4  rsntal.  It  ia  only  in  a  small ' 
number  of  parishes  that  the  BTimber  of 
electors  has  been  reduced  in  anything 
like  this  proportion,  and  the  circtim- 
stances  do  not  seem  to  justify  a  diatnrb- 
ance  of  the  statutory  qualification  'which 
is  general  over  Scotland. 


METROPOLITAN    ASSESSMENT 
RETURNS. 

Me.  MORTON  (Peterborough)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  the  Inland  Bevenne  Board  ad- 
here to  the  terms  of  their  letter  with 
reference  to  Metropolitan  Assessment 
Returns,  addressed  to  the  City  Remem- 
brancer on  the  I7th  March,  1885,  which 
states — 

"I  am  DOW  directed  to  inform  you  that  the 
Board  of  Inland  Bevenus  wilt  not  enforce 
penultieB  upon  thoia  who  do  not  fill  up 
Qaestton  So.  i,  and  further  as  regards  So,  7, 
that  they  will  be  satisfied  with  a  aimple  state- 
ment as  to  whether  a  pcemiom  has  or  has  not 
been  paid  as   coosideration  for  the  tenancy  ;" 

and,  if  not,    will   he  explain  for  what 
reason  1 

The  secretary  to  the  TBEA- 
SUBr  (Mr.  Jacksos,  Leeds,  N.) :  The 
Board  of  In  land.  Re  venue  do  adhere  to  the 
terms  of  their  letter  of  the  17th  of  March, 
1885. 


WBONGFOL  CON  VICTIOS— CASE  OF 
FEELY. 
Mb.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  if  hia  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  remarks  made  by  the 
Recorder  at  the  last  Sessions  of  the  Old 
Bailey,  at  the  close  of  the  trial  of  the 
man  Seeley.  who  was  found  guilty  of 
pariury  in  giving  evidence  against  four 
innocent  men,  who  were  convicted,  on  his. 
false  statements  ;  whether  complaints 
have  reached  him  tliat  Sergeant  Adams. 
of  the  L  Division,  prevented  witnesses 
from  entering  the  Court  to  speak  on 
behalf  of  prisunors  ;  if  lie  will  cause  an 
inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  matter  ;  and 
if  the  four  men  convicted  on  Seeley's 
statement  are  still  in  prison  ;  and,  if  not, 
have  they  receivud  any  compensation  for 
false  imprisonment  1 

Mr.  MATTHEWti  :  The  whole  of  this 
diihcult  and  intricate  case,  including  tlie 
conduct  of  Sergeant  Adams,  is  now  under 
consideration,  and  I  am  not  in  a  position 
to  say  what  will  be  done.  The  name  of 
the  man  is  Feely  and  not  Seeley. 
Mr.  J.  F.  fi.  Robertson 


THE  FOOD  AND  DRnOS  AND 

marqaeinb  acts. 
Me.  OCTAVIUS  Y.  MOBGAN 
(Battersea)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
relative  to  the  Return  of  cases  under 
the  Sale  of  Food  and  Drags  and  Mar- 
garine Acts,  which  have  been  brought 
before  the  magistrates  sitting  at  the 
Wandsworth  Police  Court  during  the 
past  year,  and  to  the  small  fines  inflicted 
in  the  various  cases,  whether  the  Local 
Government  Board  have  in  several  (rf 
their  Aannal  Reports  drawn  attention  b> 
the  varying  and  insufficient  penaltjes 
imposed  upon  offenders  under  these 
Acts ;  and  whether,  having  regard  to 
the  importance  to  the  public  of  the 
efficient  administration  of  the  Sale  of 
Food  and  Drugs  and  Margarine  Acts,  he 
will  take  such  steps  as  he  may  deem 
advisable,  with  a  view  to  nniformily  of 
practice  of  the  Police  Magistrates  in  the 
Metropolis  in  dealing  with  offenders 
against  the  Acts  in  question  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  Yea,  Sir ;  my  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  those  passages 
in  the  Annual  Reports  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  which  comment  upon 
the  smallness  of  the  fines  frequently 
imposed  in  cases  under  the  Sale  of 
Food  and  Drugs  Acts.  I  propose  todraw 
the  attention  of  the  Chief  Magistrate  to 
this  subject  and  to  the  complaints  of  the 
'  hon.  Member,  and  to  request  him,  in 
conference  with  his  brother  magistrates, 
to  arrive,  if  possible,  at  some  common 
understanding  with  a  view  to  secure 
uniformity  of  practice  in  the  administra- 
tion of  these  Acts. 


EMIGRANTS  TO  WESTERN  AUSTRALIA. 

Mr.  OCTAVIUS  V.  MORGAN:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  wliat  is  the  number  of 
emigrants  who  have  left  the  United 
Kingdom  for  Western  Australia  during 
each  year  from  1880  to  1889  ) 

The  UNDER  SECRETTART  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (BaronH.de 
WoEMS,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  :  It  has 
been  impossible  to  give  these  particulars 
at  so  short  notice ;  but  an  endeavour  wiU 
be  made  to  obtain  them  at  an  early  date. 

THE  TRADE   MAKES  PEOTECTION 

ACT— COLONIAL  LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  OCTAVIUS  V.  MORGAN:  I  beg 

to  ask   the   President  of  the  Board  dC 
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Trade  what  colonies   and   other  posses-  list  of  efficients  rendered   by  the  com- 
sions  have  adopted  the  Trade  Marks  Pro-  manding  officer  of  the  corps  through  the 
tection  Act,  and  what  colonies  propose  to  Admiral  Superintendent, 
introduce  legislation  in  the  same  direc- 
tion ?  IRELAND-THE  ARREARS  ACT,  1882. 

*SiR  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  The  list  of  Mr.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  S.)  :   1  beg 

colonies    and    other    possessions '  which  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 

have  legislated,  or  proposed  to  legislate.  Lieutenant  of  Ireland   (1)  what  was  the 

in  the  direction  indicated  is  a  somewhat  amount  paid  to  Mr.  Percy  Magan,  J.P., 

long  one  to  read  to  the  House,  but  I  will  for    the  Counties   of   Westmeath,    Ros- 

8end  a  copy  to  the  hon.  Member.     India  common,     and     Wexford,      under     the 

and  29  colonies  have  legislated  ;  in  seven  Arrears   Act    of    1882,    on   account   of 

others  legislation  is  proposed       Cyprus  arrears  alleged  to  be  due  by  his  tenant, 

has  rejected  it,  and  we  have  no  answer  Bernard   Clogher,    of    Cartron,   County 

from  New  South  Wales.  Roscommon  ;  (2)  in  the  schedule  sworn  to 

Mr.  MUNDELL a  (Sheffield,  Bright-  ^l  ^\'   ^^^^^   ^^^*  7»«  ,^^%f  ^^^J'^ 

side):    Will   the   right  hon.  Gentleman  alleged  to  be  the  annual  rent ;  (3)  m  the 

say  what  colonies  have  not  adopted  it  ?  ^^^^  schedule,  sworn  to  before  Mr    C 

*cItp   m    tttptt^^  •rttaptt.  p^.„c   ,-c  Hancock,  J.P.  for  Westmeath,.  on  28th 

Sir  M.    HICKS  BEACH :  Cyprus   is  ]s^o^ember,  1882,  what  was  the  amount 

the  only  one  which  has  rejected  It.     We  ^^    ^^^^^3   ^^^^^^    ^   ^^   ^^^   ^^    Ist 

have  had  no  answer  from   New  South  November, I88O"  (4)  is  a  landlord  entitled 

Wales      I  beheye  that  they  are  the  only  ^nder  the  Arrears  Act  to  return  in  the 

two  colonies  which  have  not  adopted  it,  ^^^v^^^^o   a   reserved  penal   rent,   being 

or  taken  steps  in  that  direction.  ^^^^1^  ^^^  ordinary  rent  he  was  in  the 

ROYAL  NAVAL  ARTILLERY  VOLUN-  ^^^^^^  ''\  recei^ang,  or  to  receive  a  year's 

TEERS  ^®       calculated  on  such  reserved  penal 

rent ;  and  (5)  when  a  landlord  has  received 

Mr.  HANBURY-(Preston)  :  I  beg  to  money  under  the  Arrears  Act,  to  which 

ask   the   First   Lord   of    the   Admiralty  it   can   be  shown  he    was  not   entitled, 

whether  in  any  cases,  and,  if  so,  in  how  ^i^^t  steps  can  be  taken  to  have  such 

many,  the  capitation  grant  of  30s.  had  amount  recovered   and   restored   to  the 

been  drawn  by  members  of  the  London  ^yj^^i^  fund  from  which  it  was  paid  ? 

Corps    of    the    Royal    Naval    Artillery  Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  (1.)  The  Land 

Volunteers  who  did  not  possess  certifi-  Commissioners  report   that  the   amount 

cates  of  efficiency,  and  to  what  cause  this  referred  to  in   the   first  paragraph  was 

was  due  ;  and  whether  it  is  contrary  to  £15.     (2.)  The  annual  rent  given  in  the 

the  Regulations  ;  and,  if  so,  who  is  the  schedule  verified  by  the  joint  affidavit  of 

official    responsible    for    the    breach    of  the  landlord  and  tenant  was  £15.     (3.) 

fchem  ?  rpjjp  amount  of  arrears  set  forth  was  J£30. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMI-  (4.)  The  rent  which  the  tenant  was 
RALTY  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex,  legally  liable  to  pay  during  the  period  in 
Ealing)  :  The  capitation  grant  of  30s.  has  which  the  antecedent  arrears  (as  defined 
in  no  case  ever  been  drawn  for  any  mem-  in  the  Arrears  Act  of  1882)  accrued, 
ber  of  the  London  corps  of  the  Royal  formed  the  basis  for  the  payment  to 
Naval  Artillery  Volunteers  who  has  not  which  the  landlord  was  entitled.  No 
strictly  complied  with  all  the  conditions  reference  was  made  to  a  reserved  penal 
for  efficiency  as  laid  down  in  the  Admi-  rent  in  the  case  in  question.  The  tenant, 
ralty  Regulations.  If  any  "  efficient "  in  his  affidavit,  stated  that  the  arrears 
member  should  not  be  in  possession  of  his  mentioned  were  justly  due.  (5.)  Pro- 
certificate  of  efficiency  it  is  in  conse-  vision  is  made  under  the  7th  section  of 
quence  of  his  not  having  applied  for  the  the  Act  to  meet  any  claim  which  may 
same.  The  certificate  of  efficiency  is  not  have  been  falsely  made, 
issued  annually  as  a  matter  of  course.  It  Mr.  HAYDEN  :  May  I  call  the  atten- 
is  signed  by  the  officer-instructor,  the  tion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
commanding  officer  of  the  battery,  and  fact  that  he  has  not  answered  the  fourth, 
the  commanding  officer  of  the  brigade,  paragraph  of  my  question  ? 
The  capitation  grant  is  paid  by  the  •  Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  cannot  give 
Accountant  General,  on  the  basis  of  the  any  further  answer  than  I  have  given. 
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GALWAY  DOCKS. 
Me.  HAYDEN  :  I  bag  ia  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Ti-eiusury  whether  com- 
plainte  have  readied  him  tliat  the  new 
dock  lately  constructeil  at  Galway  is 
totally  unlighted  at  night ;  tliat  the  pre- 
viouHly  existing  dock,  also  called  the  new- 
dock,  is  very  imperfectly  liglited ;  and 
there  have  beon  three  deaths  by  drowning 
within  the  last  aix  montlia  ;  is  ther^ 
evidence  in  the  pissession  of  the  Harbour 
Commissioners  to  ahowwhetlier  any  of  the 
frequent  drowning  accidents  at  Galway 
Docks  were  oceasiimed  by  the  defective 
lighting ;  is  the  Irish  Board  nf  Works 
responsible  for  the  existing  state  of 
a&irs ;  and  will  ho  ^et  the  npinioii  of 
the  Gralway  Harbonr  Coniinissi oners  on 
this  last  point  direct  from  the  Oalway 
Board? 

•Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  hiivj  no  iiiforma. 
tion  as  to  the  fir.st  four  paragraphs  of  the 
hon.  Member's  qnestion.  \Vith  regard 
to  the  hitter  part,  I  undi-rstand  that  the 
Board  of  Works  lias  baen  iti  commnnica- 
tion  with  the  Oalway  Harbonr  Com- 
missioners aa  to  improving  the  lighting, 
and  I  am  snre  that  aiiv  representation  of 
the  Harbour  Commissioners  will  receive 
the  most  careful  consideration. 

MK.  .lOUS  SLATTERV. 
Mii.  FLYNN  (Cork,  X.):  I  l)eg  t<. 
ask  the  Chief  Kt-cretary  to  tlio  Liord 
LieutciLant  of  Ireland,  witli  reference  to 
the  imprisonment  of  Mr.  Jolin  Slattery, 
of  Cork,  for  six  months  (in  default  of 
giving  bail),  if  he  can  now  stiitc  nnder 
what  section  of  tlie  Criminal  Ijftw  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act  Mr,  Slntterj-  was 
convicted  ? 

•The  ATTORNKY  GENERAL  fog 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden-,  University  of 
Dublin):  As  this  is  a  question  relating 
to  the  administration  of  the  law  in  Ire- 
laud  I  may  be  allowed  to  answer  it. 
Mr.  John  SLittiry,  of  Curk,  was  tried 
under  the  'ind  SL'ction  of  the  Crimes 
Act  of  ISti",  on  a  charge  of  using  in- 
timidation tow.irds  one  Hiclmnl  Quinlan. 
The  magistrates  hiild  the  chai-ge  [iroved, 
aad  mnde  an  order  that  the  defendant 
should  give  security  to  hn  <'i  good 
bsliaviour,  or  in  di'fault  nf  iKiil  be  im- 
prisoned for  six  montjis. 

•Mb.  FLYNN  ;  Is  the  power  to  hold  to 
biif  for  go:)d  Ijeliaviour  derived  from  the 
Crimes  Act  ? 


Mr.  madden  :  No ;  it  Is  derived 
from  the  Statute  of  Edward  III.  ; 
as  proceedings  are  being  taken  t» 
test  the  legality  of  the  decisioDB  of  the 
magistrates  I  think  it  la  undesirable  that 
I  should  enter  further  into  the  subject. 

Mk.  SKXTON  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  aay  how  often 
this  decision  has  been  come  to  under  the 
Coercion  Act  ? 

Mn.  MADDEN  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
wishes  for  statistics  on  the  subject,  and 

*I1  pat  a  notice  on  the  Paper,  I  will  con- 
sider whether   it    is  practicable  to  giTO 

•Ml!.  FLYNN :  As  an  appeal  ia  pend- 
ing, will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  order 
the  releaac  of  Mr.  Slattery  on  bail ) 
Mu.  ilADDKN :  It   is   not  necessary 

or  Tne  to  give  any  special  direction,  nor 

m  I  competent  to  do  so. 

•Mb.  FLYNN  :  Then  thers  is  practically 

L"  appeal  at  all  ? 

Mi!,  MADDKN  :  I  did  not  say  so.  I 
said  tlmi  proceedings  wore  about  to  be 
taken  to  bring  the  matlLT  bL'fore  the 
Superior  Courts.  I  pndersland  from  the 
news[>aiiers  tltat  that  is  so  ;  bnt  1  have  no 
further  information  on  the  subject. 

WEST    AFRICAN    AFFAIRS. 
Mir      GEORGE      BADEN-POWELL 

(Livcr[Kio],  Kirkdide)  i  I  beg  fo  ask  the 
Under  Seerctary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  he  can  now  state  when 
it  will  bo  possible  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  the  Agreement  concluded 
witli  France  for  tlie  settlement  of  Weat 
African  <iuestions  1 

•S[K  J.  FERGUSSON:  TheAgreement 
concluded  with  France  for  the  settlement 
of  'West  African  questions  was  dis- 
tributed to  boil.  Members  in  a  Parlia- 
mentary Paper  on  the  13th  of  the  present 
month. 

THE  BEHRIXG  SEA  FISHERIES. 
Mu.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  it  is  correct  that 
tlie  Behring  Sea  dispute  has  been  settled, 
and  that  Sir  Julian  Paunccfote  baa 
conceded  the  right  of  Americana  to 
exclude  Uritish  sealers  from  the  waters 
of  the  Alaskan  Company  ;  and,  if  true, 
that  damages  to  British  veasela  are  to  be 
settled  by  arbitration,  and  that  a  close 
time  for  the   capture  of  seals  is  to   be 


Rxcd  alike  fi>r  American  and  Canadian 

•Sib  J.  FERGUSSON :  The  Btatement 
that  the  Behring  Sea  question  has  been 
settled  is  not  correct.  The  negotiations 
;iri!  still  going  on. 

CKETE. 
Me.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
foreign  Afiairs  whether  he  can  give 
the  House  any  recent  information  as  to 
the  position  of  affairs  in  Crete  and  the 
prospects  of  a  restoration  of  tranquiOity 
in  that  Island; and,  in particniar, whether 
the  Turkish  Government  intends  to  make 
Huy  modification  in  the  recently  issued 
Firman  ? 
•Sib  J.  B'EBGUSSON  :  Tiie  latest 
Rejjorts  from  Her.  Majesty's  olEcers  in 
Crete,  founded  on  personal  observation 
in  a  lengthened  tour,  state  that  the 
general  state  of  the  districts  was  quits 
quiet.  ■' A  strangur,"  one  of  them  says, 
"  would  have  buen  unaware  that  any- 
thing of  an  unusual  nature  had  been 
going  on."  Inquiries  made  in  every 
village  showed  an  absence  of  complaints, 
eicept  of  a  petty  character.  There 
would  appear,  therefore,  to  be  in  general 
a  cessation  of  the  acts  of  pillage  and 
violence,  before  reported  as  having  been 
committed  by  contending  parties.  On 
the  other  hand,  there  have  been  cases  of 
jiolicemen  and  detached  troopers  being 
shot ;  and  inflammatory  reports  are 
disseminated  in  the  towns,  including 
some  charges  of  atrocious  conduct  by  the 
troops,  which  in  some  instances,  which 
the  British  Consul  and  the  British 
senior  naval  officer  had  an  opportunity 
of  investigating,  proved  to  be  entirely 
unfounded.  Telegrams  of  the  20th  and 
!27th  of  February  state  that  certain 
refugees  in  Greece,  though  implicated  in 
recent  evente,  on  returning  to  Crete  have 
not  been  molested  hy  the  authorities, 
and  the  Turkish  Consjil  General  at  the 
Pineus  has  published  a  notice  that  all 
refugees,  except  16  persons  named,  may 
freely  return  to  Crete.  The  Government 
have  uo  information  of  any  intention  on 
the  part  of  the  Forte  to  modify  the  late 
Firman  ;  but  the  Yali  of  Crete  has  issued 
a  Circular  explaining  its  provisionB,  and 
the  British  Consul  reports  that  iif  the 
riews  of  the  Vali  are  carried  out,  little 
cause  of  complaint  would  be  left  with 
regard  to  the  Finnan,  but  that  the  people 
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stirredby  the  act  ion  of  politicians.  The 

general  result  at  present  is  more  hopeful. 

Mb.   BRYCE  :  la  the    information  in 

of  the  right  hon,   Gcntle- 

itirely  upon  Reports  of  the 

British  Consul,  or  does  he  derive  it  from 

any  other  source? 

■'Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  It  is  also  based 

1   th?   Reports  of   the  senior  niedical 

oificer,  who  has  been  through  the  country. 

Papers  will  shortly  be  laid  before  the 

BRYCE:    How   late  will   those 


.        JO? 

'Sib  J.  FERGUSSON  :  To  n  very  late 
date  indeed. 

DIVISION  OK  RATES. 
Mr.  SEALE-HAYNB  (Devon,  Ash- 
burton)  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
the  Times  report  of  his  speech  of  Friday 
last  is  correct,  from  which  it  appears 
that  he  said— 

With  regHrd  to  the  qncBtion  of  the  division 
o( rates.  The  QovernaiBnt  entirely  agreed  there 
shoald  be  B  di vision  between  the  ownera  nnd  the 
occupiers,  provided  there  vaa  proper  and  ade- 
quate representation  of  the  owners  Thoy  were 
aDiious  to  deal  with  the  Bubje«t  when  time 
and  opportunity  could  be  found  ;" 

if  BO,  whether  the  Government  will 
introduce  a  Bill  for  the  division  of  rates 
between  owners  and  occupiers,  or  give 
facilities  for  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Tenancies  Rating  Bill,  which  provides 
for  such  division  on  the  principle  to 
which  the  Government  agree  ? 

•Mb.  RITCHIE  :  It  is  impossible  tor 
the  Governm.ent  to  add  to  their  pro- 
granime  of  legislation  a  Bill  on  the 
subject  referred  to  in  the  question. 
They  cannot  undertake  to  give  the  hon. 
Member  facilities  for  the  Sscond  Reading 
of  his  Bill. 

IRELAND— THE  CLONGOREY  ARRESTS. 
Mb.  CAREW  (Kildare,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretaiy  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  on  Tuesday  last  armed  emer- 
gency men  entered  Mrs.  Kelly's  yard, 
and  refused  to  leave,  though  requested 
by  the  owner  Tio  do  so ;  whether  tie 
police  in  charge,  instead  of  protecting  the 
owner,  arrested  eight  workmen  who  were 
engaged  on  the  premises ;  and  whether 
he  can  state  by  wliat  authority  emer- 
gency  men,    armed    or    unarmed,   can 
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enter  upon  premises  in  legal  possession 
of  the  owner  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Constabu- 
lary  Authorities  report  that,  so  far  as  the 
police  are  aware,  no  armed  emergency 
men  entered  Mrs.  Kelly's  yard  on  Tues- 
day last,  nor  did  anything  occur  calling 
for  police  interference  on  behalf  of  Mrs. 
Kelly,  who,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  was  not 
on  the  premises.  The  police  arrested 
four  men  that  day,  not  eight,  as  alleged 
in  the  question.  The  men  were  arrested 
for  refusing  to  desist  from  working  after 
repeated  cautions,  and  were  subsequently 
discharged,  to  be  summoned. 

Mr.  sexton  :  May  I  ask  whether  the 
police  acted  legally  or  illegally  in  break- 
ing into  the  house  of  Mrs.  Kelly ;  and 
whether,  as  the  illegality  in  respect  to 
the  service  of  the  precept  is  now  ad- 
mitted, the  Government  will  order  the 
release  of  Father  Kin  sella  and  the  other 
persons  now  in  prison  ? 

♦Mr.  MADDEN :  I  understand  tliat 
the  police  had  a  warrant ;  and,  if  so,  they 
had  legal  power  to  force  open  the  door. 
Even  if  the  service  of  the  precept  were 
wrong,  thsiiJi  did  not  afEect  the  question 
of  unlawful  assembly,  because  the  way  to 
test  the  legality  of  the  precept  was  not 
to  collect  a  number  of  persons  to  disobey 
it.  I  do  not,  however,  wish  to  discuss 
the  case,  as  the  trial  for  unlawful 
assembly  is  pending  ;  but  if  the  hon. 
Member  forces  me  to  give  an  answer  I 
can  only  say  that,  in  my  opinion,  an 
assembly  to  forcibly  interfere  witli  a  pre- 
cept cannot  be  justified  because  of  some 
technical  informality  in  the  service  of 
that  precept.  It  is  extremely  undesirable 
to  discuss  the  point,  and  I  must  re- 
spectfully decline  to  give  any  further 
answer. 

Mr.  CLANCY:  Was  not  the  forcing 
of  the  door  absolutely  illegal,  seeing  that 
the  officers  refused  to  produce  the  war- 
rant when  requested  to  do  so  by  the 
persons  inside  ? 

*Mr.  madden  :  My  information  leads 
me  to  infer  that  the  forcing  of  the  door 
was  not  illegal,  as  the  police  officers  had 
a  warrant  in  their  hands  at  the  time. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  deny  that  the  warrant  was 
asked  for,  and  that  the  police  officers 
refused  to  produce  it  ? 

*Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order. 
Mr,  Carew 


THE  CASE  OF  MR.  HENRY  O'CONNOR. 
Mr.  CAREW:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  conviction  of  Mr.  Henry  O'Connor, 
sub-editor  of  the  Leinster  Leader,  for 
publishing  reports  of  League  bi-anches, 
was  yesterday  quashed  in  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench,  Dublin,  with  costs  against 
the  magistrates  who  tried  him ;  whether, 
after  sentencing  Mr.  O'Connor  to  two 
months'  imprisonment  with  hard  labour, 
the  magistrates  were  asked  and  refused 
to  state  a  case,  on  the  ground  that  the 
point  raised  was  frivolous ;  whether  Mr. 
O'Connor  was  kept  in  prison  until  a 
niandamtts  to  compel  the  magistrates  to 
state  a  case  was  obtained  from  ihe  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench  ;  whether  one  of  those 
magistrates  was  Mr.  Vesey  Fitzgerald, 
who,  on  Friday  last,  sentenced  Father 
Kinsella  and  the  other  Clongorey  prison- 
ers to  two  months'  imprisonment,  and 
refused,  when  asked,  to  state  a  case  on 
their  behalf  ;  and,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  take  any  steps  to  compensate 
Mr.  O'Connor  for  his  illegal  detention 
in  gaol? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  understand 
the  facts  are  as  stated  in  the  first  three 
paragraphs  of  the  question,  except 
that  the  Division  of  the  High  Court  in 
which  the  case  was  heard  is  not  correctly 
stated.  It  is  not  the  fact  that  one  of  the 
magistrates  was  Mr.  Vesey  Fitzgerald. 
With  regard  to  the  last  paragraph,  I 
must  wait  for  'further  information,  the 
only  facts  within  my  cognisance  in  addi- 
tion to  those  stated  in  the  question  being 
that  the  judgment  of  the  Exchequer 
Division  was  on  a  purely  technical  point 
— one  of  the  Judges  stating  at  the  time 
that  there  could  be  no  moral  doubt  as  to 
the  substantial  truth  'of  the  allegation, 
of  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Court, 
strict  legal  proof  had  not  been  given. 

• 

SCOTCH  SCHOOL  BOARDS. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
RoUox)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate whether  it  is  the  case  that  School 
Boards  in  Scotland  must  obtain  the 
sanction  of  the  Scotch  Education  Depart- 
ment prior  to  the  sanction  of  new  schools^ 
and  whether  application  was  made  to  the 
Department  for  sanction  to  the  erection  of 
a  Board  school  in  Lenzie  prior  to  its 
ei'ection ;    whether  the    School    Boards 
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concerned,  in  their  application  for  such 
sanction,  included,  in  the  number  of 
children  requiring  school  accommodation, 
the  total  number  of  children  of  school 
age  in  Lenzie  District ;  what  was  the 
number  of  children  of  school  age  in 
Lenzie  District  at  the  date  of  application ; 
upon  what  date  did  the  Department 
proceed  in  sanctioning  the  erection  of 
school  buildings  to  accommodate  560 
children,  seeing  that  the  average  attend- 
ance is  only  201  ;  what  is  the  cause  of 
this  small  attendance  at  this  school ; 
whether  the  school  fees  charged  in 
Lenzie  Board  School  are  complained 
against  as  not  being  within  the  reason- 
able reach  of  children  of  the  working 
classes  resident  in  that  district ;  whether 
the  School  Boards  have  made  any  pro- 
vision, and,  if  so,  what,  and  where,  in 
Lenzie  District,  for  providing  free  educa- 
tion in  the  compulsory  standards ;  and 
whether  provision  for  free  education 
in  schools  outside  the  district  of  the 
children's  residence  (especially  in  the 
face  of  there  being  vacant  places  for  300 
children  in  Lenzie  School,  specially  built 
for  the  accommodation  of  children  resi- 
dent in  Lenzie  District)  is  a  compliance 
with  the  condition  precedent  set  forth  in 
the  Minute  of  the  Department  of  26th 
August  ? 

*Mr.  J.  P.  B.  KOBERTSON:  School 
Boards  in  Scotland  must  obtain  the 
sanction  of  the  Scotch  Education  Depart- 
ment to  any  loan  for  the  erection  of  a 
new  school.  A  long  correspondence  took 
place  with  regard  to  the  school  at  Lenzie, 
extending  from  the  year  1884,  when  a 
memorial  was  presented  by  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  district  urging  the  necessity 
of  a  school  at  Lenzie,  which  was  a  rapidly- 
increasing  district,  paying  large  school 
rates.  The  two  School  Boards  of  Gadder 
and  Kirkintilloch  ultimately  assented  to 
the  Petition  of  the  inhabitants,  and  in  the 
year  1887  presented  an  application  for 
sanction  to  a  loan  for  the  provision  of  a 
school  for  the  children  residing  within 
the  districts  of  these  two  Boards  at 
Lenzie,  where  they  certified  that  there 
were  133  families  at  that  date  for  whom 
no  efficient  school  was  available.  This 
loan  finally  received  the  sanction  of 
the  Department  in  August,  1888.  The 
Department  do  not  know  the  cause  of 
the  present  attendance  at  the  schooL  I 
have  already  stated,  in  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member,  what  representations  have 


reached  the  Department  with  respect  to 
the  school  fees  at  Lenzie  Academy,  as 
well  as  the  assurances  received  from  the 
School  Boards  as  to  the  supply  of  free 
places  for  the  district,  upon  the  faith  of 
which  this  school  was  sanctioned  as  a 
fee-paying  school ;  and  I  have  also 
stated  that  the  Department  is  prepared 
to  consider  any  statistics  showing  that 
hardship  exists,  or  that  the  representa- 
tions of  the  School  Board  were  unfounded, 

SANITARY    ARRANGEMENTS    AT 
BUCKINGHAM. 

♦Caftain  VERNEY  (Bucks,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether,  in  view  of 
the  letter  addressed  by  the  Board  on  the 
30th  of  January  last  to  the  Buckingham 
Rural  Sanitary  Authority,  observing  on 
the  urgent  need  of  a  pure  and  suflBcient 
water  supply,  on  the  absence  of  a 
hospital  for  infectious  cases,  and  of  proper 
means  for  disinfection,  and  also  on  the 
grave  structural  defects  of  the  sewers, 
and  wholly  insufficient  action  of  the 
Authority,  the  Local  Government  Board 
can  compel  this  Authority  to  exercise 
their  powers  for  the  protection  of  the 
public  health  of  their  district ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  the  Board  intends  so  to  compel 
this  Authority  ? 

♦The  secretary  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Long, 
Wilts,  Devizes)  :  The  Local  Government 
Board,  in  the  event  of  formal  complaint 
being  made  to  them  under  Section  299 
of  the  Public  Health  Act  that  the 
Sanitary  Authority  have  failed  to  provide 
their  district  with  sufficient  sewers  or 
with  an  adequate  supply  of  water,  can 
direct  a  local  inquiry  on  the  subject ;  and 
if  the  complaint  is  substantiated  can 
issue  an  order  limiting  the  time  within 
which  the  Sanitary  Authority  shall 
discharge  their  duty.  If  the  authority 
fail  to  comply  with  the  requirements  of 
the  order,  the  Board  can  apply  to  the 
High  Court  for  a  mandamus.  In  the 
case  referred  to  in  the  question,  the  Board 
have  not  received  any  such  complaint, 
and  cannot  therefore  at  present  take  the 
action  indicated.  If  such  a  complaint 
were  received  it  would  meet  with  the 
Board's  prompt  attention.  The  Board 
are  clearly  of  opinion  that  not  only  are 
the  Authority  failing  in  their  duty,  but 
that,  as  they  have  informed  them,  they 
are   incurring    serious   responsibility  in 
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neglecting  to  exercise  the  powers  witli 
which  they  have  b?en  entrusted  by  the 
Legislature  for  tha  protection  of  the 
public  health  of  their  district. 

H.M.S.  riCTORIA—Tlil^  110-TON  GUNS. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  1  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  wliether 
the  Victoria  is  to  be  commissioned  next 
month;  whether  the  110-ton  guns  hav.^ 
been  strengthened  to  the  satisfeiction  of 
tlie  Admiralty ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
orders  have  been  given  that  they  are  not 
to  b3  fired  with  the  full  cliarge ;  and 
what  are  the  precise  orders  upon  that 
point ;  and  whether  the  Government 
will  institute  an  independent  inquiry 
into  the  utility  and  efficiency  of  thess 
monster  guns  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  The  Victoria 
is  to  be  commissioned  next  month.  The 
two  110-ton  guns  of  the  Victoria  have 
been  strengthened  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Ordnance  Committee.  No  orders 
have  been,  or  will  be,  given  that  they 
are  not  to  be  fired  vrith  the  full  or 
maximum  charge.  Only  three  ships  in 
the  Navy  are  armed,  or  are  proposed 
to  be  armed,  with  these  guns.  The 
precis 3  orders  as  regards  practice  are 
laid  down  in  Regulations  issued  in  July, 
1 888.  Tlie  utility  and  efficiency  of  these 
heavy  guns  is  so  undoubted  that  there  is 
no  intention  of  instituting  any  further 
inquiry  into  the  subject.  In  an  official 
letter  just  received,  tiated  February  T), 
1 890,  the  captain  of  the  Benhow  reports 
that — 

''The  110-ton  guDS  mounted  in  that  ship  do 
not  show  the  slightest  sign  of  any  weakness  in 
their  construction^  and  the  officers  and  men 
have  complete  confidence  in  them." 

EXCISE  PROSECUTIONS. 

Mr.  NEWNES  (Cambridge,  E.,  New- 
market) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  is  aware  that  an  exciseman  at  Great 
Wilbraham,  Cambs.,  induced  a  carman 
named  Dockerill  to  sell  him  half  a  pound 
of  tobacco,  and  then  issued  a  summons 
against  him,  with  the  result  that  Dock- 
erill was  fined  £25  at  the  Bottisham 
Sessions  on  the  21st  of  October  last; 
whether  the  Excise  officer  acted  in  ac- 
cordance with  his  instructions ;  and 
whether  he  will  cause  an  inquiry  to  be 
made  into  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
cas3? 

Mr.  Long 


Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  Cominis. 
sioners  of  Inland  Revenue  inform  me 
that  the  facts  are  these  : — Complaints 
were  received  from  local  tradesmen 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  Great  Wilbra- 
ham that  illegal  hawking  of  tobacco 
was  being  practised,  and  orders  were 
given  to  the  Excise  officers  to  en- 
deavour to  prevent  such  infractions  of 
the  law.  An  Excise  officer,  having  reason 
to  believe  that  the  carman  Dockerill  was 
one  of  the  offenders,  asked  him  if  he  did 
not  se*ll  tobacco,  to  which  Dockerill 
replied  in  the  affirmative,  and  then  sold 
the  officer  half  a  pound.  The  magistrates 
who  tried  the  case  at  first  imposed  a 
penalty  of  £50 ;  but,  with  the  consent  of 
the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue,  mitigated 
it  to  £25. 

THE   NEW    EDUCATION    CODE. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  when  the  New 
Code  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  and  in 
the  hands  of  Members  of  the  House  ? 

The  VICE-PRESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dtke,  Kent, 
Dartford)  :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  be  the  first  to  appreciate  the  circum- 
stances which  have  retarded  the  prepara- 
tion of  the  Code.  It  will  be  formally 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  within 
the  usual  pericxl ;  but  it  will  not  be  ready 
for  distribution  until  a  later  date. 

THE  SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDI- 

CATURE. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he  will 
lay  upon  tlie  Table  of  the  House  the 
Reports  of  the  Departmental  Committee 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  question  of 
further  reductions  in  the  Staff  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  ? 
♦The  first  LORD  of  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  Westminster) : 
The  Reports  for  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman asks  are  those  not  of  an  ordinary 
Departmental  Committee,  but  of  a  cx)n- 
fidential  Committee  appointed  to  advise 
the  Government  on  certain  points. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  regret  it  is 
not  in  my  power  to  give  the  information 
asked  for ;  but  I  shall  be  glad  to  show 
the  Reports  to  the  right  hon.  Member 
confidentially.  Perhaps,  however,  it 
would   meet   his   views    if,   before   the 
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Supreme  Court  Estimate  is  discussed, 
there  is  laid  on  the  Table  a  statement  of 
what  has  been  done,  and  what  remains 
to  be  done,  to  carry  out  the  recommen- 
dations of  former  Committees  presided 
over  by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  and  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls,  which  were  referred 
to  in  the  debates  of  1888. 

THE  HORSE  AND  WHEEL  TAX. 
Sir  RICHARD  PAGET:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
with  reference  to  his  reply  on  the  10th 
August  last  to  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Herts — *f  that  he  did  not  at  present 
see  his  way  to  meeting  the  views  of  the 
County  Councils  "  (namely,  as  to  the  sup- 
plying the  deficiency  of  county  resources, 
caused  by  the  abandonment  of  the  Horse 
and  Wheel  Tax) ;  whether  he  is  now 
prepared  to  consider  the  propriety  of 
dealing  with  the  matter,  and  affording 
some  assistance  to  the  ratepayers  in 
meeting  the  charge  for  maintenance  of 
main  roads,  which  is  now  borne  exclu- 
sively by  the  rates  ? 

*The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  It  appears  that  there  is 
a  growing  regret  at  the  loss  of  the  bless- 
ing which  I  intended  to  confer  on  the 
ratepayer  two  years  ago.  I  doubt 
whether  that  feeling  is  yet  strong  enough, 
or  widespread  enough,  to  admit  of  a 
revival  of  the  Wheel  and  Van  Tax.  I 
do  not  think  that  it  is  perfectly  correct 
to  say  that  the  ratepayers  pay  the  cost 
of  main  roads  exclusively,  as  there  is  the 
excess  of  the  sum  produced  by  licences 
as  a  set-off. 

Sir  R.  PAGET:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  be  good  enough  to  inform  us 
what  further  expression  he  desires  to 
receive  in  order  to  satisfy  himself  of  the 
desirability  of  introducing  a  measure  ? 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN:  As  soon  as  I  can 
ascertain  from  the  ordinary  channels  of 
information  to  which  Ministers  have 
recourse  in  order  to  ascertain  the  general 
feeling  that  there  is  the  slightest  chance 
of  carrying  a  measure,  I  should  be  glad 
to  introduce  a  Bill ;  but  it  would  be 
useless  to  attempt  to  carry  any  measure 
of  the  kind  unless  there  was  a  general 
agreement  upon  it.  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  will  be  able  to  persuade  his 
colleagues  in  some  of  the  boroughs 
that  such  a  measure  ought  to  be 
passed. 

VOL.  CCCXLI.    [third  series.] 


DUBLIN  HOSPITALS  BILL. 
Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  the  Government  intend  to 
introduce  the  Dublin  Hospitals  Bill  during 
the  present  Session  ? 

♦Mr.  JACKSON  :  It  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  introduce  legisla- 
tion dealing  with  the  Dublin  Hospitals. 

Mr.     SEXTON:     Will   the    Bill    be 
introduced  soon  ? 
*Mr.  JACKSON  :  As  early  as  possible. 

• 

SOLDIERS  IN  UNIFORM  AT  THEATRES 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact 
that,  on  the  evening  of  the  7th  January 
last,  three  non-commissioned  officers  of 
the  Royal  Horse  Guards  were  refused 
admission,  by  the  manager  of  Her 
Majesty's  Theatre,  to  a  box  which  had 
been  specially  given  them  by  a  General 
Officer  commanding  in  the  district ;  that 
the  ground  of  such  refusal  was  that  the 
men  were  in  uniform ;  and  whether  it 
is  in  his  power  to  take  steps  to  provide 
that  soldiers  in  uniform  shall,  when 
frequenting  places  of  jmblic  entertain- 
ment, enjoy  the  same  rights  and  privileges 
as  the  civilian,  and  shall  no  longer  be 
subjected  to  disabilities  and  vexations 
on  account  of  their  wearing  the  uniform 
of  Her  Majesty's  Army  ? 

*Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  My  attention 
has  been  called  to  this  case,  and  I  should 
like  to  express  my  entire  agreement 
with  the  view  expressed  by  the  noble 
Lord  in  the  question — that  it  is  intoler- 
able that  any  disability  should  attach  to 
wearing  the  Queen's  uniform.  I  have 
no  direct  power  in  the  matter,  and  the 
best  meons  of  dealing  with  it  effectively 
require  consideration.  But,  after  consul- 
tation with  the  Lord  Chamberlain,  I 
propose,  as  a  first  step,  to  send  him  a 
Memorandum  setting  forth  the  views  we 
entertain,  and  he  has  undertaken  to 
circulate  it  to  the  theatres  within  his 
jurisdiction. 

TELEGRAPH  OFFICE  AT 

ETTING8HALL. 

Sir  W.  PLOWDEN  (Wolverhampton, 

W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 

whether,  when  replacing  the  Post  Office 

at  Ettingshall,  he  would  give  the  locality 
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the  advantage  of  a  Telegraph  OflBco  at 
the  same  place,  bearing  in  mind  the 
considerable  works  in  the  immediate 
neighbonrhood,  employing  large  numbers 
of  workmen  ? 

♦Sir  H.  maxwell  :  I  am  informed 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Postmaster 
General  that  he  will  be  glad  to  inquire 
whether  the  circumstances  will  justify 
the  establishment  of  a  Telegraph  Office 
at  Ettmgshall. 

THE  TITHES  BILL. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Lancashire, 
N.E.,  Darwen) :  May  I  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  when  we  may  hope 
to  have  the  Tithes  Bill  in  our  hands  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  hope  in  the 
course  of  a  few  days  tD  be  able  to  circu- 
late it. 


ARMY     (ORDNANCE      FACTORIES) 
(SUPPLEMENTARY  ESTIMATE). 

Ordered,  That  the  Army  (Ordnance  Factories 
(Supplementary  Estimate),  which  was  pre- 
sented upon  the  26th  day  of  this  instant 
February,  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
Supply,  to  be  printed.     (No.  72.) 

MAJOR   GENERAL   DOWNES   (CORRES- 

PONDENCE). 

Address  for — 

• 

**  Copy  of  Correspondence  between  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  and  the  Colonial 
Office  with  regard  to  the  employment  of  Major 
General  Downes.'* — {Mr.  Henniker  Heaton.) 

PUBLIC  PETITIONS  COMMITTEE. 

Second  Report  brought  up,  and  read ; 
to  lie  upon  the  Tahle,  and  to  be  printed. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  intituled 
"  An  Act  to  provide  a  close  time  for 
Hares  in  England,  Scotland,  and  Wales." 
[Hares  Preservation  Bill  \Lord8.'\ 

And,  also,  a  Bill,  intituled  "  An  Act  to 
abolish  the  OflBce  of  Secretary  of  Pre- 
sentations, and  to  provide  for  the  per- 
formance of  the  duties  attached  to  that 
Offic3."     [Crown  Office  Bill  [Lords.] 

MOTION, 


-*o*- 


KITCHEN  AND  REFRESHMENT  ROOMS 
(HOUSE  OF  COMMONS). 

Select  Committee  on  Kitchen  and  Refresh- 
ment Rooms  (Houso  of  Commons)  nominated 
of, — Mr.  A.  H.  Acland,  Mr.  H.  Anstruther, 
Mr.  William  Corbet,  Mr.  Cremer,  Mr.  Thomas 
Sir  W.  Plowden 


Fielden,  Mr.  Flower,  General  Galdsworthy, 
Colonel  Hamilton,  Mr,  Herbert,  Mr.  Cowley 
liambert,  Viscount  Lewisham,  Colonel  Malcolm. 
Iklr.  Marjoribanks,  Mr.  Richard  Power,  and 
Mr.  Shell. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum.— (Jfr. 
Herbert.) 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAT. 


SUPPLY-SUPPLEMENTARY 
ESTIMATES. 

Civil  Services  and  Kevenue  Departm:ents, 

1889-90. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  VI. 

I.  jB8,101,  Supplementary,  Super- 
annuations and  Retired  Allowances. 

(4.30.)  Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.) :  I  should  like  to  receive  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasnry 
some  information  in  reference  to  the  offices 
of  the  Supreme  Court.  The  reason  I  press 
for  it  is  this :  There  was  in  1880  a  re- 
organisation of  the  offices,  and  the  result 
was  that  a  large  number  of  persons  drew 
considerable  salaries  without  doing  any 
work,  the  Government  not  being  pre- 
pared to  superannuate  them  nor  to 
utilise  their  services.  Two  have  since 
died,  and  three  have  been  placed  on  the 
pension  list,  but  for  a  long  time  they 
were  kept  on  the  books  on  full  pay.  It 
may  be  that  there  may  be  difficulties  of 
the  same  kind  hereafter,  and  it  is  to  be 
hoped  that  some  different  arrangement 
will  be  made.  I  hope  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  will  inform  us  what  has 
been  done  in  regard  to  this  matter. 

(4.31.)  The  SECRETARY  to  the 
TREASURY  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  : 
I  am  afraid  1  am  hardly  prepared  to 
discuss  the  general  question  of  re-organ- 
isation ;  but  I  may  tell  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  re-organisation  which  has 
taken  place  has  no  elements  in  it  likely 
to  lead  to  difficulty  such  as  he  has 
described.  It  was  no  part  of  my  duty 
to  call  on  the  gentlemen  referred  to 
to  perform  duties  other  than  those  for 
which  they  were  originally  engaged,  and 
as  those  duties,  had  lapsed  they  continued 
to  draw  their  salaries  as  stated. 

*(4.32.)  Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.) :  There  are  two  ques- 
tions I  wish  to  put  to  the  hon* 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the    Trea- 
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suiy.  One  is  as  to  pensions  granted 
to  two  officers,  one  of  ^1,333,  and  the 
other  of  £1,233.  I  observe  that  the 
services  rendered  appear  to  have  been 
about  the  same  ;  but  there  is  a  difference 
of  £100  a  year  in  the  pensions  in  the 
•case  of  one  who  had  served  27  years, 
against  the  other  who  served  3.6  years. 
1  should  like  to  know  the  reason  for 
that.  I  should  also  like  to  hear  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman  what  are  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government  with  regard  to 
the  whole  question  of  superannuation. 
The  Commission  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  matter  made  an  elaborate  Report 
upon  it  and  a  Bill  was  brought  in  during 
the  last  week  of  last  Session,  when,  how- 
ever, there  was  not  time  to  pass  it  into 
law.  We  liave,  I  think,  a  right  to  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  deal  with  the 
matter  this  Session.  The  question  is  a 
very  grave  one,  and  one  that  involves  the 
country  in  a  very  large  expenditure. 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  should  prefer,  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  it,  that 
any  discussion  which  it  may  be  desirable 
to  raise  on  the  general  question  should 
.  1)0  deferred  until  the  introduction  of  a 
Bill,  or  until  the  general  Estimates  are 
reached.  I  believe  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  on  the  subject.  With  regard 
to  the  question  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
asked  about  two  varying  pensions  for 
apparently  equal  services,  the  explanation 
is  to  be  found  in  the  additional  allowances 
for  professional  qualifications. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

2.      £828,     Supplementary,     Pauper 
Lunatics,  Scotland. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 
Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

WESTERN   AUSTRALIA 
CONSTFTUTEON  BILL.— (No.  112.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

*(4.43.)  The  UNDER  SECRETARY 
OP  STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron 
H.  DE  Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  : 
This  Bill  is  introduced  for  the  purpose  of 
granting  Responsible  Government  to 
Western  Australia.  It  is,  in  form  and 
substance,  identical  with  the  Bill  passed 
in  another  place  last  year,  and  which  for 
want  of  time  we  were   unable  to  pass 


through  this  House.  The  delimitation 
of  territory  which  the  Bill  proposes  to 
give  to  the  Responsible  Government  is 
the  26th  parallel  of  south  latitude.  To 
the  Responsible  Governmient  will  be 
granted  the  whole  area  of  the  country  ; 
but  within  this  delimitation  certain 
regulations  will  b^  made  relative  to  the 
sale  or  disposal  of  land,  and  this  question 
with  regard  to  the  sale  or  leasing  of  land 
we  propose  to  refer  to  a  Select  Committee 
representing  all  shades  of  opinion  in  this 
House.  That  being  so,  I  do  not  think 
the  House  will  want  me  to  go  into  all 
the  details  of  the  Bill,  but  I  wish 
especially  to  call  attention  to  two  or 
three  clauses  which  are  of  great  impor- 
tance as  embodying  what  I  may  call  vital 
principles.  The  principal  clauses  of  the 
Imperial  Bill  are  : — Clause  3,  vesting  in 
the  Local  Legislature  the  management 
and  control  of  Crown  lands  south  of  the 
26th  degree  of  south  latitude  ;  Clause  4, 
reserving  to  the  Home  Government  the 
management  of  Crow^n  lands  north  of  the 
26th  degree  of  south  latitude  and  pro- 
viding for  the  application  of  the  fund 
arising  from  the  sale  and  lease  of  such 
lands  ;  Clause  7,  reserving  poTver  to  Her 
Majesty  to  subdivide  the  colony  here- 
after; and  Clause  8,  reserving  for  the 
signification  of  Her  Majesty's  pleasure 
any  local  Act  that  may  hereafter  be 
passed  restricting  the  immigration  of 
British  subjects.  Thi«  clause  is,  in  my 
opinion,  one  of  the  most  important  in  the 
Bill,  because  I  have  oftsn  heard  it  urged 
with  great  force  that  power  should 
be  reserved  by  the  Imperial  Legis- 
lature to  J  prevent  a  newly-enfranchised 
colony  from  prohibiting  immigration. 
This  clause  absolutely  prevents  any  such 
action  by  the  colony,  inasmuch  as  any 
local  Act  which  might  be  framed — I  do 
not  suppose  one  ever  would  be — to  pre  • 
vent  immigration  could  not  become 
law  without  receiving  in  the  first 
instance  the  assent  of  Her  Majesty 
through  the  Secretary  of  State,  There 
is  another  clause  of  great  importance. 
We  all  know  that  in  connection  with 
our  colonies  one  of  our  first  duties  is  to 
protect  to  the  utmost  of  our  power  the 
aboriginal  races,  and  it  has  always  been 
the  endeavour — I  hope  the  successful 
endeavour — of  this  House  so  to  protect 
them.  This  duty  has  not  been  over- 
looked in  this  legislation.  In  Clause 
70  of  the  local  Bill  passed  by  the 
3  D  2 
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enacted  that : — 


IS 


"  There  shall  be  payable  to  Her  Majesty  in 
every  year  out  of  the  consolidated  revenue 
fund  the  sum  of  £5,000  mentioned  in  Sche- 
dnle  C  to  this  Act,  to  be  appropriated  to  the 
welfare  of  the  aboriginal  natives,  and  expended 
in  providing  them  with  food  and  clothing 
when  they  would  otherwise  be  destitute,  in  pro- 
moting the  education  of  aboriginal  children 
(including  half-castes),  and  in  assisting  gener- 
ally to  promote  the  preservation  and  welU 
being  of  the  aborigines.  The  said  annual 
sum  shall  be  issued  to  the  Aborigines  Protec- 
tion Board  by  the  Treasurer  on  warrant  under 
the  hand  of  the  Governor,  and  may  be  ex- 
pended by  the  said  Board  at  their  discretion, 
under  the  sole  control  of  the  Governor,  anything 
in  the  Aborigines  Protection  Act,  1886,  to  the 
contrary  notwithstanding.  Provided  always, 
that  if  and  when  the  gross  revenue  of  the 
colony  shall  exceed  £500,000  in  any  financial 
year,  an  amount  equal  to  1  per  cent,  on  such 
gross  revenue  shall,  for  the  purpose  of  this 
section,  be  substituted  for  the  said  sum  of 
£5,000  in  and  for  the  financial  year  next 
ensuing." 


1  think  this  clause  not  only  affoi'ds  ample 
protection  to  the  aboriginal  natives,  but 
it   also  affords  the   ways  and  means  of 
providing  substantially  for  the  relief  of 
any  natives  who  may  be  destitute,  and 
for  the  education  of  those  who  may  need  it. 
I  would  point  out  to  the  House  that  in  no 
otier  Australian  Constitution  Actdoes  this 
clause  exist,  and  therefore  this  is  a  distinct 
advance  on  all  other  enactments;  and  I  be- 
lieve the  House  will  regard  the  provision 
with  special  favour.  I  have  heard  it  stated 
that  one  of  the  objections  to  this  Bill  is 
that    the   population    of  the  country  to 
which  it  is  proposad  to  give  Responsible 
Government    is    quite   out   of    propor- 
tion  to   the  area    inhabited    by  it.      I 
am  quite  prepared  to  admit  that  there  is 
a  va^t  discrepancy  between  the  existing 
population  of  Western  Australia  and  the 
large  area   over  which  they   will    have 
responsible  control ;  but  I  would  ask  the 
House  to  remember  that  that  must  have 
been  and  has  been  the  case  with  every 
one  of  our  Australian  colonies.     At  the 
inception  of  Responsible  Government  in 
those   colonies    there   was    naturally   a 
very    large   disproportion   between  the 
population   and    the    area    which    they 
were    called    upon     to     govern.        But 
what    was     the     result  ?      Responsible 
Government  having  been  granted,   the 
discrepancy  became   less  and  less ;    the 
colonies     did     all    in    their    power    to 
increase  the   resources  of   the  country ; 
and  as  a  result  labour  flowed  in  from 
Baron  If,  de  Womia 
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other  countries  and  prosperity  followed. 
I  hope  and  believe  that  will  again  be  the 
result  now,  and  I  am  warranted  in  that 
belief  by  a  comparison  of  the  condition 
of  Western  Australia  now  with  the  con- 
dition of  Queensland   when  that  colony 
was  endowed  with  Responsible  Govern- 
ment.    Queensland  was  separated  from 
New  South  Wales  by  Order  in  Council 
and  established   as   a   distinct  colony  in 
December,    1859.      It  had  Responsible 
Government  from  the  first ;  its  area  was 
668,497    square    miles ;    its  population, 
exclusive      of      aboriginals,      was,      in 
December,     1859,     25,000,    as     against 
40,000,  the  population  of  West  Australia 
now,  and  in  December,  1887,  the  popula- 
tion was  367,000.     Its  revenue  and  ex- 
penditure   in    1860    were    each    about 
£180,000  ;     they   are   now   upwards  of 
£3,000,000.      In  1860    there   were  no 
railways  or  telegraphs ;    there  are  now 
over  2,000  miles  of  railway  and  16,000 
miles  of  telegraphs.     I  tliink  that  these 
facts     afford    an    almost   unanswerable 
argument  against  the  views  of  those  who 
say  that  Western  Australia  ought  not  to 
have  Responsible  Government  because  the 
population  is  so  very  small  in  proportion 
to  the  size  of  the  teriitory.     We  can  go 
even  further.      Recollect   what   the  de- 
velopment of  Australia  has  been  and  the 
comparatively  short  time  in  which  that 
development  has  taken  place.  It  is  only  102 
years  ago  since  Australia  became  part  of 
these  dominions,  and  what  changes  have 
taken  place  in  that  vast  continent  in  that 
time !      Surely,  if   we  are  to  reason  by 
the  light  of  facts,  we  are  not  justified  in 
withholding     Responsible     Government 
fromWestern  Australia  on  the  bare  ground 
that  the  population  and  the  area  are  not 
in  proportion.     In  addition  to  the  feet 
that  we  have  seen  a  rapid  development 
in  the  different  Australian  colonies  after 
the  assumption  by  them  of  full  respon- 
sibility,   we    must    bear  in    mind   that 
the  great  question  which  is   at   present 
agitating  Australia  is  that  of  federation. 
The    realisation     of   the     project     may 
be  near  or  far  distant,  but  the  idea  does 
exist,  jind  it  is  welcomed  by  the  Govern- 
ment,  because   they,    in   common    with 
most   politicians,  believe  that  union  re- 
presents strength.      If  Responsible  Go- 
vernment, which    exists  everywhere  in 
Australia  except  in  Western  Australia, 
be  still  -w-ithheld  from  that  colony,  it  is 
evident  that  federation  must  of  neces- 
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sifcj  be  delayed.  Again,  we  must 
remember  that  views  with  regfard  to 
granting  Responsible  Government  to 
Western  Australia  have  been  expressed 
with  absolute  unanimity  by  nearly  every 
portion  of  the  Australian  Dominions,  to 
the  effect  that  Responsible  Government 
should  be  grant  3d  to  Western  Australia. 
Telegrams  and  despatches,  the  result  of 
Conferences,  have  reached  us  from  every 
part  of  Australia,  all  in  the  sime  direc- 
tion. Five  successive  Secretaries  of  Stats 
have  now  expressed  a  similar  opinion, 
and  now  that  the  Legislative  Council  of 
Western  Australia  has  confirmed  that 
opinion  and  passed  a  Bill,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ask  the  House  of  Commons 
to  ratify  its  decision  and  to  grant  its 
request.  There  is  one  very  important 
argument  which  I  ought  to  impress  upon 
the  House.  It  is  that  the  present  sys- 
tem of  Government  in  Western  Austra- 
lia is  really  not  an  efficient  systim. 
The  Government  is  nearly  always  in  the 
minority — a  condition  of  things  much  to 
be  regretted.  I  will  shortly  explain  the 
Constitution  under  which  the  country  is 
governed.  The  present  Constitution 
comprises — 

"(1)  The  Governor;  (2)  the  Executive  Coun- 
eil  holding  office  during  pleasure,  and  com- 
posed of  heads  of  Departments  and  one 
unofficial  member :  (3)  a  single  Chamber— the 
Legislative  Council  — consisting  of  2G  members, 
nine  nominated  by  the  Crown  and  17  elected: 
the  nominated  members  include  the  Colonial 
Secretary,  the  Attorney  General,  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Public  Works,  the  Surveyor  General, 
who  also  are  the  official  Members  of  the  Execu- 
tive Council.  The  Legislative  Council  has 
the  fullest  powers  of  discussion  ;  private  Mem- 
bers have  the  power  of  introducing  measures 
(not  being  money  Bills)  ;  the  Governor  takes 
no  part  in  their  debates,  communicating  with 
the  House  by  message,  and  has  the  power  to 
veto  Bills. 

**This  Constitution  dates  from  1870,  when  a 
local  Act,  passed  under  the  power  conferred  by 
the  Act  13  and  14  Vict.,  cap.  59,  sec.  32,  intro- 
duced elective  members  and  increased  the 
i*ize  of  the  Council.  It  was  admittedly  a  tran- 
sitional stage  in  the  progress  of  the  colony 
towards  Responsible  Government,  and  it  was 
not  long  before  the  question  of  taking  the  final 
step  begun  to  be  raised." 

The  Government,  as  I  have  already 
observed,  is  in  many  instances  in  a 
minority,  and  that  is  a  condition  of  affairs 
which  cannot  conduce  to  the  good  govern- 
ment or  the  well  being  of  any  country. 
I  think  that  is  a  proposition  which  does 
not  require  any  proof.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
will   see   from   the  constitution  of  this 


legislation  that  I  was  not  incorrect  in 
stating  that  in  many  instances  the  Execu- 
tive Government  must  be  in  a  minority, 
and  that  is  a  condition  of  affairs  which 
cannot  conduce  to  the  good  govern- 
ment or  the  well-being  of  any  country. 
These,  Mr.  Speaker,  are  the  main  argu- 
ments which  I  think  will  induce  the 
House  to  grant  full  Responsible  Govern- 
ment to  Western  Australia.  Australia 
may  be  said  to  be  a  type  of  what 
British  energy,  British  independence 
of  character,  British  intelligence  can 
achieve.  I  do  not  think  the  whole  history 
of  the  world  can  point  to  any  such 
magnificent  effects  of  colonisation  as  are 
shown  in  our  Australian  colonies.  They 
have  another  advantage.  They  are  the 
only  colonies,  or  the  only  important 
ones,  which  have  never  been  the  cause 
of  any  war  to  this  country.  Not  a 
shot  has  been  fired  in  defence  of 
Australia.  It  was  founded  in  peace,  it 
has  grown  in  peace,  and  peace  has  always 
been  maintained  within  its  borders.  Sir, 
that  is  a  very  important  element  to 
consider  when  granting  such  vast  powers 
as  thesj  for  which  I  am  now  ask- 
ing the  House.  It  is  one  whicli,  as 
I  said  before,  cannot  be  sufficiently 
accentuated.  But  we  may  reasonably 
ask  whether  tliis  great  prosperity  of 
Australia — a  prosperity  which  has 
changed  primeval  forests  and  wilder- 
nesses into  great  cities  and  vast  fields 
teeming  with  cattle — has  produced  any 
countervailing  disadvantage.  When  we 
consider  this  prosperity,  which  has  been 
developed  surely  and  steadily,  may 
we  not  ask  ourselves  whether  any 
prejudicial  results  have  accrued  with 
regard  to  the  relations  between  Aus- 
tralia and  this  country?  The  answer 
is,  no.  Wc  find  that  the  people 
are  thoroughly  contented  and  essen- 
tially loyal.  Prosperity  has  not  en- 
gendered either  ingratitude  or  disloyalty. 
The  pulsations  of  the  heart  of*  the 
CHd  Country  vibrate  in  the  arteries  of  the 
new  ;  and  when  the  time  came  for  a 
practical  test  to  be  given  of  the  loyalty  of 
the  Australian  people,  when  England 
herself  was  involved  in  war,  and  danger 
threatened  the  old  country,  there  was 
no  hesitation  on  the  part  of  the  colonists, 
and  New  South  Wales  sent  her  contin- 
gent to  serve  side  by  side  with  their 
English  brethren  on  the  fields  of  Egypt. 
Sarely,  then,  we  need  no  further  argu- 
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ment  in  favour  of  granting  greater 
powers  of  self-government  to  Western 
Australia.  I  have  proved,  if  proof 
were  needed,  how  loyal  she  is  to  the 
Mother  Country.  1  have  shown  that 
Western  Australia  is  as  much  en- 
titled to  Responsible  Government  as  the 
other  portions  of  that  great  continent, 
and  I  ask  the  House,  in  full  confidence, 
to  ratify  the  decision  of  the  Legislature 
of-  Western  Australia,  and  grant  i^hat 
responsibility  of  government  which  they 
now  ask  by  reading  this  Bill  a  second 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Baron  H,  de  Worms.) 

*(5.7.)     SiR    G.    CAMPBELL   (Kirk- 
caldy) :  Sir,  if  the  Government  desire  to 
press  on  this  Bill,  I  am  very  glad  indeed 
that  they  have  given  us  a  fair  opportunity 
of  considering  it.     I  am  not  quite  sure 
that  the  Hous3,  as  a  body,  was  conscious 
that  the  measure  was  going  to  be  dis- 
cussed,   looking    at    the    state    of    the 
Benches  around  ;  but,  at  any  rate,  it  is  a 
source   of   satisfaction  to   find   that  the 
Government  have  given  us  a   night  on 
which  we  can  dissuss   the  subject.     For 
my  own  part,  I  do  not    profess  to  know 
why  the    Government  should  have  put 
this  Bill  in  the  very  fore-front  of  their 
business,  giving  it  precedence  over  every 
other   measure.     But   I  desire,  on  this, 
the  Second  Reading,  to  make  a  protest  by 
way  of  caution,  and  to  say    that  in  as- 
senting to  the  present  stage  we  must  not 
be  taken  as  assenting  to  the  principle  of 
the     Bill,     which     is      the     alienation 
from    this    country    of  the    only    tem- 
perata      lands     that     now     remain     to 
us — of  a  territory  as  large  as  Europe — 
by   handing   it   over   to  a   liandfuU    of 
colonists.     I  accept  the  suggestion  that 
this  matter  shall  be  threshed  out  before 
a  Special  Committee,  and  I  think  that  in 
making  that  suggestion  the  Government 
are  treating  us  fairly.     At  the  same  imel 
feel   we  shall  be  placed    in    a   difficult 
position  when  we   have  read  the   Bill  a 
second  time,  for  the  House  has   not  the 
same  command  over  a  measure  when   it 
is  asked  to  read  it  a  third  time  that  it  has 
over  it  on  previous  stages.     It   must   be 
thoroughly  understood  that  in    reading 
the  Bill  a  second  time  we  claim  the  right 
to  the  fullest  discussion  in  Committee, 
and  the  fullest  discussion  when  the  Bill 
Baron  H.  de  Worms 


comes  back  again  to  the  House.  We 
must  not  be  asked  to  part  with  the 
measure  with  any  undue  haste.  I  am  & 
little  suspicious  of  the  extreme  rapidity 
with  which  the  Got^emment  seem 
anxious  to  deal  with  the  measure.  We 
have  very  little  information  as  to  the 
nature  of  this  enormous  territory,  which 
comprises  about  1,100,000  square  miles. 
I  have  tried  very  hard  to  get  information, 
but  have  not  succeeded,  and  I  cannot' 
but  complain  that  Blue  Books  have  not 
been  circulated. 

♦Baron    H.   de  WORMS  :    The  Blue 
Book  was  circulated,  as  the  hon.  Member 
will  find  if  he  refers  to  the  Pink  Paper. 
♦Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  It  is  only  the  less, 
important  Blue  Books  which  are  referred 
to  on  the  Pink  Paper,  and  I  venture  to- 
say     that     nineteen-twentieths    of    the 
Members  of  this  House  have  not  seen  the 
Blue  Book  dealing  with   this   question^ 
Now,    I    desire    to    say    that   while   I 
recognise  the  propriety  of  referring  this, 
matter  to  a  Select   Committee,  I  have 
considerable   doubt   as    to    whether  the 
Members  who  act  on  the  Committee  will 
have  a  fair  opportunity  of  dealing  with 
the  subject.     What  I  am  afraid  of  is  that- 
all  the  evidence  that   will  come  before 
the    Committee    will  ba  of  a    one-sided 
character.     The    Government,    at    home 
and  abroad,  are  committed  to   the  Bill^ 
but  I  believe  the  people  of  Albany  are 
not  inclined   to   support  it.     The  domi- 
nant   party    in    Western    Australia,  of 
course,   are    in   its   favour,   and   so  are 
the  regular  Opposition.     But  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  Munro)  is,  I  am 
told,  himself  a  large  landowner  and  is. 
naturally  interested  in  the  measure.    We 
do  not  hear  both  sides  of  the  question. 
I  do  not  want  to  say  anything  disrespect- 
ful of  the  people  of  Ireland,  but  in  this- 
matter  we  are  in  the   position  in  which 
we    have   often   found   ourselves  when 
asked  to  spend  money  in  Ii*eland.     There 
is    another  view   of   the    matter   which 
seems  to  me  to  be  a  very  serious  one. 
We  have  the  interests  of  the  colonists, 
on  the  one  side,  and  to  some  extent  the 
interests  of  the  British  Empire  on  the 
other — at  all  events  we  are  not  directly^ 
so  to  speak,  in  the  same  boat  with  the 
colonists   in   this    matter — and  we    are 
entitled  to  look  to  the  Governor  of  the 
colony  as  the  representative  of  British 
interests  and  as  a  man  who  is  bound  to 
safeguard  British  interests.     I  think  it^ 
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therefore,  a  matter  very  greatly  to  be 
regretted  that  the  Governor  of  this 
colony,  Sir  P.  Napier  Broome,  has  taken 
the  part  of  a  strong  partisan  on  this 
question.  There  is  no  doubt  great 
temptation  for  a  Governor  to  be  carried 
away  by  the  popularity  which  results 
from  strongly  and  entirely  espousing 
colonial  interests.  We  have  heard  some- 
thing of  circumstances  which  make  us 
think  that  Westsrn  Australia  has  been 
not  altogether  a  happy  family.  We  have 
heard  of  the  Governor  and  the  Chief 
Justice,  and  the  Attorney  General, 
carrying  on  a  sort  of  triangular  duel;  but, 
aftor  all,  the  Governor  who  has  espoused 
the  cause  of  the  colonists  in  this  matter 
has  left  the  colony  in  a  blaze  of  glory. 
He  seems  to  have  begun  by  writing  a  very 
long  letter  to  the  Times,  and  he  has  ac- 
cused the  Members  who  opposed  this  Bill 
of  something  very  like  ignorance  and  ob- 
struction. He  has  made  use  of  expressions 
which  I  do  not  think  a  representative 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  ought  to 
have  used.  For  instance,  he  said  the 
tinkers  and  the  tailors  and  apothecaries 
who  hang  about  the  towns  should  not  be 
sent  out  to  the  colonies  against  the  wish 
of  the  colonial  Legislature,  and  that 
Western  Australia  is  too  poor  to  be 
answerable  for  pauper  emigrants.  I  do 
not  think  he  ought  to  make  use  of  such 
expressions,  for  no  one  has  proposed  to 
do  anything  of  the  kind.  At  an  enter- 
tainment given  to  him  when  he  left 
the  colony  he  said  unkind  things 
of  the  Members  of  this  House,  and 
writers  in  the  Press  in  this  country,  who 
did  not  agree  with  him,  and  he  seemed 
to  be  of  opinion  that  Members  of  this 
House  who  were  foolish  enough  to 
believe  thit  the  Return  presented  to  the 
House  last  year,  showing  that  single 
individuals  held  millions  of  acres  in  the 
colony,  was  accurate,  were  almost  fools 
and  idiots.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  a 
matter  of  very  considerable  regret  that 
the  Governor  of  the  colony  should  havb 
taken  this  strong  partisan  view,  the  more 
so  because  I  think  this  Governor  has  to  a 
certain  extent  sacrificed  his  independent 
position  by  accepting  the  post  of  paid 
delegate  to  this  country.  I  have  said 
we  ought  to  obtain  some  knowledge  of 
the  physical  aspect  of  this  territory.  I 
hoped  we  might  have  got  it  from  the 
Australian  Commissioner  of  Crown  Lands, 
Mr.  Forrest.     But  what  I  find  is  that 


this  officer  has  made  himself  a  strong 
political  partisan  in  the  matter.  It  was 
even  proposed  to  delegate  him  to  go  to 
the  eastern  colonies  and  get  up  an 
agitation  there,  and  this  proposal  would 
have  been  carried  out  if  the  Secretary  of 
State  had  not  stepped  in.  Mr.  Forrest 
has  taken  a  great  deal  of  trouble  to  show 
what  fools  are  the  Members  of  this 
House,  and  the  writers  in  the  Press,  but 
the  great  object  of  a  letter  which  has 
been  written  by  him  has  been  to  get  rid 
of  the  statistics  presented  to  the  House 
last  year,  showing  that  the  land  was  held 
in  enormous  blocks.  He  tells  us  that  as 
a  matter  of  fact  a  great  many  of  these 
holdings  have  accumulated  in  consequence 
of  money  having  been  advanced  on 
mortgage  by  banks,  and  so  on.  There 
may  be  some  truth  in  that  statement, 
but  we  certainly  ought  to  be  entitled  to 
believe  in  the  Return  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment, and  all  I  gather  from  Mr.  Forrest's 
letter  is  that  the  lands  are  very  much  in 
the  same  position  as  what  are  called  tied 
public  houses.  He  tells  us  we  have  been 
casting  unjust  and  unfair  reflections  on 
the  people  of  Western  Australia,  and 
talks  about  the  people  of  Greater  Britain 
having  equal  rights  and  privileges  with 
those  who  remain  at  home.  Equal 
rights  and  privileges,  certainly,  but 
I  think  we  have  some  right  to  an 
interest  in  these  colonies,  and  that 
the  few  persons  who  own  large  tracts 
of  land  in  Australia  should  not  have  it 
all  to  themselves.  His  arguments  may 
be  good  or  bad  in  the  mouth  of  a 
delegate  of  Australia,  but  it  seems  to 
me  to  be  very  regrettable  that  this  officer, 
whose  duty  it  was  to  give^  us  statistics, 
has  given  us  instead  mere  polemical 
arguments.  I  find  that  all  the  statistics 
given  in  regard  to  this  great  territory 
are  compressed  into  about  half  a  page 
of  the  Blue  Book,  and  they  are  of 
the  vaguest,  most  general,  and  most 
attenuated  character.  The  officer  by 
whom  they  are  prepared  admits  that  a 
small  South- Western  part  of  Australia 
has  tine  territory,  and  excellent  rainfall, 
very  productive  land,  and  very  fine  forests. 
He  admits  that  the  rainfall  goes  up  to  45 
inches,  but  I  understand  other  people 
to  say  that  it  reaches  60  inches.  I  may  men- 
tion, as  an  instance  of  the  very  loose  way 
in  which  the  statistics  are  presented, 
that  in  the  next  division  we  are  told  that 
the  highest  rainfall  is  20  inches,  the  lowest 
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10  inches,  and  tltie  average  10  inches, 
which,  of  course,  is  a  physical  impossibility. 
T    find    that    the    size    of    this     South 
West     territory     is      126,000      square 
miles.      It    is,    therefore,  50   per    cent, 
larger     than      Victoria,       considerably 
larger     than    the      whoje     colony     of 
New   Zealand,   and  considerably  larger 
than  these  British  Islands.     We  are  told 
that     this     part     of     the      colony      is 
already      occupied.      Well,    you     have 
some    30,000    people    there,  and  I  find 
from      a      subsequent     part      of      the 
Return  that  of  the  30,000  some  20,000 
are   in   the   towns,    leaving   only    some 
10,000  occupying   territory  considerably 
larger  than  the  British  Isles.    A  resident, 
writing  recently  to  a  newspaper,  tells  us 
that    the   greater   part  of   the   land   is 
occupied  by  squatters  with  very  many 
thousands     of     acres    each,    and     with 
flocks      of     sheep     and      cattle,      and 
that     side     by     side    with     them    are 
the    blacksmiths,    the    shoemakers,  the 
wheelwrights,  and  other  country  trades- 
men, each  with  a  piece  of  land  of   his 
own,  and  with  his  own  cart  and  bullock. 
These  seem  to  be  the  only  small  proprietors. 
Beyond  this  territory  it  is  admitted  that 
there  is  an  enormous  eastern  territorv, 
extending  to  I  think  more  than  half-a- 
million  miles,  of  which  this  Return  tells 
us  absolutely  nothing.     I  find  the  rain- 
fall is  unknown,  the  avemge  temperature 
is  unknown,  the  highest  temperature  is 
unknown,    the    lowest    temperature    is 
unknown,  and  everything  is  unknown. 
I  will  ask  the  Government  whether  they 
propose  that  this  land  shall  be  handed 
over  to  a  handful  of  colonists  without 
any  knowledge  whatever  of  its  condition 
or    any    explanation   of    any    kind,    or 
whether  they  are  going  to  give  us  time 
to  investigate  the   matter  fully   in   the 
first  instance.     The  Land  Commissioner, 
I  find,  has  given  us  certain  statistics  with 
regard  to  the  amount  of  land  which  has 
been   alienated.     TJiis   is   naturally   not 
large  because   the    price   paid  for  it   is 
10s.  an  acre,  whereas  it  can  be  rented  at 
a  farthing  or  half  a  farthing  an  acre,  the 
consequence    being    that    peopb  prefer 
to  rent  on  terms  which    some  of  them 
say  are  practically  perpetual,  the  leases 
being  renewable.    I  find  that  whereas  the 
population  of  Western  Australia  in  the 
last  31   or  32  years  has  only  increased 
about  50  per  cent.,  the  quantity  of  land 
alienated      has     been     something    like 
>S'^V  G.  Cam] Ml 


20   times   what    it  was   30  years   ago. 
On  the  1st  of  January,  1860,  the  aliena- 
tion amounted  to  5,275,000  acres,  whilst 
on  the  '1st  January,  1889,  it  amounted 
to   108,000,000.     Supposing  there    are 
20,000  or  21,000  people  living  on  the 
land  the  result  is  that,  on  the  average, 
5,000  acres  per  head  of  the  population 
have  been  alienated,  or  25,000  acres  per 
family.    We  are  told  that  this  is  not  a  per- 
manent alienation,  but  that  the  leases  run 
only  to  the  year  1907.     That  is  no  doubt 
true,  but  we  have  other  statements  coming 
from  residents  and  others   to  the   efEect 
that  the  leases  are  renewable   and   that 
they  are  practically  perpetual.      I  admit 
that  when  I  come  to  look  at  the  letter  of 
the  land  laws  the  leases  are  not  as   good 
as  freeholds,   but    on    the    other    hand 
there  is  an  enormously  large   compensa- 
tion   clause.       There    is    no   limitation 
whatever  as  to  the  nature  of  the  improve- 
ments  for   which  tenants  are  to  receive 
compensation   in   the   event  of  the  land 
being  taken  over.     The  tenants  may  also 
take   up  small   holdings,    and  may  thus 
take  the  eyes  out  of  the  territory,  so  that 
it  will   be   impossible   to  find  others  to 
rent  or   buy   the  rest  of  the  land.     We 
may     be     pretty     sure     that     dummy 
holding  which  has  been   well-known   in 
other  parts  of  Australia  is  not   likely   to 
be  unknown  in   Western   Australia.     If 
we  turn  over  the  country  to  the  Legisla- 
ture of  Western  Australia  they  will,  of 
course,  be  able  to  alter  the  land  laws  as 
they  please,  and  it  is  an  extremely  difficult 
thing,  unless  you  have  a  very  strong  ad- 
ministration, to    stop    dummy   holding. 
My  own   belief   is   that   whatever  they 
may  put  on  paper  these  great  holdings 
are  practically  or  very  nearly  perpetual 
holdings.       The     ex])erience     of     other 
colonies  in  Australia  has  been  that  whatr 
ever  arrangements  are  made   the   great 
squatter — the  great   land  king — always 
manages  to  get  permanent  possession  of 
the  land.       The  real  truth  of  the  matter 
is  that  our  emigrants  to  Australia,  having 
ofot  out  of  touch  with  the    land   in   this 
country  have  not  got  into  touch  with  the 
land  in  Australia.     You  have  there  little 
homesteading     population — no     popular 
cultivation  of  the  land.      The  population 
prefers   the   privilege    of   wage-earning 
in  a  country  which   is   the   paradise   of 
wage-earners.       The  consequence  is  that 
these   Australian   colonists  are   drifting 
into   two   classes — one  consisting  of  the 
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enormous  land  kings  and  the  other  of  the 
wage-earners,  therj  being  very  little  of 
tliat  peasant  proprietary  system  which 
has  been  so  successful  in  America,  and 
which  I  think  might  be  as  successful  in 
Australia  also,  if  we  kept  the  thing  in 
our  hands  and  did  not  make  the  colony 
over  to  this  handful  of  squatter  kings. 
There  is  one  Return  which  puzzled  me 
very  much  indeed.  It  is  a  Return  of 
leases  and  licenses  forfeited  for  non-pay- 
ment of  rent,  and  to  be  offered  for  sale 
by  public  auction  at  the  Crown  Land 
offices  at  Perth  on  the  11th  October, 
1889.  There  we  have  an  enormous  list 
of  prodigious  holdings  to  be  sold 
by  auction  in  this  way  on  account 
of  non-payment  of  rent.  I  do 
not  know  why  they  should  be 
sold  by  auction.  I  should  have  thought 
the  natural  thing  would  be  to  let  the 
leases  lapse,  and  to  let  them  return  to 
the  hands  of  the  Government.  In  one 
division  I  find  that  a  gentlemau  named 
William  McKinnon  has  had  no  less  than 
four  plots  of  500,000  acres  each,  for  each 
of  which  he  has  been  liable  to  pay  £250 
a  year,  or  half  a  farthing  an  acre.  He 
had  not  paid  tliis  amount,  and  the  land 
therefore  is  to  ba  sold.  There  is  another 
man  who  has  got  20  blocks  of  20,000 
acres  each,  and  the  New  Zealand  Prime 
Minister  has  got  64,000,  at  half  a 
farthing  an  acre,  which  is  going  to  be 
sold.  The  Motion  of  which  I  have  given 
notice  suggests  that  this  matter  should 
not  be  settled  until  the  Committee  on 
Colonisation  has  come  to  some  conclusion. 
T  do  not  suggest  that  it  is  desirable  that 
the  Committee  on  the  Western  Australia 
Bill  should  be  hung  up  until  the  other 
Committee  has  reported,  but  if  the 
Colonisation  Committee  should  think  it 
desirable  in  the  interest  of  this  country 
to  propose  some  measure  promoting 
colonisation,  they  would  find,  if  this 
Bill  had  bsen  already  passed,  that  the 
steed  had  been  stolen,  and  that 
their  labours  had  been  thrown  away. 
Therefore,  I  think  we  ought  not  to  hurry 
this  matter  too  much.  I  protest  against 
the  way  in  which  the  alienation  of  the 
rights  of  this  great  country  is  carried  out 
in  the  form  of  a  Bill  by  which  Western 
Australia  is  to  receive  while  we  are  to 
give.  For  my  part  it  would  be  much 
more  proper  that  the  Bill  should  originate 
in  this  House.  Then  in  the  local  Bill 
there  is  the  question   of  the  Franchise. 


I  had  the  opportunity  of  discussing  this 
matter  with  the  Governor  of  the  Colony 
the  other  day,  and  he  said — 

'*At  any  rate  you  could  not  for  a  moment 
think  of  interfering  with  the  Franchise ;  that 
is  a  matter  which  must  be  absolutely  settled  by 
the  colonists." 

I  do  not  know  that  at  all.  Suppose  you 
find  the  colony  is  in  the  hands  of  a  small 
oligarchy,  are  you  going  to  allow  them 
to  regulate  such  a  matter?  I  believe 
that  at  present  the  colony  of  Western 
Australia  is  in  the  hands  of  a  small 
oligarchy,  and  that  this  Bill  is  drawn  in 
anything  but  a  popular  manner.  It  is 
proposed  to  exclude  all  the  poorer 
colonists  and  all  the  natives.  I  certainly 
think  that  if  we  ar  j  to  make  over  the 
government  to  the  colony  we  ought  to 
take  care  there  shall  be  sufficient  popular 
government.  We  aro  told  that  gentle- 
men have  come  over  here  from  Australia 
as  delegates,  and  mast  not  be  kept 
waiting.  I  entirely  repudiate  that  view. 
Let  us  hear  these  gentlemen,  let  us  give 
them  the  amplest  opportunity  of  having 
their  say,  but  I  protest  against  our  being 
hurried  on  that  account.  This  is  a  very 
serious  matter  with  regard  to  which  we 
want  a  great  deal  of  information.  The 
Colonial  Office  are  very  anxious  to  get 
the  Bill  passed,  but  with  all  respect  to 
the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  and 
Lord  Knutsford  that  Office  has  meddled 
and  muddled  greatly  in  colonial 
affairs.  The  Under  Secretarv  talks  a 
great  deal  about  the  affection  of  the 
colonies  to  this  country,  and  specially 
mentioned  Queensland.  That  was  a 
most  unfortunate  selection  to  make  in 
connection  with  the  assertion  that  the 
colonies  are  loyal  to  this  country,  because 
if  there  is  one  colony  more  than  another 
which  has  shown  a  nasty  spirit  towards 
the  Mother  Country  it  is  Queensland. 
Queensland  had  also  been  engaged  in  a 
very  objectionable  labour  traffic,  little 
to  be  distinguished  from  slavery.  I 
admit  that  the  colonists  of  Australia, 
taken  generally,  are  kith  and  kin  and 
enterprising  men,  and  are  entitled  to  be 
heard  fairly  and  respectfully,  but  at  the 
same  time  we  must  have  some  regard  for 
the  interests  of  the  Mother  Country.  It 
is  all  very  well  to  ascertain  what  the 
colonies  want,  but  there  must  be  some 
consideration  paid  to  the  wants  of  the 
Mother  Country.  We  are  bound  to  look 
to  the   interests    of    the    population   of 
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Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  not  to 
yield  everything  to  the  colonists.  I 
believe  this  is  not  a  question  of  the 
interests  of  this  conntry  only,  but 
of  the  colonists  as  well.  We 
must  give  some  thought  to  the  way 
in  which  the  land  of  Australia  has  been 
alienated  and  to  the  way  in  which  the 
great  territorial  aristocracy  has  been 
created.  I  "will  not,  however,  move  my 
Amendment,  but  I  think  it  is  most 
desirable  that  the  matter  should  be 
thoroughly  threshed  out. 

(5.57.)  Mr.  STAVELEY  HILL 
(Staffordshire,  Kingswinford)  :  There  are 
two  great  dangers  which  we  should  be 
prepared  for  in  the  Bill  now  before  us, 
and  if  it  were  not  that  the  Bill  is  to 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  where 
we  shall  have  the  opportunity  of  discus- 
sing the  matter  fully  and  of  guarding 
against  those  dangers,  I  certainly  should 
move  the  Instruction  of  which  I  have  given 
notice.  The  two  points  to  which  I  wish  to 
call  attention  are  these .  There  is  an  enor- 
mous amount  of  open  sea,  and  Western 
Australia  enacts  laws  and  'mposes  duties 
which  are  very  much  to  the  prejudice  of 
vessels  under  the  British  flag.  That  is 
one  of  the  points  to  which  the  Committee 
will  have  to  direct  their  attention.  But 
the  other  question  is  one  with 
which  I  am,  perhaps,  more  familiar, 
having  had  considerable  experience 
in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,'  and  it 
concerns  the  land.  There  is  the  dan- 
ger that  the  Legislature,  when  it  becomes 
a  Representative  Government,  instead  of 
dealing  with  the  land  as  it  is  doing 
at  present,  namely,  giving  leases  for 
short  pariods,  which  leases  can  be  done 
away  with,  will  deal  with  it  in  such 
a  way  that  there  will  be  no  opportunity 
afforded  of  any  of  it  passing  into  the 
hands  of  emigrants.  Now,  in  Canada 
that  is  completely  met  under  the 
Land  Laws  and  j  there  is  no  such  aliena- 
tion. Leases  are  granted  of  grass 
lands,  but  they  are  terminable  at  any 
time  by  the  Government.  We  must, 
when  the  Bill  comes  into  Committee, 
take  care  there  shall  be  a  provision  in 
the  Bill  under  which  it  will  be  rendered 
impossible  that  there  shall  bo  any  aliena- 
tion of  these  lands  during  the  time  when 
there  is  this  very  small  population. 
These  points  will,  I  hope,  be  fully  and 
fairly  dealt  with  in  the  Select  Committee, 
and  if  there  is  anything  that  escapes  the 
Sir  G.  Campbell 


vigilance  of  the  Committee  it  will  be 
dealt  with  when  it  returns  to  this  House. 
It  is  not  my  intention  to  move  the 
Instruction  of  which  I  have  given  notice. 
*(6.0.)  Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN 
(Denbighshire,  E.)  :  I  am  sorry  my  hon. 
Friend  behind  me  (Sir  G.  Campbell)  im- 
ported so  much  irrelevant  matter  into 
his  speech.  Why  did  he  give  so  much 
time  to  the  opinions  and  actions  of  Sir 
F.  Napier  Broome  ?  Nor  do  I  think  my 
hon.  Friend  has  much  reason  to  complain 
in  reference  to  the  last  Blue  Book.  All 
he  has  to  do  is  to  sign  his  initials  to  the 
Pink  Paper,  and  I  consider  the  system  is 
a  great  boon  to  Members.  Surely  onr 
colonial  policy  by  this  time  is  well 
settled  ;  whether  for  good  or  evil,  we 
have  made  up  our  minds  and  come  to  a 
conclusion  founded  on  painful  experience 
that  as  soon  as  a  colony  can  wsJk  alone 
we  must  give  it  Representative  Govern- 
ment. It  would  be  as  absurd  to  with- 
hold it  when  the  colony  is  ripe  for  it  as 
to  attempt  to  keep  a  young  man  in  the 
leading-strings  of  his  infancy.  Whether 
the  colony  will  make  a  good  use  of  the 
concession  or  not  is  a  different  matter  ; 
it  may  or  it  may  not.  But  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  colonists  on  the  spot  are 
entitled  to  say  that  they  know  what  is 
good  for  them  much  better  than  the 
Colonial  Office,  many  thousand  miles 
distant.  The  question  therefore  is.  Has 
Western  Australia  arrived  at  the  particular 
point  when  it  should  have  Representative 
Government  ?  On  this  matter  I  would 
commend  to  the  attention  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  latest  Colonial  Statistical  Ab- 
stract, and  he  will  find  that  in  the  years 
from  1874  to  1888  the  progress  of 
Western  Australia  has  been  something 
phenomenal.  The  railways  increased  from 
34  miles  in  1874  to  417  in  1888,  the 
lines  of  telegraphic  communication 
from  762  to  2,966.  Trade  and  revenue 
progressed  in  a  similar  ratio,  and  last,  but 
not  least,  looking  at  the  Stock  list  in  the 
TimeSy  I  find  the  colonial  securities  of 
Western  Australia  stand  as  high  as  any 
other  Australian  colony,  and  are  second 
only  to  New  South  Wales.  I  would  point 
out,  too,  that  since  the  question  was  last 
under  discussion  in  the  House,  it  has 
entered  on  a  new  phase.  I  refer,  of 
course,  to  that  great  federation  movement^ 
and  which,  from  the  bottom  of  my  hearty 
I  wish  every  success.  It  will  open  a 
new  era  of  prosperity  for  Australasia,  from 
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which  the  Mother  Country  will  benefi  I.  We 
cannot  forget  how,  23  years  ago,  Canada 
became  a  federation,  since  which  time, 
Canada's  prosperity  has  increased  by 
leaps  and  bounds.  I  hope  the  same 
thing  may  hereafter  be  said  of  Australia. 
I  mention  this  because  it  has  an 
important  bearing  on  this  question.  It 
is  the  movement  of  federation  that  has 
made  the  question  now  before  us  an  Aus- 
tralasian instead  of  a  West  Australian  ques- 
tion, for  it  is  perfectly  certain  that  a 
federated  Australia  must  attract  to  itself 
every  inch  of  Australian  territory.  This  is 
the  meaning  of  the  support  Western 
Australia  has  received  from  the  other 
colonies.  Under  the  circumstances,  we 
must  make  a  virtue  of  necessity,  and  do 
what  we  have  to  do  with  a  good  grace. 
The  land  has  been  referred  to,  and  no  one 
is  more  anxious  than  I  am  to  reserve  an 
outlet  for  our  surplus  home  population. 
But  let  me  call  attention  to  the  small 
number  of  emigrants  Australia  has  at.- 
tracted  in  the  last  few  years.  I  have 
looked  at  the  Returns  for  1888  and  I  find 
that  only  31,725  persons  have  gone  out 
as  emigrants  to  Australia,  as  against 
293,081  to  the  United  States.  So  it 
seems  that  the  United  States  attracts 
nine  times  as  many  emigrants  as  the 
whole  of  Australia.  I  am  sorry  this 
should  be  so.  I  would  much  rather  that 
our  own  flesh  and  blood  went  to  build  up 
and  strengthen  our  own  colonies.  And  how 
many  of  these  31,000  went  to  Western 
Australia  ?  I  asked  that  question  of  a 
gentleman  well  able  to  give  an  opinion — 
Sir  F.  Napier  Broome — and  he  says  only 
200  emigrants  went  to  Australia  last 
year  from  this  country.  Only  200  per- 
sons !  exactly  one-fifth  of  the  number 
of  persons  by  which  it  is  said  the  popu- 
lation of  England  and  Wales  is  increased 
in  a  single  day ;  and,  probably,  not  more 
than  half  the  number  of  those  who  proceed 
in  a  single  day  from  the  port  of  Liverpool 
to  the  Unit3d  States.  Under  the  circum- 
stances I  should  have  thought  this  matter 
of  land,  as  regards  our  own  emigrants, 
became  a  matter  of  secondary  importance. 
One  other  matter  there  is  I  should  like 
to  mention.  It  seems  to  me  that  when 
we  are  giving  up  everything  south  of  the 
26th  parallel  of  latitude,  we  are  giving 
up  everything  worth  having.  Is  it  then 
worth  while  to  retain  a  hold  on  any 
part  of  the  country  at  all  ?  I  am  told 
that  as  to  the  northern  part  it  is  such 


that  no  European  can  work  there.  The 
riches  and  natural  resources  of  the 
country  may  be  great  or  not,  but  they 
must  be  developed  by  Asiatic  labour.  Is 
that  a  burden  it  is  quite  wise  for  us  to  un- 
dertake ?  Is  it  wise  to  saddle  ourselves 
with  the  settlement  of  the  thorny  ques- 
tion of  Asiatic  labour  in  view  of  the 
advent  of  great  Australasian  federation  ? 
I  should  have  thought  the  wiser  course 
would  be  to  at  once  wash  our  hands  of 
the  whole  thing  and  to  hand  it 
over,  this  damnosa  Jusreditas — northern 
part— subject  to  certain  conditions^ 
to  the  control  of  the  Representative 
Government.  I  have  always  found  it  ia 
better  to  do  spontaneously,  and  with  a 
good  grace,  that  which  ultimately  you 
will  be  obliged  to  do.  As  soon  as  we 
get  federation  we  must  do  it.  As  to  the 
other  matters  raised  by  hon.  Gentlemen^ 
they  are  really  such  as  should  be  dealt 
with  in  Committee. 

*(6.10.)SirG.BADEN-PO  WELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale)  :  There  are  a  few  remarks  I 
should  like  to  make  to  remove  a  miscon- 
ception before  it  proceeds  further.  The 
Bill  is  not  as  some  Members  seem  to 
think,  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  alienation 
of  land  in  Western  Australia.  It  is  a 
Bill  for  altering  the  constitution  of  West- 
ern Australia.  That  I  take  to  be  the 
main  and  chief  principle  of  the  Bill,  and 
in  regard  to  alienation,  very  much  mis- 
conception exists  in  the  minds  of  hon- 
Members  and  the  public.  These  lands 
are,  at  present,  or  the  great  propor- 
tion of  them,  in  the  hands  of  the 
Crown.  I  believe  that  of  over  a  million 
square  miles  less  than  3,000  have  been 
alienated,  that  is  to  say  have  become 
private  property ;  and  in  the  transfer  to 
be  carried  out  by  the  Bill  there  will  be 
perhaps  300,000  square  miles  likely  to 
become  private  property.  Now,  the 
wish  of  the  hon.  Member  opposite  is  not 
to  hurry  with  the  Bill  because  he  wishes 
first  of  all  to  know  the  value  of  this  land. 
Let  me  here  remark  that  Western 
Australia  is  essentially  a  new  country  of 
which  we  know  very  little.  But  we  do 
know  this,  that  it  is  a  part  of  Australia 
of  which,  like  other  parts,  we  cannot 
know  anything  of  the  agricultural  or 
commercial  value  until  it  is  occupied. 
The  Reports  of  explorers  and  those  who 
travel  through  the  country  are  to  my  mind 
worthless  for  our  purpose.  We  can  only 
find  out  from  the  experience  of  settlers 
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what  the   land  is   worth.      There   is   a 
large  area  in  New  South  Wales,  as  there 
is  in  other  colonies,  but  I  refer  specially 
to  New  South  Wales,  which  was  reported 
upon   by  explorers  a   few   years   since. 
The  first  exploring  party  nearly  perished 
from  thirst.     The  second  party  were  so 
impeded  by  floods  that  they  reported  the 
existence  of  an  inland  sea.     The  third 
exploring  party  carried  boats  with  them 
on   waggons    and    brought    them   back 
without  using  them  and  were  astonislied 
to  find  the  country  rich  in  gi*ass  lands, 
and   surmised   that   the   previous  party 
had  gone    in    the   wrong   direction,    for 
the  country  proved  to  be  most  fertile. 
That  mayor   may  not   be   the    case   in 
Western  Australia.     But  what  I  wish  to 
point  out  is  that  even  under  the  present 
land  regulations  of  Western   Australia, 
which    undoubtedly  are    nob   oligarchic 
but  democratic,  there  has  been  very  little 
progress  towards  the  alienation  of  land, 
the  reason  for  this  being  the   paucity  of 
population.     Population  is  not  there,  and 
therefore  lands  have  not  been  alienated. 
Another  point  that  has  been  referred  to 
is  the   division    the   Bill   makes   of   the 
present    colony    of    Western    Australia 
into  halves.     To  my  mind  that  division 
is  a  most    important   matter.      I   could 
myself  have  wished  to   see  the    division 
in  Clause   7   made    substantial  and  not 
permissive,  because,  1  think,  in  granting 
certain    land  revenues  and  rights   to   a 
small    population    in   a   large  area,    we 
ought,  as  far  as  possible,  to  confine  the 
area   to    that    portion    of     the     colony 
immediately  affected  or  controlled  by  the 
residents  there,  and  in  the  present  case 
I  should  like  to  see   Western    Australia 
defined,   not  only  by  the  26th   parallel, 
but  also  by  the  meridian  of  say  120,  and 
so  you  would   have  a  small   portion  of 
Western  Australia,  siy  250,000    square 
miles,  handed   over   to   a    population   of 
00,000.     It  is  well,  I  think,  to  sever  this 
great  area,  especially  the  tropical  pnrticm 
from  the  new  Government  soon  to  be  sat 
up   and    for    this    reason  :    I  confidently 
believe  that  Australian  federation    is  a 
nuitter  for  the  near  future,  and  I  think 
one    of    the   greatest  problems   will  be 
how    Australia,    with    the     aid  of    the 
Mother    Country,    is  to  deal  with    that 
large    area   within    which  white   labour 
is  not  possible.     I  do  not  think   that  it 
would  be  desirable  that  the  large  area  in 
the  north  of  Western  Australia  should 
Sir  (j.  Baden-Powell 


be  handed  over  to  the  residents  of  Perth; 
it  should  bo  held  in  trust  by  the  Imperial 
Grovernment  with  a  view  to  coming  to  an 
arrangement  with  the  other  colonies  as 
to  what  should  be  the  future  position  and 
control  in  that  territory.  I  need  not 
now  add  anything  further,  except  to  say 
that  I  hope  in  Committee  the  Gk)vem- 
ment  will  be  prepared  to  consider  the 
two  important  points  raised,  according  to 
their  promise  last  Session.  I  hope  they 
will  restrict  the  area  of  Responsible  Gro- 
vernment, or  else  lay  down  such  regula- 
tions as  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Staveley 
Hill)  suggests,  tliat  in  some  way  or  other 
it  shall  be  made  clear  to  the  inhabitants 
of  Western  Australia  that  they  shall  have, 
from  their  local  knowledge,  full  control 
of  the  lands,  provided  they  do  not  check 
immigration  of  British  subjects.  1  hope 
in  the  Select  Committee  these  questions 
will  very  speedily  be  settled,  for  the 
general  reason  that  federation  is  coming, 
and  because  when  once  an  Australian 
colony  tries  Responsible  Grovernment  pro- 
gress is  very  fast — much  faster  than 
before  Responsible  Government  is  con- 
ferred, and  especially  in  the  direction  of 
increased  immigration.  We  know  from 
experience  of  the  history  of  other  colonies 
that  immigration  proceeds  for  the  first 
few  years  after  establishment  of  Respon- 
sible Government  on  a  scale  that  is  not 
reached  afterwards. 

(6.20.)  Mr.  MUNRO  FERGCJSON 
(Leith,  &c.) :  Few  will  object  to  the 
principle  of  local  self-government  for 
Western  Australia.  My  hon.  Friend 
behind  me  (Sir  G.  Campbell)  has  referred 
to  the  territory  of  the  United  States  as  a 
precedent,  but  I  think  his  analogy  hardly 
holds  good,  because  the  States  are  all  of 
them  coterminous,  and  there  is  not  the 
difficulty  of  the  Supreme  Government 
being  administered  thousands  of  miles 
away  across  the  ocean.  But  although  I 
think  we  are  justified  in  giving  local 
self-government  to  the  colony,  it  may  be 
observed  that  the  population  is  very 
much  smaller  than  the  figure  under  which 
the  United  States  Government  has  given 
local  self-government  to  a  territory.  I 
believe  Dakota  had  a  population  of 
600,000  or  800,000  before  it  was  formed 
into  a  State.  On  the  other  hand, 
as  to  the  argument  of  the  Under 
Secretary  from  the  fact  that  we 
have  given  self-government  to  tiie 
other     Australian     colonies,     with    au- 
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tliority    over    vast    areas,    fanned    by 
by  a  very  limited  number  of  settlers — 
some  20,000  or  30,000—1  do  not  think 
that  is  a  precedent  to  follow  for  handing 
over     half-a-million     square     miles    in 
Western  Australia  to  42,000  inhabitants. 
The  question  before  us  to-night  is  not 
that  of  self-government ;  it  is  a  question 
of  what  area  shall  b3  handed  over  to  the 
new  self-governing  colony,  and  I  think 
the  feeling  in  the  House  is  that  the  area 
proposed   to   be  handed  over  is  far  too 
great    for    the    number    of     inhabitants 
there.  The  whole  population  of  the  colony 
is  practically  in  the  south-western  divi- 
sion, which  has  an  area  of  67,000  square 
miles ;     you    have    there  a    population 
ot  39,000  out  of  the  whole  population  of 
42,300.      That  may  be   held   to   be  too 
small  a  division,  and  you  may  select  a 
larger  division  such  as  was  suggested  just 
now,  but  I  hope   a  very   strong  protest 
will  be   made   against  the  proposal  for 
handing  over  half,  and  that  the  best  half, 
of  Western  Australia,  containing  half  a 
million  square  miles,  to  this  very  limited 
number  of  citizens.    Australian  interests 
are  great  and  entitled  to  full  considera- 
tion, no  doubt.     I  do  not  agree  with  all 
that  my  hon.  Friend  has  said  in  regard 
to  the  Australian  colonies,  and  I  think 
if   we  try  to  solve  the  problem  of  the 
attitude  Queensland  has  taken  up,  we  are 
more    likely  to   find  a   solution   in   the 
policy    formerly  pursued   in    regard   to 
New    Guinea    and     the    South    Pacific 
Islands   than   in   the   reasons   my   hon. 
Friend  has  given.     There  is  no  Member 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  I  believe,  nor  I 
should   think   on  the    other   side,    who 
does   not   wish   to   see    our    Australian 
colonies    in    that     state     of     prosperity 
described    by   the   Under   Secretary   to- 
night, but,  at  the  same  time,   we   also 
have  our  interests  there.     The   whole  of 
the  rest  of  Australia,  except     Western 
Australia,   has     certainly   not    had    the 
responsibility  of  discharging   the  duties 
of  government  towards  fchat  area  of  the 
continent  which  we  have  had,  and  there- 
fore, I  think,  as  regards  the  future  we 
may  be    entitled  to  some   consideration 
as    well  as   the    self-governing   colonies 
there.     Our  interests  are  not  the   same 
as  they  were  in  the  "fifties,"  to  which 
the     right     hon.     gentleman    referred. 
There   were  then  immense    unoccupied 
areas  all  over  the  world  open  to  emigra- 
tion, but  that  position  is  now  very  much 


changed,  and  one  of  the  few  areas  left  to 
us  is  this  area  of  half  a  million  square 
miles  it  is  proposed  to  hand  over  to  the 
new  colony.  I  think  there  is  something 
in  the  contention  of  my  hon.  Friend  that 
this  question  might  very  properly  be 
considered  by  the  Colonisation  Committee 
before  it  is  definitely  decided  what  land 
policy  we  should  pursue  in  Western 
Australia.  I  think  the  proposed  area  is 
much  too  large.  I  object  to  the  best  part 
of  this  million  square  miles  being  handed 
over  in  the  manner  proposed.  If  there 
is  a  case  for  the  Bill  in  the  form  in 
which  it  stands  now,  I  venture  to  think 
it  has  not  been  placed  before  the  House 
by  the  Under  Secretary  to-night.  Once 
more  I  say  our  unanimous  desire  is  that 
local  self-government  shall  be  extended 
wherever  it  is  demanded,  but  not  that 
vast  unoccupied  areas  should  be  handed 
over  to  the  self-governing  colony.  Vast 
territories  have  so  been  treated  in  the 
past,  and  never  should  have  been  so 
handed  over.  This  is  what  is  being 
done  now,  under  this  Bill.  An  immense 
amount  of  country  in  Western  Australia^ 
which  may  become  available  for  colonisa- 
tion, is  thought  to  be  desert  now,  but 
may  be  made  to  smile  in  that  fruitful 
manner  described  by  the  Under 
Secretary.  Many  an  area  of  which 
nothing  is  known  now  may  in  the 
future  support  an  abundant  popula- 
tion. In  the  interest  of  the  vast 
number  of  emigrants  who  annually 
leave  our  shores,  I  protest  against  the 
proposed  arrangement. 

(6.27.)  Mr.  SETON-KARR  (St. 
Helen's)  :  I  think  on  this  side  of  the 
House  many  will  feel  not  only  surprised 
but  gratified  by  what  has  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy.  The 
hon.  Member,  though  he  did  not  move 
his  Amendment,  expressed  himself  as 
against  the  principle  of  Home  Rule  for 
Australia,  divided  from  us  by  14,000 
miles  of  sea,  though  he  is  willing  to  con- 
cede the  principle  to  an  island  lying 
close  to  our  shores.  I  was  much 
gratified  to  hear  the  statements  of  my 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  G.  Baden-Powell),  and 
also  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Fer- 
guson), in  regard  to  the  Land  Question. 
They  are  jealous  of  our  territorial  sove- 
reignty in  that  country.  I  quite  agree 
this  is  a  question  whether  or  not  we 
shall  grant  a  Constitution  to  Western 
Australia.   Upon   that  I  think  we  are 
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all  agreed.  The  question  to  solve  has 
reference  to  these  unoccupied  lands.  It 
is  entirely  a  question  of  how  much  land 
we  shall  give  to  a  population  of  42,000, 
some  of  whom,  I  believe,  are  descended 
from  the  convicts  formerly  sent  to  the 
country.  That,  I  believe,  is  a  fact,  and 
with  facts  we  have  to  deal.  I  listened 
with  considerable  attention  to  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  on  intro- 
ducing the  Bill,  and  with  all  he  did  say 
I  find  myself  in  agreement.  But,  at 
the  same  time,  he  omitted  a  most  im- 
portant subject,  saying  hardly  any- 
thing about  this  Land  Question. 
We  may  be  told  that  the  Land  Question 
can  be  considered  in  Committee.  I  pro- 
test against  that  suggestion,  because  I 
venture  to  think  that  the  question  of 
the  land  goes  to  the  very  root  of  the 
principle  of  this  Bill.  I  do  not  want  to 
detain  the  House  for  any  length  of  time, 
but  I  wish  to  draw  special  attention 
to  this  point.  We  are  asked  to  assent 
to  the  general  principle  of  the  Bill.  I 
am  in  favour  of  the  principle  of  grant- 
ing Home  Rule  and  self-government  to 
Western  Australia ;  but  I  want  a  little 
more  information  as  to  the  reason  why 
the  land  is  to  be  divided  in  the  manner 
in  which  it  is  proposed  in  this  Bill.  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  it  is  not 
possible,  while  granting  a  Constitution 
to  Western  Australia,  to  retain  a  larger 
portion  of  that  enormous  area  of 
1,060,000  square  miles  under  our  own 
control?  We  find  that  that  enormous 
area  is  practically  divided  into  equal 
parts,  the  Northern  of  which  is  to  be 
retained  under  the  control  of  the 
Imperial  Government,  while  the  South- 
ern is  to  go  in  its  entirety  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  Western  Australia.  I  happened 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Undersecretary  for  the  Colonies  privately 
what  the  reason  was  for  making  this 
division,  and  he  told  me  that  there  was 
no  reason  beyond  the  fact  that  it  was 
proposed  by  Western  Australia  itself. 
I  am  not  surprised  at  all  to  hear  that 
Western  Australia  proposes  the  division, 
for  the  simple  reason  that  they  are 
taking  all  that  is  worth  having,  and 
they  are  giving  away  all  that  is  not 
worth  having.  If  hon.  Members  look  at 
the  map  they  will  see  that  almost  the 
whole  of  the  land  to  be  retained  by  the 
Imperial  Parliament— or,  at  any  rate. 
Air.  Seton-Karr 


19-20ths  of  the  area — is  marked  as  sandy 
desert  in  a  tropical  clime.  Of  course, 
there  is  a  certain  amount  of  sea-board, 
but  it  will  be  of  no  practical  use  to  this 
country,  and  on  the  area  we  propose  to 
retain  it  would  be  almost  impossible  for  us 
to  settle  colonists.  Now,  is  it  not  possible 
to  get  a  better  division  of  the  land  than 
this  ?  I  am  rather  inclined  to  agree  with 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
said  when  he  suggested  that  if  we  could 
not  get  anything  better-  than  this,  it 
would  be  as  well  to  allow  Western  Aus- 
tralia to  take  control  of  the  whole  of  the 
area.  Why  should  we  be  troubled  with 
a  sandy  desert  and  with  a  lot  of  respon- 
sibility when  we  can  hope  to  gain  no 
benefit  whatever  from  the  land  ifcself  ? 
But  at  present  I  do  not  want  to  go  so 
far  as  to  urge  that.  I  prefer,  instead,  to 
press  for  an  explanation  of  the  reasons 
for  this  particular  division.  We  must 
remember  fchat  the  population  of  the 
colony  is  only  42,000,  whereas  the  colony 
of  Victoria  has  only  an  area  of  88,000 
square  miles,  and  yet  it  is  one  of  the  most 
progressive  colonies  in  Australia.  Why 
cannot  the  small  population  of  Western 
Australia  be  satisfied  with  a  smaller  area 
of  land  ?  Tliev  can  have  a  Constitution 
in  the  fullest  degree,  but  why  should 
they  have  reserved  to  them  such  enor- 
mous tracts  of  land  ?  That  is  what  I 
want  to  know.  We  all  know  that  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are  fond  of 
making  free  with  the  land  of  this 
country,  and  I  am  therefore  glad  to  find 
that  there  are  some  among  them  who 
are  jealous  about  the  territorial  rights  of 
our  colonies.  We  have  in  this  country, 
as  everybody  knows,  a  population  of 
over  37,000,000.  Wc;  are  sending  out  a 
constant  stream  of  emigrants  to  our 
colonies,  and  surely  it  will  be  to  our 
advantage  to  retain  under  the  control 
of  the  Imperial  Parliament  tracts  of  land 
for  colonisation  pui-poses.  Is  it  abso- 
lutely necessary,  in  order  to  satisfy  the 
demands  of  Australia,  that  we  should 
hand  over  to  them  the  whole  of  this 
land  ?  Could  not  some  better  division 
be  made  ?  Could  not  the  dividing  line  be 
drawn  from  north  to  south  instead  of 
from  east  to  west  ?  Let  us,  at  any  rate, 
retain  a  portion  of  fclie  land  which  is 
worth  having,  and  of  which  we  could 
make  some  use.  These  are  the  questions 
which  I  have  risen  in  order  to  ask.  I 
may  add  that  I  am  inclined  to  agree  with 
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the  suggestion  which  has  been  made 
that  this  Bill  should  be  submitted  to  the 
Colonisation  Committee,  who  could  go 
into  the  Land  Question,  and  would 
possibly  be  able  to  elicit  some  very 
valuable  information. 

*(6.36.)     Mr.  0.  V.  MORGAN  (Batter- 
sea)  :  The  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  in 
his  speech  found   great   fault   with  Sir 
Napier  Broome    because  he   so   warmly 
advocated  the  passing  of  this  Bill,  and  I 
suppose  that  if  Sir  Napier  had  taken  up 
an  entirely  different  line  my  hon.  Friend 
would  have  praised  him.     But  I  agree 
with   Sir   Napier,  and    1    am    strongly 
in  favour  of  the  Bill  for  reasons  which  1 
will  shortly  give.      It  may  not  be  in  the 
knowledge  of  many  hon.  Members  that 
Sir  Napier  Broome  will  not  be  Governor 
when  the  colony,  under  this  Bill,  gets  a 
representative  form  of  Government.     Sir 
William     Robinson    has    already    been 
appointed  his   successor,  and  among  the 
many    who   have   held  responsible  posi- 
tions  in  connection  with  our  colonies  I 
think  no  better   man  could  have  been 
found  than  Sir  William.      He  is  exceed- 
ingly popular,  and,  no  doubt,  will  be  still 
more  popular  when  Western  Australia 
obtains  local  government.      And  now  I 
come  to  the  Land  Question.      I  am  satis- 
fied from  my  knowledge  of  the  colonies, 
of  which  I  have  made  a  study,  that  the 
land  would   be  better  managed   by  the 
Western  Australians  than  by  the  Colonial 
Office  in  this  country.      It  is  impossible 
for  us  in  this  country  to  deal  with  sub- 
jects in  places  so  remote,  and  it  is  not 
the   fault  of  the  Colonial   Office.      The 
truth    is,     we     have     not    the    means 
of    obtaining   the  requisite    knowledge. 
And  yet  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  proposes  that  a  large  propor- 
tion  of  the  land  in  Western  Australia 
shall     remain     in     the    hands    of    the 
Colonial  Office,  although  he  admits    the 
impossibility  of  the  Colonial  Office  pro- 
perly  dealing   with    these    subjects.     I 
never  heard  anything  more  illogical  than 
the  argument  he  used.     I  have  seen  with 
great  regret  that  so  very  few  emigrants 
have  gone   to  Australia  from  this  coun- 
try of  late  years,  but  I  think  the  reasons 
are  quite  clear.     The  older  colonies  are 
unfavourable  to  assisted  emigration,  but 
I  hope  that  Western  Australia  will  favour 
it.     If  so,  I  believe  that  a  considerable 
number  of  people  will  go  out  from  this 
country.     I  have  expressed  a  wish  to  sit 


on  the  Committee  dealing  with  this  Bill, 
and  if  I  am  on  it  I  shall  ask  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  colony  whether  they 
will  not  agree  that  a  certain  portion  of 
the  revenue  derived  from  the  sale  or 
rent  of  the  land  shall  not  be  devoted  to 
assisting  emigration  from  the  United 
Kingdom.  I  know  there  is  a  strong 
objection  in  Australia  to  immigrants 
from  China  and  India.  I  sympathise 
with  it  ;  and  I  hope  to  see  Western 
Australia  occupied  almost  entirely  by 
people  of  English,  Scotch,  Irish,  ^nd 
Welsh  blood.  Lord  Norton,  who  once 
held  the  office  of  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  wrote  with  reference  to  this 
matter  of  the  disposal  of  these  lands — 

"  It  18  worth  while  to  note  that  the  disposal 
of  colonial  lands  through  a  central  Govern- 
ment has  always  been  more  wasteful  and  the 
grants  far  more  detrimental  to  central,  as  well 
as  local  interests,  than  disposals  made  on  the 
spot.'* 

I  agree    with  that,  and  believe  that  the 
best  the  Colonial  Office  could  do  would 
be    worse    than    the    worst    the    West- 
ern  Australians   would   do    for     them- 
selves.    And  now,  as  to  the  Franchise 
Question.     Many  on  the   Opposition  side 
of  the  House  may  think  that  the  £10 
franchise  proposed  for  Western  Australia 
is   too  narrow,    but    such    a    franchise 
will  include  every  house  in  the   colony, 
and     it     practically,    means     universal 
suffrage.      I -hope  that  perhaps  the  day 
is  not  far  distant  when  Western  Austra- 
lia will  follow  the  example  of  the  other 
Australian  Colonies  and  adopt  manhood 
suffrage.      And  now  with  regard  to  the 
northern  territory.     Some  years  ago  the 
northern  territory   of    South    Australia 
was   surrendered  by  the  Crown  to  the 
colony,  and  it  has  proved  rather  a  tax  to 
the    latter.       Why,    then,    should    the 
Government  be  so  anxious  now  to  retain  the 
northern  and  tropical  portion  of  Western 
Australia?     I    think   we   shall   make   a 
great  mistake   if    we  do   not   give    the 
whole    of    the     territory     of     Western 
Australia  to  the  colony.      Every  one  of 
the     Australian    Colonies     is     strongly 
in  favour  of  the  Bill  before  the  House, 
and  that  is  a  fact  of  very  great  weight 
in  itself.      I  look  forward  to    the    day 
when  all  the  Australian  Colonies  will  be 
federated,and  that  is  why  I  think  that 
Western  Australia  should  have,  as  nearly 
as  possible,  the  same  form  of  government, 
as  the  other  colonies.     I  am  very  glad 
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that  this  discussion  has  taken  place,  but 
I  think  these  matters  could  be  better 
dealt  with  in  Committee. 

(6.43.)  Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON 
(Shropshire,  Oswestry)  :  I  am  glad  that 
this  discussion  has  been  of  so  very  satis- 
factory a  nature,  and  that  it  has  not 
in  any  way  been  coloured  by  Party 
politics.  I  thick  that  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  stated  a  trus  fact 
when  he  said  tliat,  when  dealing  with 
Western  Australia,  we  are  practically 
dealing  with  the  whole  of  Australia, 
because  on  this  question  there  is  a 
common  and  almost  unanimous  feeling 
among  all  the  Australian  Colonies.  They 
have  thrown  in  their  lot  with  Western 
Australia,  and  are  anxious  to  assist  that 
colony  in  obtaining  the  advantages  of 
self-government  which  are  asked  for  in 
this  Bill.  I  think  that  if  we  give 
Western  Australia  Responsible  Govern- 
ment we  should  do  it  with  no  niggard 
hand.  What  have  we  done  for  Western 
Australia,  in  the  matter  of  coloni- 
sation for  the  last  quarter  of  a 
century.  Only  about  200  colonists 
go  out  there,  from  this  country  every 
year.  How  can  we  say,  then,  that  by  our 
methods  of  dealing  with  Western  Aus- 
tralia we  are  opening  it  for  the  reception 
of  emigrants  from  this  country? 
Although  it  is  not  closed  for 
colonisation,  we,  as  a  Government,  are 
not  doing  anything  towards  getting  it 
occupied ;  and,  I  should  like  to  know,  are 
we  likely  to  do  more  if  we  have  the 
northern  tropical  parts  of  the  land  left 
in  our  hands?  It  appears  to  me  well 
worthy  the  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment whether  it  would  not  be  better  to 
hand  over  the  whole  of  the  land  to  our 
kinsmen  in  Western  Australia  to  deal 
with  as  they  choose.  I  hope,  Sir,  we 
shall  give  autonomy  to  Western  Aus- 
tralia without  putting  any  clauses  in  the 
Bill  that  will  limit  the  freedom  which 
they  desire.  I  think  we  may  be  quite 
sure  that  our  Australian  kinsmen  are 
not  likely  to  act  in  any  hostile  way 
towards  England  or  towards  the  Empire. 
We  may  trust  them  perfectly  well  to 
continue  the  work  of  colonisation,  for 
they  are  much  more  capable  of  dealing 
with  it,  living  as  they  do  on  the  spot, 
than  we  are  who  live  far  away. 

*(6.47.)    Mr.  W.  A.  Mc ARTHUR  (Corn- 
wall, Mid,  St.  Austell)  :  I  am  extremely 
anxious   that   this    Bill  should   go  to  a 
Mr.  0.  V.  Morgan 


Select  Committee  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment,  and  that  it  should  be  passed 
into  law.  I  desire  to  say  a  word  or  two, 
however,  not  because  I  think  there  is 
much  more  to  be  said  on  the  general 
question,  but  because  I  think  it  is  time 
that  somebody  connected  with  Australia 
should  raise  a  protest  against  the  extra- 
ordinary speech  delivered  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy.  I  think  it  will 
be  news  to  a  great  many  of  our  Aus- 
tralian fellow-subjects  to  find  that  there 
is  at  this  time  of  day  a  Member  of  this 
House  prepared  to  taunt  the  Australian 
colonists  with  disloyal t}',  and  prepared 
to  insinuate  that  the  only  object  of  the 
land  legislation  in  the  new  colonies  of 
Australia  is  to  put  money  into  the  handff 
of  big  squatters. 

♦Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  I  did  not 
say  that  that  was  the  only  object. 

♦Mr.  W.  a.  McARTHUR  :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  ascribed  motives  of  the  most 
sordid  kind  to  every  possible  moTement 
of  these  colonies  in  the  direction  of  self- 
government.  He  poses  here  as  the 
representative  of  omniscience.  I  do  not 
deny  that  he  has  had  great  experience, 
but  I  do  deny  that  he  has  had  Australian 
experience.  If  I  were  to  attempt  to 
reply  to  the  speech  he  has  delivered  to- 
night, it  would  probably  take  me  until 
1 1  o'clock,  because  there  was  a  mistake 
in  almost  every  sentence.  I  will  give 
but  one  example.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  said  he  doabted  whiether 
Queensland  could  not  have  taken  some 
better  way  of  showing  their  loyalty  than 
they  had  done  in  relation  to  the 
questions  which  had  recently  arisen. 
He  said  he  could  not  understand  their 
petty  spirit,  and  he  further  stated  that 
Queensland  was  engaged  in  a  most  un- 
fortunate traffic. 

♦Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL:  I  said 
**  had  been  "  engaged. 

♦Mr.  W.  a.  McARTHUR:  I  am 
within  the  recollection  of  the  House. 
The  hon.  Member  implied  that  the  Local 
Government  had  not  put  the  scandalous 
labour  traffic  down.  It  seems  to  me 
that  Queensland  has  some  cause  for 
dissatisfaction  against  this  country  in 
regard  to  the  action  taken  respecting' 
the  New  Hebrides  and  New  Guinea. 
But  let  that  pass.  May  I  point  out  that 
the  hon.  Member  did  not  state  that 
the  labour  traffic  in  Queensland  has 
been  absolutely  stopped  by  an   Act  of 


1331      We^leni  AuHCrali-i 


{  Februaih- 27,  1690)  Comlltiillmi  BUI. 


Parlinment  which  comos  int^i  force  tliia 

*SiB  GEORGE  CAMPBELL:  I  swd" 
Queeusland  hitd  been  engaged  in  a  very 
nefarious  labour  traffic.      I  did  not  say  it 

s  BO  engaged  at  this  ijiomont. 

Mr.  W.  a.  McARTHUR:  The  hon. 
Member  carefully  retrained  from  in- 
forming tlio  Uonse  that  the  Local 
Legislature  hod  loug  ago  seeu  the  evils 
of  the  traffic  and  taken  steps  to  put  nn 
end  to  it.  At  this  moment  the  trafBc  is 
virtually  stopped.  I  wish  now  to  Bay 
a  few  worda  on  the  Land  Question. 
Sitting  as  I  do  on  this  side  of  the  House 
T  naturally  hold  very  strong  views  as 
regards  aggregation  of  large  masses  of 
land  in  the  hands  of  Binglo  individuals  ; 
and  if  I  thought  it  was  likely,  or  that  it 
was  in  the  interests  of  the  Western 
Australian  people  themselves  to  retain 
large  tracts  oE  land  in  the  hands  of 
private  persons,  and  to  prevent  emigra- 
tion, I  should  be  among  the  first  to 
oppose  this  Bill.  But  I  would  put  this 
question  to  hon.  Members  as  men  oE 
business  :  What  is  the  good  of  the  land 
unless  people  occupy  it }  The  land  alone 
would  be  worthless  tu  a  native  of  Western 
Australia.  He  could  not  cultivate  it ;  he 
could  not  raise  flocks  of  sheep  and  herds  of 
cattle  upon  it  unless  he  hkd  people  to 
assist  him,  and  therefore  the  land  would 
be  absolutely  valueless  ;  and  it  is  only  by 
colociising  it  that  the  people  of  Western 
Australia  can  hope  to  make  it  valuable. 
But  there  is  a  far  wider  question  than 
that.  Who  is  it  that  has  made  the  land 
of  Western  Australia  valuable  1  Has  it 
been  lion.  Gentlemen  like  the  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  ?  Has  it  been  Members 
who  sit  iu  this  House  and  never  trouble 
themselves  about  the  colonies  until 
legislation  of  this  kind  is  proposed  ? 
No,  Sir  ;  it  was  made  valuable  by  people 
who  ran  great  risks  and  underwent 
great  hardships ;  who  toiled  and  worked 
to  make  the  land  what  it  is,  and  who 
have  made  the  colony  a  possession  of 
whicij  we  may  well  be  proud.  The 
hon.  Member  says  we  ought  to  wait 
until  Western  Australia  has  been 
thoroughly  explored.  What  sort  of  assist- 
ance have  we  given  in  the  past  in  the  work 
of  exploration  ?  How  many  English- 
men have  gone  out  to  carry  it  on  1  The 
exploration  has  been  done  solely  by 
Australian  settlers — by  people  sent  out 
by  the  Western  Australians  themselves^ 
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witliout  the  assistance  of  any  English- 
men and  without  the  assistance  of  any 
Member  rif  this  House.  Somebody  has 
said  in  the  course  of  this  debate  that  the 
northern  territory  ought  to  ba  separated 
from  the  southern  portion  of  Wwsterii 
Australia,  because  it  is  land  situated  in 
the  tropics,  and,  consequently,  not  fit  for 
Ecglisli  people  to  work  upon.  But 
supposing  that  the  Western  Australian 
Legislature  passed  a  law  excludiug  the 
Cliinese  or  labour  from  the  Pacific 
Islands  from  the  southern  part  of  the 
territory,  does  any  one  suppose  that  the 
country  would  force  the  importation  of 
that  labour,  or  even  allow  it  into  the 
northern  part  of  the  t2rritory!  I  do  not 
beUeve  that  it  would  be  allowed,  and 
therefore  I  say  that  the  nrgunient  that 
if  we  separate  the  colony  into  two  porta 
there  will  be  the  possilnlity  of  coloured 
labour  being  employed  in  the  north,  is  an 
argument  which  will  not  hold  water.  1 
am  in  favour  of  banding  over  the  whole 
territory  to  Western  Australia.  The 
Australian  people  themselves  are  in 
favour  of  it.  Indeed,  the  Australians  ask 
for  it,  and  I  ask  is  it  possible  to  with- 
stand a  demand  of  that  nature  1  The 
growth  of  the  Australian  Colonies  has 
reached  such  a  pitch  that  it  is  practically 
impossible  for  this  country  not  to  concede 
a  demand  made  by  United  Australia.  I 
do  not  believe  that  any  Government  in 
existence  could  seriously  contemplate  for 
one  moment  the  possibility  of  doing  so  if 
they  desired  to  maintain  intact  our 
Australian  connection.  These  colonies 
are  loyal  colonies,  and  have  now  acquired 
such  a  position  liiat  yon  can  no  longer 
aflord  to  treat  them  as  children,  and 
you  will  be  running  great  risks  if  you 
strain  their  loyalty  ly  yielding  to  the 
advice  of  Scotch  gentlemen  who  liava 
studied  this  question  in  the  armchairs  of 
their  libraries  iustead  of  aceepting  the 
counsel  of  practical  people  who  live  on 
the  spot  and  know  exactly  what  they 
want  and  what  best  they  can  do  with 
their  own  country  when  they  onco  get 
the  form  of  government  they  require. 
•(7.1.)  Sir  J.  C.  COLOMB  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Bow) :  As  tliis  Bill  is  to 
go  before  a  Select  Committee,  I  will 
not  trouble  the  House  with  any  length- 
ened observations  upon  it.  Still, 
I  would  say  the  importance  of  this 
question  must  be  obvious  whi 
remeni1ie:-ed   tliat  the    Bill  pm^KKi^s 
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hand  over  a  territory  equal  in  area  to  the 
whole  of  our  Indian  Empire,  and,  indeed, 
as  great  in  extent  as  half  the  aggregate 
territory  comprised  in  the  38  States  of 
America.  This  enormous  area  it  is  in- 
tended to  hand  over  to  a  population 
smaller  than  that  of  an  average  London 
parish.  I  quite  admit,  and  cordially  re- 
echo, what  has  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  who  just  sat  down,  nainely, 
that  we  must  recognise  what  has 
been  the  result  to  the  colonies  of  our 
policy  in  the  past  in  making  over  large 
tracts  of  land  to  a  small  number  of 
individuals  without  reservation,  a  policy 
which  I  am  afraid  it  is  too  late  now  to 
reverse.  I  also  agree  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  in  thinking  that  the  reserva- 
tion of  the  sub-tropical  portion  of  West 
Australia  would  be  practically  a  useless, 
if  not  also  a  dangerous,  reservation.  I 
fully  share  the  opinion  expressed  by 
other  speakers  that  we  are  very  near  the 
time  when  we  shall  have  a  federated 
Australia.  Let  me  draw  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  this  consideration,  namely, 
that  if  this  reservation  is  made  as  pro- 
vided for  in  the  Bill,  and  we  afterwards 
get  a  federated  Australia,  we  shall  have  a 
largo  portion  of  the  north-west  corner  of 
the  continent  left  out  of  the  federation, 
and  administered  by  the  United  King- 
dom. That  is  a  position  which,  I  think, 
would  be  practically  untenable,  as  it 
would  become  a  source  of  irritation  and 
trouble.  I  also  think  that,  looking  at  the 
i*apid  growth  of  the  population  of  India 
and  the  difficulty  of  providing  for  any 
overflow  from  that  country,  we  may  have 
serious  trouble  there,  and  that  it  would 
be  only  right  and  prudent  to  provide 
some  tropical  territory  to  which  we  might 
shift  the  surplus  population  of  the  Indian 
Empire,  and  so  give  relief  to  tlie  over- 
crowded centres  of  that  country.  But 
we  shall  certainly  get  into  diflBculty  if, 
with  a  Federated  Australia,  we  attempt  to 
utilise  for  such  a  purpose  the  northern  and 
reserved  territoiy  of  Western  Australia. 
There  is  one  point  which  I  do  not  think 
has  been  touched  upon  in  this  debate,  and 
it  is  mainly  upon  that  subject  that  I  ven- 
ture to  trouble  the  House.  There  are 
some  3,000  miles  of  coast  line  in  the 
colony  we  are  now  dealing  with,  and  we 
have  not  reserved  a  single  portion  of  it 
in  the  temperate  zone  for  the  use  of  our 
vessels  for  the  protection  of  the  commerce 
of  India  and  that  part  of  the  world.  I 
Sir  J.  C.  Colomh 


think  we  are  bound  to  look  ahead  in  this 
matter.  It  so  happens  that  in  the  south- 
west corner  of  that  colony  we  have  one  of 
the  most  important  strategic  possessions, 
that  could  be  used  as  a  base  for  the  ope- 
rations of  our  fleet  in  the  Indian  Ocean 
and  South  Pacific.  That  point  is  King 
George's  Sound.  There  has  for  years, 
been  correspondence  between  the  Mother 
Country  and  the  Australian  Colonies  with 
regard  to  the  establishment  of  the 
necessary  naval  base  at  King  George's. 
Sound,  but  no  agreement  has  as  yet  been 
arrived  at.  One  of  the  diflficulties  is  the 
want  of  money  and  how  the  necessary 
means  may  be  found.  This  being  8o» 
instead  of  reserving  the  northern 
territory,  we  ought  to  take  steps,  for 
making  some  Imperial  reservation  with 
regard  to  the  Port  of  Albany  and  the 
district  of  King  George's  Sound,  so  as  to 
provide  the  necessary  revenue  for  main- 
taining in  the  future  the  naval  power 
required  in  the  interests  of  our  commerce. 
This,  to  my  mind,  is  a  very  material 
point,  and  I  think  it  is  rendered  all  the 
weightier  by  this  consideration,  namely, 
the  growth  of  the  commercial  interchange 
between  India  and  Australia,  and  New- 
Zealand,  and  Tasmania,  which  has  been 
excessively  rapid.  In  all  probability,  we 
shall  find,  even  in  the  near  future,  that 
that  trade  will  have  attained  proportions 
of  great  magnitude.  The  coast  line  we 
are  going  to  part  with  flanks  our  sea  roads 
of  communication  in  that  part  of  the 
world,  and  I  apprehend  that  it  is  hardly 
right  for  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  to 
propose  to  make  over  the  heritage  that 
should  be  held,  not  only  for  the  use  of  the 
millions  of  our  people  who  may  desire  to 
emigrate  there  in  the  future,  but,  gene- 
rally, for  the  naval  interests  of  th^  State.. 
I  attach  great  importance  to  the  fact  that 
under  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  it  is 
proposed  to  put  beyond  the  power  of  re- 
call any  facilities  to  provide  for  our* 
having  [a  port  to  which  we  may  have 
secure  access  for  all  fnture  time. 

*(7.8.)  Mr.  RATHBONE  (Carnarvon,. 
Arfon  Division)  :  I  desire  to  call  attention 
to  apoint  which,I  am  sure,  all  who  have  an 
interest  in  emigration  and  are  watching 
its  progress  will  regard  as  One  of  great 
importaiice,  and  one  as  to  which  it  is 
necessary  that  any  legislation  tipon  the 
subject  should  be  carefully  safiegnardied. 
It  is  evident  to  thote  tvlib  HsiVe 
watched    what  has   been  going  on 
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America  that  there  is  a  growing  dispo- 
aition  t-0  interfere  with  the  freedom  of 
emigration  even  from  the  Mother 
Country,  and  eren  thongh  at  present  in 
Soutli  Australia  we  have  no  fear  of  any 
such  action,  because  it  is  largely  in  the 
interest  of  Australia  to  encourage  emi- 
gration rathe  rtbanto  discourage  it  ;  never- 
theless, we  have  to  look  ahead  and  pra- 
[lare  ouraelveH  for  the  difficulty  wo  are 
■ilmoHt  aui-e  to  he  placed  in  some  20  or  30 
years'  hence  in  dealing  with  the  intrenaed 
population  of  this  country.  We  hav 
learned  a  good  deal  from  what  is  goin) 
on  in  Ameriia.  In  that  country  (tose 
who  liftvo  to  deitl  with  questions  of  this 
sort,  heing  afraid  that  the  excitement  of 
local  feeling  might  lead  to  impmdent 
hasty  action,  have  taken  the  precaatii 
to  provide  by  a  clause  in  their  State 
Conatitutious  which  enables  thorn  to 
meet  the  difficulty.  There  are  mi 
of  altering  any  such  claiiBO  ;  but  in  order 
to  do  so  a  considerable  time  and  a  very 
lat^  majority  is  necessary.  What  I 
would  offer  aa  ii  practical  suggestion  to 
the  Government  is,  that  in  Clause  H  nf 
this  Bill,  which  deals  with  the  Kmigra- 
tion  Question,  instead  of  patting  it  in  a 
way  that  seems  almost  to  ent'ourBge  thu 
South  Australians,  as  soon  tm  their  tem- 
porary interests  have  been  served,  todeal 
with  this  matter  in  a  manner  that  might 
be  unsatisfactory  to  ourselves,  it  ought  to 
be  Uid  down  as  a  part  of  the  Constitution  of 
Western  Anstralia  that  there  should  be 
no  interference  with  the  emigration  of 
the  surplus  popnlation  of  those  kingdoms 
either  now  or  at  any  future  time.  Of 
course,  if  they  want  aftflrwards  to  check 
the  inflow  of  the  Chinese  or  any  undesir- 
able immigrants  there  should  be  no 
difficulty  in  their  getting  a  measure 
(Xtssed  through  this  House  to  alter  their 
Constitution  in  tliat  respect :  but  1 
think  it  only  just  to  the  peojile  of  this 
country,  who  bifar  so  large  a  sliare  of  the 
liurden  of  taxation  for  the  maintenaiice  of 
the  Niivy  noeessary  to  protect  the 
Australian  and  other  tioloniea,  that  we 
should  reserve  to  our  own  people  their 
rights  of  Colonisation  und  carefully  guaitl 
against  that  seltishness  of  labour  which 
ks  to  set  up  a  laonopoly  (if  ith  own, 
for  there  Is  undonbt^dty  ii,'  s-IIishnesb  of 
democracy  ns  well  as  of  aristjcracy, 
although  I  do  not  say  that  the  selfishness 
of  the  one  is  quite  the  s^me  or  as  great  as 
the  selfishness  of  the  other.     In  America, 


however,  ivc  have  seen  that  selfishness 
inaction,  and  I  do  trust  thatcare  will  bo 
taken  to  make  it  a  part  of  the  Constitu- 
tion of  Western  Anstrji-lia  that  they  shall 
uot  bo  able  in  the  future  to  debar  their 
fellow  countrymen  from  emigration  to 
their  shores. 

•(7.14.)  Ml!.  S.  GEDG-fi  (Stockport): 
i  think  ahundant  reason  has  been  shown 
why  we  should  be  either  very  slow  to 
pass  this  Bill,  or  else  titko  care  that  it 
ijonioa  from  the  Select  Committee  in  a 
greatly  improved  form.  Tfone  of  us 
would  object  to  give  Responsible  Govern- 
ment to  any  colony  that  «in  demonstrate 
its  ability  to  rnn  alone.  The  question  in, 
when  is  a  colony  able  to  run  alone  ?  A 
few  people  may  establish  a  colony  in 
Bome  small  island  and  be  entitled  to  a 
Responsible  Government;  but  that  case 
is  different  from  one  in  which  we  are 
asked  to  give  Responsible  Government  to 
a  small  population  whose  territory  in- 
cludes upwanls  of  a  million  of  square 
miles.  We  are  told  that,  apart  from  the 
intrinsic  merits  ef  the  case,  we  ought  to 
t-iomply  at  once  with  the  request  for  a 
Constitution  on  the  part  of  the  colony  of 
Western  Anstralia,  and  it  is  urged  as  a 
reason  why  we  should  accede  to  that, 
I'eqnest  that  all  the  Australian  Colonies 
have  united  in  asking  the  British  Farlia- 
ment  to  grant  the  fomi  of  Constitution 
proposed  in  this  Bill.  I  Snd  in  the 
Colony  of  Tasmania  the  House  of 
Assembly  ask  that 

"HerMnjeity  will  be  plensed  speedily  to  extend 
lo  Wentom  Auatmlis  that  full  meaiiure  or 
Besponilblo  (lavorament  under  a,  CoDBtitutioii 
simiiar  to  that  of  Vour  Majuaty's  other  Aub- 
.Cmlian  Colonicn." 
Then  it  goes  on — 

"  And  that  Your  jMKJosly  will  he  pleased  to 
direct  I  hat  any  torritory  which  in  Yoor 
Majesty's  wisdom  it  umy  lis  deoDied  eipedient 
to  eiclodw  from  the  new  Conalilution  may  be 
Feservod  for  Hctlloment  under  n  BimilBT  form  of 
^vernmcot  for  the  use  of  the  BriliaH  people, 
th^ti  HdvaDcing  tlio  cause  of  AuBtralian  federa- 
tion and  uaity,  nad  addinfc  Wostora  Aastralia 
to  the  group  of  loyal  and  niitODDmoua  Aus- 
tralian Colonies." 

The  Houses  tif  Assembly  of  other 
colonies  have  sent  Addresses  couched  in 
similar  t«!nns.  I  agree  tliat  by  all  means 
we  should  givoftConstitution  to  the  40,000 
peopleia  the  south-west  corner  of  Western 
Australia,  By  all  means  let  them  have  a 
Constitution  over  the  lands  that  they 
have  made  valuable,  besides,  if  you  like, 
land  in  the  iioighbotn-hood,  but  I  see  no 
3  K  2 
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reason  xvlij-.  bpCBUse  these  40,000  peojjle 
have  cultiyatsd  170  square  milea  and 
80  made  tliem  yalnable,  out  of  1,000,000 
square  milea,  we  should  give  them  a 
Constitution  by  which  they  would  have 
entire  control  over  those  1 ,000,000 
square  miles.  That  is  a  very  different 
thing  to  what  is  proposed  by  the 
other  colonies ;  jind,  if  the  BiJI  goes 
to  a  Select  Committee,  1  think  they 
ought  to  confine  the  new  Constitution  to 
a  moderate  portion  of  the  territory,  say 
even  20,000  square  milea  out  of  the 
1 ,000,000.  To  give  40,000  men  dominion 
over  1,000,000  of  square  miles,  with  its 
enopmona  seaboard,  would  hs  to  take 
away  our  heritage.  1  rt-preaent  a  con- 
stituency contaiiiin;;  a  very  much  largor 
population  than  that  of  Weatem  Aus- 
tralia— a  large  propnrtion  being  working 
men.  There  iaastrong  fee  ling  among  them 
about  this  gradual  giving  away  of  onr 
inheritance  in  the  land  which  belongs  tn 
Great  Britain,  and  giving  to  a  few,  who 
happen  to  be  tlje  pioneers,  an  adrantsge 
which  is  very  nnfair  to  the  working  men 
of  thia  country  who  look  to  the  future, 
when  the  teeming  millions  of  England 
will  turn  to  the  colonics  for  places  nf 
settlement.  They  regard  on,  selfish  the 
policy  of  those  colonists  who  wish  to 
keep  to  themselves  these  large  tracts  of 
land  and  the  labour  and  wages  to  be 
obtained  in  the  colonies.  It  seenis  to 
mo  that  wc  shall  not  be  standing  in  the 
way  of  Australian  federation  if  we  limit 
the  Conatitntion  of  Western  Australia  to 
a  SToall  portion  of  the  territory  in 
question,  as  we  shall  be  doing  the  very 
thingwhiohtheothereoloniea  recommend. 
(7.20.)  Mb.  BBYCE  (Aberdeen.  S  >  : 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  that  the  debate 
which  has  taken  place  baa  been  very 
interesting,  and  lias  amply  justified 
■the  sensible  conrae,  at  the  end  of  last 
Session,  of  those  who  urged  that  the 
Bill  should  not  be  passed  immediately, 
and  also  that  of  the  Government  in  pro- 
posing to  refer  it  to  a  Select  Committee. 
There  are  differences  in  the  point  of  view 
taken  on  this  Bill,  some  hon.  Members 
dealing  with  it  fi'om  practical  knowledge 
of  AuBtratia  and  sympathy  with  colonial 
feeling,  while  others  have  treated  it  on 
CDiisidorations  of  general  policy.  I  think  the 
general  views  which  have  been  expressed 
may  be  reconciled  with  the  eiperience 
of  ihoaj  who  a 
My.  S.  Get 
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;  practically  acquainted 


with  the  development  of  the  Anstralian 
Colonies.  Interesting  data  liave  been 
furnished  us  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Kt.  Austell.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Kirkcaldy, 
and  those  who  followed  him  on 
the  land  question,  have  confined  tbem- 
aeivcs  to  pointing  out  the  dillicuIti«B 
which  may  arise  in  giving  control  over  this 
large  area  to  this  extremely  small  popula- 
tion. We  must  all  feel  impreased 
by  the  somewhat  thoughtless  way 
in  which,  in  some  other  colonies, 
public  land  has  been  wastefnlly 
dealt  with.  I  contend  that  the  excite- 
ment experienced  in  someof  the  Western 
States  of  America,  arising  from  the  way 
in  which  land  grants  were  made,  and 
land  titles  taken  up,  particularly  in 
California,  shows  what  difficulties  may 
spring  from  a  faulty  and  wasteful  use  of 
land  in  the  beginning  of  a  colony.  It 
also  seems  to  me  that  my  hon.  Friend  in 
dealing  with  this  land  question  omitted  to 
considpranothereideofthe  subject.namely, 
who  manages  the  land  now,  and  have  wc 
any  better  security  for  its  wise  manage- 
ment under  a  Colonial  Parliament  1  Hon. 
Members  of  colonial  experience  say  that 
our  present  system  does  not  really  offer 
any  greater  security  for  the  development 
of  the  country,  or  for   the  distribution  of 

amongst  poor  working  proprietora, 
than  would  be  afforded  under  a  Colonial 
L^rislature.  Tlie  moral,  therefore,  seems 
to  be  that  we  want  all  these  mattere 
gone  int«  fully  and  thoroughly  by  a 
Select  Committee  before  another  step  is 
taken.  1  should  like  to  suggest  to  tiie 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  vfho 
wilt  to  some  extent  be  charged  with  the 
preparation  of  the  evidence  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  or  the  scheme  to  be 
laid  before  the  Committee,  that  he  might 
direct  the  evidence,  first,  to  the  qnestiOD 
whether  the  colony  is  ready  for  rejoe- 
sentativB  self-government ;  secondly, 
what  the  methods  and  limitations  for 
for  that  self  -  government  should 
be ;  thirdly,  what  rules  and  regnlft- 
tions  should  be  laid  down  witi) 
regard  to  the  distribution  of  land  and 
for  the   control   of  emigration,   bearing 

lind  particularly  the  valuable  sugges- 
tbrown  out  by  the  lion.  Member-for 
Carnarvon ;  and,  finally,  the  question 
which  WBB  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bow  and  Bromley- — the  possible 
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provision  for  controllings  and  maintaiaing 
for  Imperial  purposes  any  harbour  or 
strip  of  land  on  the  coast.  I  do  not  mean 
to  tmj  that  this  laat  is  a  question  which 
at  first  sight  seems  to  have  much  pos- 
sibility of  being  practically  dealt  with  ; 
at  the  same  time, naval  defence  is  a  matter 
of  great  and  growing  importance,  aud 
woold  deserTe  to  ba  brought  before  the 
Committee.  I  should  like,  in  passing, 
to  refer  to  a  serious  dereliction  of  duty 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  in  tbe 
appointment  they  made  to  a  very 
responsible  and  important  post,  that 
of  Attorney  General  for  Western 
Australia.  They  appointed  a  former 
Member  of  this  House,  of  whom  I 
will  say  no  more  than  this,  that  1  do  not 
think  anyone  who  knew  him  in  this 
House  would  say  that  lie  was  the  proper 
person  for  so  very  delicate  a.  position.  I 
will  not  say  more  tliiin  that;  but  everyone 
who  sat  in  the  Parliament  of  1880  can 
appreciate  the  grounds  for  the  remark. 
It  ought  to  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
difficulties  which  occur  in  the  colonies 
very  often  arise  from  the  unwise  selection 
of  the  authorities  sent  out  to  them. 
There  is  another  question,  which  does  not 
exHotly  arise  on  the  Bill,  but  msy 
arise  at  no  distant  date,  to  which  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  might  be 
nsefully  directed.  Supposing  it  is  decided 
not  to  deliver  over  to  the  Colony  the 
whole  of  the  territory  hitherto  called 
Western  Australia,  nn  the  ground  that 
the  Colony  is  too  small,  and  that  it  is  nut 
a  good  service  to  render  the  Colony  to 
give  it  heavy  powers,  duties,  and  respon- 
sibilities before  it  is  ripe  for  them^as 
has  been  shown  in  America  in  respect 
of  the  State  of  Nevada,  whose  admission 
to  Statehood  everyone  now  recognises  as 
a,  mistake — what  will  we  do  with  that  re- 
maining territorj'.  Very  likely  we  may 
liave  a  Federal  Government  for  the  whole 
of  the  Australian  Colonies,  as  in  tbe 
United  States  of  America.  With  the 
probable  advent  of  that  Government,  it 
seems  to  be  deserving  of  careful  con- 
sideration whether  tho  management  of 
these  remaining  territories  could  not  be 
better  undertaken  by  a  responsible 
E'ederal  Government  for  the  whole  of 
AnstraUa  or  Australasia  than  by  the 
Local  Goverjiment  of  the  Colony. 

•(7-39-)  Mr.  a.  McARTHUR 
(Leicester) :  I  do  not  desire  to  prolong 
the    debate,  and  will  only  make  a  few 


observations.  The  waste  hind  in  the 
Anstralian  Colonies  (which  would  other- 
wise be  ntterly  useless)  is  let  to  sqmitters 
at  a  nominal  rent,  sometimes  as  low  as  a 
lialf-penny  or  a  penny  per  acre.  But 
there  is  a  condition  that  a  certain  amount 
of  stock  must  be  put  upon  it  by  the  per- 
son who  occupies  it  within  a  certain 
period,  or  his  leaao  is  forfeited.  This 
accounts  for  the  enormous  tracts  of 
land  occupied  by  squatters,  referred  tfl 
Jjy  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy,  and 
it  is  surely  better  to  have  it  thus 
occupied,  than  to  have  it  lying  waste. 
My  hon.  Friend  has  also  referred  to  the 
smallnumberof  persons emigratiug to  tbe 
Colonies.  The  distance  of  the  Australian 
Colonies  makes  emigration  to  them  very 
expensive,  compared  with  emigration  to 
Canada  or  tiie  United  States,  where  emi- 
grants go  in  large  nnmbei-s.  One  of  the 
principal  reasons  I  had  for  rising  was  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  emigration. 
All  tbe  Australian  colonies  that  I  know 
are  in  favour  of  emigration,  or  "  immi- 
gration," as  they  ca!l  it.  They  believe 
additional  popuUtion  is  wanted, 
and  this  applies  in  particular  to 
New  South  Wales,  where  I  resided 
for  many  years  aud  was  a  member  of  the 
Assembly.  I  invariably  found  the  Govern- 
ments of  these  colonies  in  favour  of  emi- 
gration. At  tho  same  time,  it  is  per- 
fectly true  that  the  labouring  population 
of  these  colonies  have  an  idea^a  very 
foolish  and  erroneous  one— that  if  an 
increasing  number  of  emigrants  come 
Into  the  country  the  effect  would  be  to 
lessen  their  wages.  Therefore  thoy 
oppose  emigration  with  all  their  might, 
aud  these  frequently  succeed  in  exercising 
a  powerful  influence  upon  the  Govern- 
ment. Formerly  grants  were  made, 
somecimes  as  mnch  as  X-iO,000  a  year, 
by  these  colonies  towards  the  assistance 
of  eraigratioii ;  but  owing  to  the  pressure 
brougiit  to  bear  upon  them  by  the  work- 
ing classes  that  system  has  almost 
ceased.  At  any  rate,  it  only  exists  to  a 
limitod  extent,  I  would  only  eipresa  a 
hope  that  some  provision  may  be  em- 
bodied in  this  BUI  requiring  a  sum  of 
money  to  be  given  in  aid  of  emigration 
to  Westsrn  Australia.  I  do  not  think 
the  matter  should  bo  left  aa  a  recom- 
mendation to  the  Government;  bnt  1 
think  that  we  should  requiru  a,  certain 
sum  to  !»  set  aside  for  that  porpose. 
The  matter  should  not  be  left  dependent 
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on  the  vofc3  of  the  Colonial  Assembly. 
Finally,  I  would  only  say  that  I  think 
the  measure  before  the  House  will  tend 
to  the  rapid  development  of  Western 
Australia.  I  do  not  think  we  can  expect 
tiie  colony  to  develope  unless  we  give  it 
Responsible  Government*;  but  by  confer- 
ring that  boon  upon  it  I  have  no  doubt 
that  it  will  largely  increase  both  in 
population  and  trade. 

*(7.35.)     Mr.  E.  B.  HOARE  (Hamp- 
stead)  :  I  think  that  a  great  many  of  the 
fears  expressed  by  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides   of  the   House  are   founded   on   a 
misapprehension.     Hon.  Members  seem 
to  think  that  it  would  be  to  the  advan- 
tage of  the  labouring  population  of  this 
country  that  lai-ge  tracts  of  land  should 
remain  in  the  hands  of  the  Government, 
with  a  view  to  the  settlement  of  bodies 
of  emigrants.     Now,  I  believe  it  to  be  a 
fact  that  there  is  hardly  a  single  success- 
ful working  man  emigrant  in  the  colonies 
who  went  there  and  settled  upon  the  land. 
Every  man  who  goes  to  the  colonies  and 
succeeds  is  a  man  who  goes  there  and 
works     for    wages,     who     accumulates 
capital  and  buys  land.     If  you  took  a 
mechanic   or    an    agricultural   labourer 
from  this  country  and  put  him  on  a  piece 
of    unbroken    colonial    land    he   would 
starve  before  he  made  a  profit ;  and  the 
only  chance  for  the  successful  occupa- 
tion and  cultivation  of  land  in  these  new 
countries  is  to  put  the  land  in  the  first 
instance  into  the  hands  of  capitalists,  who 
can  hire  labour  for  the  purpose  of  culti- 
vating it.     From  that  point  of  view  I 
think  there  is  no  ground  for  the  fears 
which  have  been  expressed  with  regard 
to   the  alienation   of   land   in    Western 
Australia  by  putting  it  into  the  hands 
of  large  squatters.     It  is  to  the  interest 
of  the  squatters  to  provide  labour,  and 
they  are  able  to  do  it,  and  to  make  a 
profit   under  the  existing  conditions  of 
the  country  ;  whereas  small  cultivators 
would   be   unable    to    succeed    without 
handy  markets. 

(7.35.)  Mr.  J.  CHAiyiBERLAIN  (Bir- 
mingham, West)  :  I  do  not  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  adding  anything  to  the  very 
interesting  debate  that  has  taken  place 
on  the  principles  that  are  at  issue  in  this 
Bill.  I  take  it  for  granted  that  the  ComJ 
mittee  to  be  appointed  will  give  most 
careful  attention  to  such  important  ques- 
tions as  the  amount  of  land  to  be  reserved 
and  the  conditions  to  be  imposed  ujx)n 
J^r,  A.  Mc Arthur 


the  new  constitution.      I  desire  to  say 
just  one  word  in  reference  to  the  im- 
portance of  Ibhe  matter  of  emigratioii.     I 
agree   entirely   with  the   hon.   Member 
behind  me    as    to    the    importance    of 
the    question     to    the    people     of    the 
United  Kingdom.     Certainly,   it  would 
be     most    desirable    to    impose     some 
such  conditions  as  have  been  suggested, 
if  it  could  be  done  with  the  goodwill  of 
the  Australian  Colonies,  but  it  must  be 
remembered  that  we  are  not  dealing  with 
the  40,000  inhabitants  of  Western  Aus- 
tralia alone,  but  with  the  whole  popular 
tion    of    Australasia.     Unless    we    can 
persuade  them  that  these  limitations  are 
reasonable,  I  think  it  would  be  better 
not  to  push  them  at  all.     It  must  be  re- 
membered that  in  giving  the  colonies 
self-government    we   have  given  them 
practically  independence  in  all  that  con- 
cerns their  own  affairs.     The   point  to 
which  I  wish  to  refer  is  indirectly   con- 
nected with  this  question,  and  I  expected 
it  would  have  been  referred  to  by  some 
other  Member.     I  should  like  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  Under  Secretary  to 
the  matter,  in  order  that  he  may  give  an 
explanation.     I  refer  to  some  extraordi- 
nary legislation  which  appears  recently 
to  have  been  passed   by   Western  Aus- 
tralia, which  I  think  concerns  the  mater- 
ial   interests   of    British    subjects.      It 
appears  that  on  the  Coast  of    Western 
Australia  there  is  a  valuable  pearl  fish- 
cry.      The     Government     of     Western 
Australia  very  rightly  thought  fit  to  tax 
this  industry,  which  they  did  by  impos- 
ing an  export  duty  on  the  pearl  shells 
collected,  and  also  an  import  duty  upon 
the  provisions  brought  in  for  the  fisher- 
men.     Such    a    course    was    perfectly 
within   their   right.     But   then    it  was 
discovered   that    the    pearl    fishers  im- 
ported  their  provisions  from   a  distance 
in  vessels  which  did  not  come  within  the 
territorial  limits  of  Western  Australia. 
Tlie  Authorities  went  for  a  Bill  to  im- 
pose  these    same    duties   upon    vessels 
which  kept  altogether  without  the  terri- 
torial  waters  of  Western  Australia.     The 
Colonial     Office     refused     to     sanction 
the     Bill,    and    the    Western     Austra- 
lian  Legislature   went    to   the   Federal 
Council,    and    the    Federal    Council   of  \ 
Australasia  passed  an  Act  which  gave 
them  this  authority.     I  must  say  I  think 
that  that  was  a  very  high-handed  prOr 
ceeding.       But,  what  is  more  extraordi- 
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nary,  they  aay  that  these  duties  are  only 
to  be  imposed  on  British  vessels.  Here 
•we  have  a  British  Crown  Colony  actually 
imposing  duties,  and,  I  think,  illegal 
duties,  upon  British  vessels  whilst 
foreign  vessels  are  allowed  to  go  entirely 
free.  I  do  not  pretend  that  the  imposi- 
tion of  legislation  of  this  kind  will  be  a 
justification  for  refusing  legislation  to 
Western  Australia,  but  I  think  it  is  a 
matter  the  Committee  should  inquire 
into,  and  we  may  ask  the  representatives 
of  Western  Australia  to  give  a  security 
that  they  will  not  pass  legislation  of  this 
character,  and  particularly  against  British 
ijubjects. 

*(7.40.)     Mu.     CHANNING     (North- 
ampton, E.) :     I  should  not  have  inter- 
posed, especially  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeen   (Mr.   Bryce)   has  stated   the 
views     of     hon.     Gentlemen     on     this 
side  of  the  House,  with  his  usual  precision, 
and  more  than  his  usual   felicitv,   had 
I  not  received  some  statements  of  impor- 
tance   from  correspondents  in  Western 
Australia,  which  prompts  me  to  draw  the 
attention  of   the   House  to  one   or  two 
points  connected  with  this  Bill.     In  the 
first  place,  my  correspondent  calls  atten- 
tion to  the  property  qualification  of  the 
Council  and  the  Legislative  Assembly. 
The    hon.    Member   for    Battsrsea   (Mr. 
O.     V.     Morgan)      seemed      to      think 
that  the  qualification    embodied   in   the 
schedule  practically  amounts  to  universal 
«u£Erage       or       household     sufErago    in 
Western  Australia.     If  tliat  is  the  case 
I  should  like  to  know  why  these  provisions 
have  found  a  place  in  the  Bill.  It  must  be 
to  all  hon.  Members  who  are  acquainted 
with  the  Australian  Colonies,  a  familiar 
fact   that    the  other  colonies    have    no 
property  qualification  for  the  Members 
of  the  Lower  Assembly  or  for  the  electors 
to  that  Assembly.  This  is  one  of  the  main 
points  to  which  I  have   been  requested 
to  draw  attontion.      I   will   read  a  few 
words  from  the  lettar  of  my  correspon- 
dent,   who    is    a    gentleman    of    some 
position   in   Western   Australia,  on  the 
whole     character     of     the     Bill.        He 
writes — 


session  of  land  of  the  value  of  £1,000,  or  of 
the  yearly  value  of  £50." 

And  then  I  would  draw  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  what  follows  : — 

**  There  has  been  great  difficulty  in  this  poor 
community,  where  everyone  almost  works  for 
his  living,  in  getting  1 7  men  who  have  the 
property  and  are  willing  to  giv^e  up  two  or 
three  months  a  year  to  the  work.  Again,  in 
this  semi -Crown  Colony,  the  people  have 
hitherto  taken  but  faint  interest  in  political 
questions— they  have  been  disgusted  with  the 
recent  bad  management,  and  generally  desire 
Responsible  Government ;  but  they  have  left 
the  Council  to  arrange  the  terms  of  the  Bill. 
The  Bill  is  narrow  to  the  last  degree  in  several 
particulars.  First,  as  to  two  Houses^Lord 
Knutsford,  knowing  the  impossibility  of  get- 
ting more  than  a  very  few  decently  fit  men  to 
take  part  in  legislation  and  government,  at 
first  proposed  a  single  Chamber.  Seeing  that 
we  have  had  a  single  Chamber  with  three 
different  sorts  of  Members  ever  since 
1870,  when  the  present  Constitution  began 
one  would  have  thought  this  was  reasonable. 
But  the  Tories  in  the  Colony  took  alarm  and 
worked  against  it,  and  Lord  Knutsford  with- 
drew the  plan.  The  Bill  proposes  two  Chambers 
— the  Council,  with  15  Members ;  the  Assembly, 
with  30  Members.  They  cannot  get  45  men, 
with  the  qualification,  who  will  be  content  to 
give  up  one-third  of  the  year  to  do  this  duty. 
Thus  the  property  qualification,  which  is  to 
be  for  both  Houses,  is  altogether  absurd  here, 
in  the  first  place,  it  will  be  evaded  in  many 
cases ;  but  the  great  objection  is  that  it  will 
prevent  a  number  of  honest  men  who  may  be  in 
all  other  respects  suitable,  from  giving  their 
services  to  the  public.  Moreover,  it  is  provided 
that  this'  property  must  have  been  possessed 
for  12  months  before  the  election.  The  inten- 
tion of  this  clause  is  to  keep  the  management 
of  affairs  in  the  hands  of  the  clique  who  now 
rule  the  ruost.  Again,  in  no  other  colony  of 
Australia  is  there  any  property  qualification 
for  the  Lower  House.  It  will  be  a  different 
Constitution  from  the  other  self-governing 
colonies  of  Australia,  and  this  at  a  time  when 
Federation  is  being  insisted  upon.  It  is  said 
all  matters  such  as  this  can  afterwards  be 
amended.  Possibly ;  but  they  will  not  be  if 
the  present  Members  have  their  way.*' 


**  Hitherto  the  Legislative  Council  of  the 
Colony  has  been  decidedly  Conservative.  It 
has  consisted  of  26  Members,  of  whom  nine 
have  been  nominated  by  the  Crown,  or  Gover- 
nor, and  the  remaining  1 7  have  been  elected. 
The  electors  have  been,  roughly  speaking,  £10 
householders,  and  a  qualification  has  been  re- 
quired from  the  elected  Members  : — the  pos- 


I  am  sorry  to  trouble  the  House  with 
such  a  long  quotation,  but  the  extract  is 
of  importance,  coming  as  it  does  from  the 
former  Attorney  General  of  Western 
Australia,  the  predecessor  of  Mr.  Warton. 
I  think  it  deserves  the  careful  attention 
of  the  Members  of  the  Select  Committee, 
to  whom  this  Bill  is  to  be  referred.  I 
must  say  that  I  think  this  debate  has 
been  amply  justified  by  the  many  sug- 
gestions which  have  been  made,  of  which 
none  are  more  important  than  those 
which  fell  from  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Kirkdale  Division  of  Liverpool,  who  pre- 
sented to  us  the  views  of  one  of  the  best 
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authorities  on  ooloiiial  matters,  namely. 
Sir  Charles  Dilke,  in  his  PrMemit  of 
(treat  Britain.  I  venture  to  think  that 
we  slioald  give  thia  colony  as  democratic 
»  Constitution  aa  possible,  so  as  to  enable 
the  poorer  inhabifatnls  to  take  their  part 
in  the  Government  anil  in  the  settlement 
of  any  questions  concerning  the  disposal 
of  the  land.  Tli8  d,>bat3  has  been 
marked  on  all  sides  by  hearty  sympathy 
with  colonial  self-frovenunent.  1  will 
not  detain  the  House  by  any  further 
reniarke.  I  considered  it  my  duty  to  lay 
tbese  considerations  with  regard  to  the 
property  qualification  before  the  House, 
and,  through  the  Honse,  before  the 
won  try,  before  the  Select  Committee  deals 
with  this  important  measure,  affecting, 
as  the  right  hoo.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  has  pointed  out, 
not  merely  the  40,000  people  in  Western 
Australia,  but  the  whole  of  the  rapidly 
iuoreasiog  population  of  Australasia. 
•(7.53.)  Mr.  S.  SMITH  (Flintshire)  : 
I  view  this  Bill  with  very  considerable 
repugnance,  but  I  fally  admit  the  difEi' 
cuJty  in  which  the  GoYernment  are 
placed.  As  the  Anatralian  colonies  have 
united  in  advocating  the  claims  of 
Western  Anstralia,  the  Government 
could  not  do  otherwise  than  bring  for- 
ward the  meafiui-e.  I  think,  however, 
that  the  opinion  put  forward  on  behalf 
of  Australia  in  connection  with  this 
matter  is  not  the  boiiAfide  opinion  of  the 
4.000,000  of  people  in  that  country.  I 
have  read  many  of  the  Auatmlian  uewa- 
paperf,  and  I  submit  that  these  news- 
papers to  a  large  extent  reflect  tbe 
opinions  of  the  stjuatterf  and  richer 
classes,  and  entirely  hide  from  the  people 
the  fact  tliat  the  real  objection  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament  is  not  on  the  score 
of  the  granting  of  self-government  to 
the  colonists,  bat  to  the  million  square 
miles  of  territory  in  Western  Austral" 
not  baing  utilised  for  the  benefit  of 
tbe  British  race.  In  opposition  to  the 
newspaper  opinions  I  refer  tc  1  have  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  one  of  the  oldest 
settlers  in  New  South  Wales,  whoae  view 
I  believe  represents  those  of  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  people  of  Australia.  He 
writes— 

"  To  grant  WeattrD  Au>tra1i&  RespoDsible 
Guvoramoot  means  government  \y  squatteri, 
syndicateB,  and  coloiiitil  banks,  ioBleadoE  Re- 
aponsible  liovBrDment,  promoting   populalii 
and  the  occupation  of  the  soil,  as  in  Ainericik 
Mr.  Channhiij 


The  evil  resulting  from  sucli  a  syBtem 
is  here  described  has  been  exemplified 
the  case  of  New  South  Wales,  where, 
years  ago,  men  who  ubtnined  seate  in 
the  Legislature  for  the  purposes  of  self- 
gr.vndisement   managed     to     get    190^ 
iUions  out  of  a  total  of  200  million  of 
res  of  tbe  land    of   the    colony   intn 
eir  own  hands,  Uaving  only  about  H^ 
illions  of  acres  to  be  occupied  by  people 
coming  from   the   Mother  Country.     Al- 
most the  whole  of  that  extensive  territory 
laid  out  in  extensive  grazing:  farm^' 
■om  which  the  owners  derive,  in  eonu) 
[Stances,  as  much  as  £100,000  a  yew, 
hile  every  effort  is  made  to  keep  onfr 
iltivating   settlers    from    this  country. 
merica  and  Canada   have   dealt  with 
their  land  upon  a  totally  different  pri nci- 
ple.lhelatter  colony  forbidding  anyaettler- 
bold  permanently  more  than  160  acres 
of  land.     If  tbe  same  policy  hod  beerr 
adopted   with    the    Australian    Colonies 
'  •  population  would  have  been  donbltr 
what  it  is  to-day.      Surely  it  is  reason- 
able, before  we  grant  self-government  to 
tbe  last  Crown  Colony  in  Australia,  that 
should  ask  for   conditions  to   be  laid 
down  simitarto  those  laid  down  in  Canada, 
namely,  that  no  land   shall   he   perma- 
nently alienated  that  is  suitable  for  culti- 
vation,   except   to    fttnui  fide  cultivatorfl 
who  are  willing  to  settle   upon  the  land* 
and   cultivate   it.      We   do   not  grudge 
Responsible     Government    to    Western 
Australia.     What  we  grudge  is  that  a 
handful  of  irresponsible  people  should  be 
allowed    to  gamble    on    the   land,   and 
establish    on   it  an  enormous   squatting 
plutocracy,  which,  in  future  years,  wilf 
create   enormous  difficulties    in    regard    | 
to   the  development  of  our  colonies.     If 
there  is  no  other  way  of  deaUng  with  th»    | 
land  except  handing  it  over  entirely,  I 
would  much  rather  adopt  the  suggestion 
to  Land  it.  over  to  the  entire  Australian 
people,  if  they  are  willing  to  manage  it 
as  the  trustees  both  of  Australia  and  of 
England. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  tii. 
Bill  read  a  second  time. 


Motion 
■'  That  the  Bi 

Committee.'' 


.de. 


□d  Question  proposed,  . 
committed  to  a  Select 


(8, 1 .)  Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's,  County, 
Birr):  I  should  like  to  make  a  sugges- 
tion to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasmy, 
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and  it  is  this  :  There  are  many  Members 
of  the  House  who  have  a  practical  know- 
ledge of  Australia,  and  it  is  desirable 
that  we  should  pick  out  as  many  of  these 
as  we  possibly  can  to  sit  on  the  Com- 
mittee. This  is  necessary,  because  the 
speech  which  we  have  just  listened  to  is 
typical  of  the  kind  of  knowledge  that 
will  be  brought  to  bear  on  the  Com- 
mittee. The  hon.  Member  speaks  of 
small  farms  in  Australia.  The  hon. 
Member's  correspondent  seems  to  have 
concealed  the  fact  that  .  in  many 
parts  of  Australia  it  takes  five 
acres  to  feed  one  sheep ;  therefore, 
when  anyone  can  talk  of  small  farms, 
it  is  easy  to  see  how  necessary  it  is  to 
bring  to  bear  on  the  Committee  the 
practical  knowledge  of  men  who  have 
spant  considerable  time  in  Australia. 
*(8.2.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  1 
assure  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
that  it  will  be  the  desire  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  form  a  Committee  which  shall 
be  well  informed  upon  all  the  subjects 
referred  to  it.  So  far  as  we  are  con- 
cerned, the  Committee  shall  be  consti- 
tuted of  thoroughly  practical  men. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

COMPANIES  (WINDING-UP) 
BILL.— (No.;il3.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

*(8.5.)  The  PRESIDENT  of  the 
BOARD  OF  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks 
Beach,  Bristol,  W.)  :  For  some  time  past 
there  has  been,  I  think,  a  general  feel- 
ing in  the  country,  and  especially  among 
the  commercial  communi^,  that  abuses 
have  arisen  under  the  operation  of  the 
Companies  Acts  for  which  it  is  extremely 
desirable  that  Parliament  should  find 
a  remedy  without  doing  anything 
to  restrict  the  principle  of  freedom 
of  association  for  the  conduct  of  indus- 
trial and  commercial  enterprise.  I  hoped 
at  one  time  to  place  before  the  House  a 
measure  not  only  amending  the  Com- 
panies Acts  on  all  those  matters  in  which 
they  are  admittedly  defective,  but  also 
effecting  a  consolidation  of  the  law.  But 
the  more  I  reflected  on  the  matter  the 
more  I  felt  that,  having  regard  to  the 
difficulty  and  complexity  of  the  subject 
and  to  the  number  of  other  matters  with 
which  the  Hous3  has  to  deal,  any  attempt 
to  pass  a  comprehensive  measure  of  that 


kind  could  not  be  successful.  I  feel  sure 
that  to  attempt  a  large  and  general  mea- 
sure of  that  character  would  be  to  prevent, 
or  at  any  rate  retard,  any  real  reform  of 
the  law.  For  this  reason  I  have  been  con-, 
tent  to  prepare  the  limited  measure  which 
I  now  ask  should  be  read  a  second 
time.  It  deals  with  a  pkrt  of  the  law. 
which  is  admitted  to  be  defective,, 
and  which  the  commercial  community, 
at  all  events,  is  most  anxious  ta 
see  improved.  I  hope  that  hon.. 
Members  who  take  an  interest  in  the 
subject  and  may  desire  other  changes, 
such,  for  instance,  as  an  improvement  of 
the  law  relating  to  the  formation  of  com- 
panies and  a  consolidation  of  the  law 
itself,  will  not  allow  their  views  ta 
prejudice  their  consideration  of  the. 
measure  I  now  bring  before  the  House- 
I  shall  continue,  on  the  part  of  the 
Govttrr^ent,  to  bear  these  subjects  in 
mind,  and  endeavour  to  deal  with  them 
also  at  as  early  a  date  as  possible.  I 
would  ask  that  this  measure  should  be 
simply  considered  on  its  merits,  believing,, 
as  I  do,  that  should  Parliament  pass  it, 
it  will  promote  and  not  impede  a  further 
amendment  of  the  law.  I  cannot  more 
shortly  state  the  objects  of  the  Bill  than 
by  reading  the  statement  in  the  Memo- 
randum which  has  been  circulated  with 
the  Bill  :— 

"  To  extend  the  policy  of  the  Companies  Act,. 
1867,  by  giving  jurisdiction  in  the  winding  up  , 
ef  companies  to  County  Courts  and  other  local 
Courts,  and  to  assimilate,  as  far  as  circum- 
atancos  will  admit,  the  law  and  procedure  in 
the  winding  up  of  insolvent  companies  to  the 
law  and  procedure  in  the  bankruptcy  of  indi- 
vidual debtors,  particularly  by  applying  the 
principle  embodied  in  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  • 
1883,  of  separating,  so  far  as  practicable,, 
administrative  from  judicial  functions,  and  o£ 
subjecting  to  public  examinaticn  persons  who 
are  responsible  for  the  loss  caused  to  the  credi  • 
tors  by  the  insolvency." 

As  to  the  first  of  these  objects,  I  have 
to  say  that  the  limit  of  £5,000  proposed 
in  the  Bill  must  be  considered  as  a 
merely  tentative  proposal,  made  with 
a  view  to  discussion  and  considera- 
tion, and  the  Standing  Committee 
on  Trade,  to  which  I  hope  the 
measure  will  be  referred,  can  increase 
that  limit  or  alter  its  application  in  any 
way  they  think  right.  As  to  the  second 
objtct,  I  wish  to  say  that  the  Bill  only 
carries  out  a  principle  which  has  been 
recognised  by  Parliament  in  the  Judica- 
ture Act  of  1875,  by  which  it  is  provided 
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that  the  same  rules  should  be  observed 
in  the  administratioii  of  the  assets  of* 
insolvent  individuals  and  insolvent  com- 
panies with  regard  to  the  respective 
rights  of  creditors  and  the  proof  of 
debts  and  liabilities.  We  propose  to 
carry  out  this  principle  in  the  way  I 
have  describe^  by  adapting  the  pro- 
cedure in  bankruptcy  to  the  wind- 
ing-up insolvent  companies.  Now,  it 
may  be  asked  why  this  change  is 
necessary?  Sir,  I  very  much  doubt  if 
any  hon.  Member  will  defend  the  present 
system  as  being  in  any  way  satisfactory, 
except,  of  course,  to  the  liquidators  and 
aolicitors  who  profit  by  it.  The  present 
system  is  as  injurious  to  the  public  at 
large  as  any  system  could  well  be.  In 
the  first  place,  it  is  injurious  to  the 
oreditors.  Surely  the  chief  object  of 
winding-up  proceedings  in  a  case  of 
insolvency  should  be  to  protect  the 
salvage ;  yet  there  is  nothing  wMcH  the 
present  procedure  is  less  calculated  to 
do.  "Winding-up,"  in  fact,  is  a  mis- 
nomer, for  companies  are  not  wound  up. 
As  long  as  assets  remain  which  can  be 
utilised,  not,  I  am  afraid,  so  much  for 
the  creditors  as  for  the  persons  employed 
as  liquidators  and  solicitors,  so  long  is 
the  winding-up  process  continued,  and 
even  when  the  assets  have  appai*ently 
come  to  an  end,  the  proceedings  are 
kept  open  in  the  hope  that  from  some 
unknown  quarter  further  assets  may  come, 
only  to  go  into  the  same  pockets.  Why  is 
this?  The  liquidators  and  solicitors 
under  the  present  system  are  paid  by 
time.  The  liquidator  is  not  appointed  by 
the  creditors  ;  he  is  often  a  person  self- 
appointed,  or  at  any  rate  appointed  with- 
out the  control  of  the  creditors.  The 
result  has  been  that  in  certain  cases  the 
liquidation  of  companies  has  been  kept 
going  from  year  to  year,  insuring  a  very 
comfortable  annuity  to  the  firms  em- 
ployed, and  even  to  their  successors. 
From  a  Return  obtained  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham,  and  ordered  by  the  House 
of  Commons  to  be  printed  on  December 
12,  1888,  it  appears  that  of  the  Joint 
Stock  Companies  ordered  to  be  wound  up 
in  which  the  liquidation  proceedings 
were  pending,  about  22  psr  cent,  had 
been  in  liquidation  upwards  of  10  years, 
and  about  20  per  cent,  upwards  of  five 
years,  but  under  10.  Of  the  674  cases, 
open  on  the  31st  of  December,  1886,  147 
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cases  had  been  pending  over  10  years, 
125  had  been  pending  over  five  years 
and  under  10,  and  385  had  been  pend- 
ing five  years  and  under.  There 
appeared  to  be  one  case  still  pending  in 
which  the  order  to  wind  up  was  made  in 
1863.  The  result  of  the  system  is 
excessive  cost  in  the  process  of  winding 
up.  This  cost  is  due  to  the  delay  which 
occurs  and  to  the  clumsiness  of  the 
procedure,  which  involves  constant 
applications  to  the  Court.  This  proce- 
dure is  especially  onerous  in  the  case  of 
insolvent  companies  from  the  country, 
necessitating,  as  it  does,  the  employment 
of  solicitors  and  counsel,  which  results  in 
enormous  bills.  One  bill  brought  to  my 
notice,  covering  I  do  not  know  how 
many  sheets  of  paper,  amounted  after 
taxation  to  £1,107  for  four  years'  work 
in  winding  up  a  company.  It  included 
an  item  of  «£57  merely  for  drawing  up 
the  bill  and  having  it  taxed,  and  this 
case,  be  it  observed,  was  a  short  winding 
up  in  Chancery.  Another  defect  of  the 
system  is  the  absence  of  supervision  over 
liquidators.  The  parties  interested  can 
get  no  information ;  even  Parliament  has 
failed  to  obtain  information  when  it  has 
asked  for  it.  From  the  Return  of  1888, 
already  quoted,  I  find  that  out  of  71 
cases  ordered  to  be  wound  up  by  the 
Court  of  Chancery  during  1867,  19 
years  before  the  date  of  the  Return,  it 
was  only  found  possible  to  furnish 
details  of  receipts  aaid  expenditure 
in  25,  showing  clearly  that  there 
could  not  have  been  any  proper  audit. 
In  those  25  cases  the  coste  were  much 
higher  than  in  similar  cases  in  bank- 
ruptcy, though  in  only  three  of  them 
did  the  assets  realised  exceed  •JC5,000. 
Compare  this  with  the  Stannaries  Courts 
in  which  there  is  practically  an  official 
liquidator.  There,  in  1867, 19  companies 
were  wound  up.  Full  particulars  of 
receipts  and  expenditure  were  given  in 
each  case,  and  the  costs  were  much  less 
than  in  Chancery.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
(Mr.  Warmington),  who  has  given  notice 
to  move  the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  will 
defend  the  present  system,  or  find  fault 
with  the  proposals  we  make  for  remedy ; 
but  I  think  I  have  said  enough  to  show 
that  nothing  could  be  worse  or  more 
discreditable  than  the  existing  system. 
I  do  not  say  that  the  procedure  estab- 
lished by  the  Bankruptcy  Act  of    1883 
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is  perfect ;  but  it  is  infinitely  superior  to 
the  system  which  exists  in  the  winding 
up   of    companies,   both  in   elpedition, 
efficiency,   and    economy.      Estates  are 
wound  up  in  bankruptcy  twice  as  fast  by 
non-official  and  three  times  as  fast  by 
official  Trustees  as  they  were  under  the 
previous    law.      The    Bankruptcy    Act 
of    1883    established     an     organisation 
all     over     the     country     which,    with 
a    slight    additional  expenditure,  might 
undertake  the  work  imposed  on  it  by 
this    Bill.     I  think  the  Bill,  if  passed, 
>vill   be  of  great  benefit  to  the  creditors 
of  insolvent  companies.     But  that  is  not 
all.     Besides   the   question   of    salvage, 
there   is  also  the  question  of  diminish- 
ing the  number  of  wrecks,  and  I  have  a 
hope  that  the  Bill  may  tend  to  improve 
commercial  morality.     It  is  not  too  much 
to  say  that  in  the  winding  up  of  insolvent 
companies  there  are  no  officials  charged 
with    the    impartial    and    independent 
duty  of  investigation  or  the  punishment 
of   fraud,  so  that  offences   punished  in 
bankruptcy  are  ignored  in  winding  up. 
There  is  a  special  danger  in  the  recent 
tendency  to  convert  private  businesses 
into    Limited    Liability    Companies.      1 
saw    the    other    day    a     long     list    of 
small  businesses   so    converted    in    the 
past  year,  and   among   tliem  there  was 
actually  one,  with  a  capital  of  £5,000, 
for    carrying    on    a    chimney-sweeper's 
business.     Practically,   I  suppose  there 
is  no  occupation  that  is  not  considered 
a  legitimate  field  for  the  enterprise  of  a 
Limited  Liability  Company.    What  is  the 
result  of  this  ?    There  may,  no  doubt,  be 
legitimate  reasons  for  such  a  conversion. 
But  there  are  in  too  many  cases  reasons 
of  quite  a  different  kind ;  and  certainly 
we  should  not  permit  that  the  Limited 
Liability     Acts     should     be      used    by 
unscrupulous      traders      not     only     to 
resuscitate     their     own     fortunes      for 
a    time,    but*  to    escape   the    penalties 
which     would    otherwise     await     them 
as    private    traders    at     the    hands    of 
the  Official   Receiver.     I  trust  the  Bill 
will  succeed  in  exposing  and  punishing 
some  of  the  frauds  and  malpractices  which 
too    often    prevail  in    the  formation  of 
companies,  ^.nd  thus  deterring  promoters 
from   attempting  them.     The   principle 
upon   which  the  Bill  is  based  is  that  a 
man  who   undertakes   to  manage  other 
people's   affairs   should   have   the   same 
sense  of  responsibility   as  in   managing 


his  own,  and  that  legislation  should  be 
deterrent  both  to  fraud  and  to  negligence. 
I  do  not  propose  to  enter  into  the  details 
of  the  Bill.     I  only  ask  the    House  to 
affirm  the  principles  oh  which  it  is  based. 
Its  details  are  doubtless  open  to  criticism, 
and  may  be  susceptible  of  improvement. 
We   shall  welcome  any  suggestions  for 
that  end  from  Members»who  have  special 
experience,  and  especially  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Stockton  ;  and  I 
trust  that  the  House  will  be  willing  to 
remit  the  Bill  to  the  Standing  Committee 
on  Trade  that  this  Session  may  not  close 
without    completmg  a   reform  which  I 
believe  will   be    of   great  value   to   the 
commercial  interests  of  the  community. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  prbposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach,) 

*(8.55.)  Sir  HORACE  DAVEY 
(Stockton)  :  I  do  not  rise  in  any  spirit  of 
hostility  or  carping  criticism  to  the  Bill, 
because  I  quite  recognise  that  the  present  • 
system  of  winding  up  requires  reform. 
But  I  may  be  permitted  to  doubt  whether 
this  Bill  is  likely  to  effect  that  reform. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  a  little 
exaggerated  the  evils  of  the  present 
system,  which  is  based  on  the  Companies 
Act,  1862.  Wo  have  now  had  nearly 
28  years'  experience  of  the  working  of 
that  Act,  and  during  that  period  Judges 
of  the  greatest  eminence  have  devoted 
their  minds  to  the  simplification  of  pro- 
cedure, and  to  making  it  as  valuable  as 
possible  for  the  objects  sought.  Judges 
like  the  late  Master  of  the  Rolls,  Sir 
George  Jessel,  and  others  I  could  name, 
have  applied  themselves  to  the  work  of 
improving  the  operation  of  the  Act ;  and 
I  do  not  think  that  the  evils  of  delay  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
referred  exist  to  anything  like  the 
extent  to  which  at  first  they  certainly 
did  prevail.  The  Judge  has  practically 
unlimited  powers,  which  are  exercised  to 
bring  liquidations  to  a  speedy  close,  and 
to  bring  liquidators  to  account,  as,  to  my 
own  knowledge,  they  have  often  been 
brought  to  account  to  their  own  sorrow. 
It  is  not  so  simple  a  matter  to  wind  up  a 
company  as  may  at  first  sight  appear.  It 
is  not  like  winding  up  the  estate  of  an  in- 
dividual trader  who  has  become  bankrupt. 
Companies  which  are  wound  up  in  the 
Chancery  Division  are  in  very  many  in 
stances  such  as  have  carried  on  a  large 
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irnd  extensive  business,  far  gri3at:^r  and 
more  cxtonsive  thun  any  business  carried 
on  by  independent  traders,  and  these 
oompanies  often  hava  assets  wliich.  nre 
only  capable  of  realisation  at  any  price 
by  careful  administration,  and  by  what  is 
called  carefully  "  nnreing "  the  assets. 
Although  it  is  undoubted  that  more  delay 
has  taken  place  iti  the  winding-up  of 
companies  in  times  past  than  wbs  neces- 
sary, that  is  not  aa  now.  The  House 
must  not  snppose  it  can  introduce  a 
milieninm  of  winding-up.  A  company's 
affairs  cannot  be  wound-up  in  six  months 
Of  a  year,  or  even  in  many  cnses  in  I«ss 
than  two  years.  I  think  I  recognise  one 
of  the  companies  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleinftn  has  referred.  But  the  assefa 
of  tliat  company  were  of  a  reiy  peculiar 
character,  and  undoubtedly  required  a 
long  time  for  winding-up.  1  have  no 
doabt  that  a  great  many  ijeople  profited  by 
the  wiading-up  of  that  Company,  but  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  a 
little  exaggerate  the  defects  of  the 
present  system.  Whatever  may  have 
been  the  casa  in  the  past,  Judges,  chief 
clerks,  aolicitoi-s,  and  liquidators  have 
combined  to  do  their  best  under  the  rales 
of  the  present  system.  But  my  com- 
plaint e^iaiQGt  the  Bill  is  that  it  does  uot 
effect  the  reform  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  shadowed  out.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  bronght  in  a  Bill 
complete  in  itself,  which  would  tell  those 
who  read  it  what  is  the  system,  method, 
and  procedure,  I  do  not  think  I  have 
eve:i  to  make  any  objection  to  it,  but  I 
mustpnt  in  my  humble  protest  on  behalf 
of  those  who  liave  to  adrainist«r  the  law. 
We  who  ait  here  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, or  the  other  House,  and  pass  Act* 
of  Parliament,  ar.j  sometimes  a  little 
oblivious  of  those  other  people  who  have 
to  construe  and  administer  those  Acts, 
and  on  their  behalf  I  put  in  a  protest 
against  the  manner  in  which  the  Bill  is 
constructed.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  nothing  could  be  worse  than 
the  present  system.  But  the  Bill  leaves 
the  present  system  exactly  where  it  is. 
There  ia  not  one  word  in  the  Bill  which 
in  any  way  repsala  or  abolishes  the  pre- 
sent system.  What  the  Bill  does  is  to 
make  iv  number  of  new  i-nactmontfl, 
sometimes  superseding,  sometimes  over- 
lapping, sometimes  partially  saperseding 
and  partially  overlapping,  the  provisions 
of  the  present  Acts.  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
iSir  Nor  nee  Dnvry 
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say  that  a  more  formidable  task  for  tbe 
nnfortunate  Judge  who  may  have  to  ad- 
minister the  new  system  which  the  Bill 
would  introduce  cannot  be  imagined. 
He  will  have  the  present  system.  There 
is  nothing  in  the  Bill  in  anj'  way  puts  an 
end  to  the  Companies'  Acts  and  the  rales 
made  under  them,  which  form  the  pre- 
sent code  for  winding-up  companies ; 
then  the  Bill  makes  a.  number  of  enact- 
ments, some  of  which  are  partially 
identical  with  the  enactments  in  the 
Companies'  Acta  1862  and  1867;  it 
also  introduces  other  provisions,  for 
exam])le  those  in  reference  to  exami- 
nation of  persons  connected  with  the 
management  of  the  company,  and  the 
Judge  will  have  to  aay  wliich  set  of 
sections  is  or  is  not  repealed,  and  there 
will  be  twoconcnrrent  systems  under  this 
Bill  if  it  becomes  law.  Tlic  result  will 
be  to  increase  the  confusion  and  to  tiirow 
disturbance  into  what  is  now,  after  the 
efforts  of  the  Judges  and  the  experience 
that  has  been  obtained,  a  working 
system,  and  you  will,  I  feel  quite  con- 
fident, raise  a  number  of  questions  as 
to  the  effei-t  which  certain  enactments 
in  this  Bill  has  upon  certain  enactments 
in  the  present  Acts — how  far  they  are 
repealed  or  arc  still  in  force.  Tbftt  « 
not  all.  We  have  had  consideraUe 
experience  lately  of  the  evil  and 
dangerous  effects  of  a  measure  which 
incorporates  in  it  a  nnmb^T  of  clauses 
from  some  other  Bill,  tjie  resuft  ot 
which  is  that,  instead  of  finding  in  the 
pages  and  clauses  what  its  enactments 
are,  one  has  to  look  to  two,  three,  four. 
or  more  Acta  of  Parliament  which  are 
incorporated  by  reference,  but.  you  have 
to  change  their  language  and  adopt  them 
to  this  Act,  and  then  questions  arise  as 
to  how  much  is  incorporated,  how  mncli 
is  altered,  and  bow  the  incorpomtod 
clftuses  are  to  be  r^ad  with  reference  to 
the  existing  law  and  the  enactments  in 
the  Bill  itself.  I  am  not  speaking  on 
behalf  of  a  popular  Party  or  one  who 
i-ecoives  much  consideration  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  but  I  do  wish  to  enter  a 
protest — and  1  hope  my  hon.  n.nd  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  Genei-al  will  sapport 
me  —on  behalf  of  those  who  have  to 
conatroe  Acts  of  Parliament  which  we 
pass — sometimes  with  a  Hght  heart.  I 
can  assure  the  House  that  it  is  no  easy 
task  for  those  who  have  to  advise  a.pm 
or  Judges  who  have  to  administer  the 
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Jaw  to  construe  Acta  of  Parliament 
under  this  aystein  of  legislution  by  refer- 
ence. Remember  that  where  there  arc 
difficulties  it  leads  to  litigation,  and 
litigation  means  expense.  1  will  venture 
to  make  an  appieal  to  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  on  this  mattei 
and  T  can  ss^uro  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  I  am  making  it  in  no  carping  spirit. 
It  is  that  he  will  give  ua  a  Bill  which  we 
all  underatand — an  Act  which  even 
laymen  can  take  into  their  hands  and 
I'ead  and  underatand.  At  present  anyone 
leading  this  Bill  would,  in  order  to 
iinderstand  it,  have  to  refer  back  to  the 
Act  of  1662  and  find  oat  how  far  the 
clauses  of  tliat  Act  are  ii^pealed  or 
incorporated.  As  a  fact,  iiothiug  iii  ex- 
pressly repealed  in  tliis  Act.     There  may 

!  provisions  impliedly  rejwalcd,  but  I 
think  we  are  entitled  Xti  ask  ttiat  tlic 
in  regard  to  the  winding-up  of 
tiorapaaios  should  lie  put  in  suuh  a  state 
that  thoaa  who  have  to  ailvise  upon  or 
administer  the  law — solicitors,  counsel, 
liquidators,  as  well  tut  laymen  and 
creditors  — «m  underKtand  it  when  they 
read  it.  It  is  a  qaestion  which  ooght 
not  to  b9  left  in  doubt  what  is  the 
relation  of  this  Act  to  the  Act  of  1862 
and  the  existing  Companies'  Acts.  As 
this  Bill  now  stands  anyone  i-eadiiig  it  is 

mpelled  to  go  bvck  to  the  Act  of  1862, 
which  is  not  repealed,  and  the  winding- 
up  cliiuses  of  which  aif  consequently 
atill  ill  force.  First  ho  would  have  to 
Jiee  how  the  compuiy  can  be  wound  up, 
and  he  would  have  to  bear  in  mind  suoh 
points  as  consulting  the  creditors  and  the 
contribatoriea ;  then  he  would  have  to 
find  out  what  were  the  powers  of 
liquidators  under  the  Act  of  1862  and 
compare  themw^ith  the  powers  conferred 
under  this  Bill,  and  then  would  arisa  all 
aorts  of  questions  re  cases  where  they 
.differed  as  to  whether  any  of  them  were 
repealed.  I  will  go  a  little  further. 
Tiie  Act  of  ISGi  provides  a  means  by 
ivhich  directors,  managers,  and  auditcra 
can  he  examineil  and  brought  to  book, 
and  anyone  acquaiutcd  with  winding-up 
.proceedings  in  the  Chancery  Courts 
.knows  that  this  was  proved  a  most 
I  powerful  and  succeHsfnl  provision.  But 
.  have  something  new  here.  Yon 
,  have  in  the  9th  section  similar  powers. 
■  but  it  is  not  the  same  power  as  in  Section 
165  of  the  Act  of  1862  ;  in  some  cases  it  is 
wider,  in  other  cases  it  is  less  wide.  Yet 
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Section  1 65  remains  unrepealed.  Who  is 
able  under  these  circumstances  to  advise 
an  unhappy  creditor  who  wishes  to  find 
out  the  Uw  as  regards  directors  and  others 
guilty  of  malfeasance  by  comparing 
Section  16.5  of  the  Act  of  1862  with 
Section  9  of  tlus  Bill.  This  is  merely  an 
illuatriition  of  the  evils  and  great  in- 
convenience to  all  concerned  through 
legislating  in  this  manner.  Let  us  for 
goodness  sake  have  an  Act  of  Parliament 
which  embodies  in  itself  all  the  provisions 
which  are  applicable  t"  tJie  subject,  in 
the  interests  not  only  of  thos?  who  have 
to  administer  the  law,  but  also  of  those 
who  have  to  obey  the  law  and  whose 
interest  it  is  to  understand  the  law.  As 
to  the  incorporation  of  the  bankruptcy 
clauses,  1  think  it  is  a  very  great  im- 
provement on  the  present  system  of 
winding-up,  by  providing  for  an  official 
audit  of  the  liquidators'  accounts.  At 
the  pi-esent  time,  as  we  all  know,  creditors 
do  not  take  enough  interest  in  these 
things  to  audit  the  accounts  ;  they  prefer 
to  write  ofi  the  debt  and  take  such 
dividend  os  is  offered.  They  may  bo 
they  may  be  wrong  from  a 
commercial  point  of  view,  but  I  entirely 
approve  of  the  provisions  to  be  incor- 
porated in  this  Bill,  securing  an  official 
audit  of  liquidators'  accounts,  and  I  should 
go  further  than  the  Bill,  because  I 
d  impiis;  upon  liquidators  tlie  duty 
not  only  of  rendering  accounts  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  but  also  of  sending  a 
printed  copy  of  the  accounts,  or  an 
abstract  of  them,  to  every  creditor.  If 
the  creditor  chooses  to  throw  tbem  into 
the  waste  paper  basket,  that  is  his  look 
oat.  The  Bill,  I  admit,  looks  very  seduc- 
tive, but  again  I  have  to  complain  that, 
1,  it  will  not  give  all  the 
necessary  information  on  this  point ;  it 
will  be  necessary  to  refer  to  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Act  itself.  And  these  provisions 
from  the  bankruptcy  laws  are  incor* 
porated  "so  for  as  applicable."  Who  is 
to  say  how  far  they  are  applicable  7  Of 
the  Court— and  it  will  be  a  nice 
task  for  the  Court  to  take  clauses  which 
drawn  alio  intuitu  and  apyly  them 
to  a  totally  different  state  of  things. 
Wliy  could  not  we  have  these  clauses, 
HO  far  88  capable  of  being  adapted  to 
the  winding  up  of  companies,  printed 
oyer  again  in  the  Bill  as  the  clauses 
Govemment  think  ought  to 
bo  applicable,  and  why  should  not  (he 
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Govei'njnent  dnkflsman  ndapt  the  clansea 
to  tiiie  case  of  tho  winding-up  of 
companies  inBteiwl  of  leaving  the  unliappj- 
ceeditor  or  ixintribntory  to  get  the 
Court  to  do  BO  at.  lits  own  expense? 
The  criticisms  I  have  made  upon  ttc 
Bill  I  have  pnt  forward  in  no  spirit  of 
hostility,  for  I  recognise  that  the  eystem 
of  winding  up  at  present  in  use  is  capable 
of  groat  improvement,  and  I  cnrdially 
approve  of  the  institution  of  an  efficient 
audit  being  provided  for  liquidators' 
aocouiits.  I  also  tliink  that  the  means 
of  bringing  fraudulent  persons  to  justice 
may  be  very  much  improved.  But  I 
do  plead  for  n  Bill  which  we  can  under- 
stand. I  cannot  understand  the  present 
Bill,  but  before  it  is  passed  into  law  T 
earneatly  hope  that  it  TTill  contain  the 
whole  provisions  of  the  law  with  I'egn.rd 
to  winding-up,  and  that  those  responsible 
for  this  measure  will  ttike  the  trouble  t<t 
go  through  tlie  whole  of  the  present  code 
and  rejieal  all  provisions  which  are 
intended  to  be  no  longer  applicable, 

"(9,16.)  Mb.  WARMINGTON  (Mon- 
mouth, W:)  ;  My  reason  for  pliuiing  the 
Motion  which  stands  in  my  name  upon 
the  Paper  was  not  because  I  am  averse 
to  any  improvement  in  the  present  law, 
but  becftuae  I  wish  to  render  an  emphatic 
protest  against  any  important  Amendment 
of  the  law  Iieing  rushed  through  without 
iimple  explanation.  And  I  am  glad  tosay 
that  I  have  succeeded  in  obtnining  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  an  explanation  of 
the  reasons  which  moved  him  to  intro- 
duce this  measure.  T.  am  hound  to  sny 
that  those  reasons  are  not  entirely  satis- 
factory,  and  I  gather  that  his  iaformatiou 
littH  been  dawn  fnmi  tme  source  only.  1 
shonlil  think  it  had  Iwen  drawn  from 
persons  who  might  be  creditors  of  a 
company,  but  wlio  have  otherwise  had  no 
experience  of  the  mode  in  which  the 
busiaess  of  winding-up  com  panics  is 
conducted.  It  is  a  great  pi^  that  d 
Bill  which  proposes  to  amend  the  pro- 
cedure of  winding-up  compaDiesshould  be 
prepared  by  persons — if  it  was  so  prepared 
— whoiirenot  familiar  with  the  working 
of  the  present  system.  The  present 
ajstem.  Sir,  is  a  code  in  itself.  Tfiere  ia. 
!n  the  Act  of  1S62,  a  set  of  clauses 
exclusively  confined  to  the  mode  in 
which  companies  shall  be  wound  up. 
And  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has,  in 
this  Hoaso,  rather  given  currency  to  tbe 


opinion  that  the  only  persons  to  bo  con- 
sidered in  the  winding-ui>  are  creditors, 
r  tliink  the  attention  of  the  Honse 
ought  quite  lis  much  to  be  directed  to  n 
most  unfortunate  body  of  persons  wh»i 
arc  called  contributories  :  and  who 
are  in  the  first  instance  share- 
holders. The  right  hon.  Geutleman  will, 
jichaps,  allow  mo  to  say  that  he  ia  wrong 
if  be  thinks  that  he  iMn  prevent  tli» 
fraud  unless  he  begins  at  the  right 
end.  Fraud  is  much  more  rife  at  tho 
birth  of  companies  than  it  is  at  their 
Imrial,  and  if  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
wishes  really  to  prevent  fraud  in  regard 
to  Joint  Stock  Companies,  I  wonld  humbly 
request  his  attention  to  a  Bill  which  is 
to  be  presented  to  this  House,  and  which 
deals  with  that  subject ;  and  ask  bim  to 
give  his  friendly  assistance  to  prevent 
directors  going  scot  free  who  have  been 
parties  to  prospectuses  containing  falsit 
statements  on  the  plea  that  they  did  not 
know  that  the  statements  were  false- 
Then  T  think  we  may  have  some 
sort  of  guarantoe  that  fraud  will  not  bu 
so  pi-evalcnt  as  it  is  now.  As  I  under- 
stand it,  although  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  not  the  courage  to  say  bo,  tJiis 
is,  in  truth,  a  rolrc^rnde  step.  Probably 
his  researches  have  not  gone  so  fflp  as  ti> 
enable  him  to  tell  the  House  of  the 
system  that  was  in  operation  before  186!!. 
That  system  was  then  a  system  of  bank- 
ruptcy, and  it  was  because  of  the  crying 
scan^ls  associated  with  it,  and  because  it 
was  more  costly  than  winding-up  in  the 
Chancery  Con rt,  that  the  Companies' Act 
of  1862  was  framed.  There  are,  un- 
doubtedly, a  great  many  points  on  which 
the  present  procedure  could  be  amended, 
and  I  rtgrco  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  hit  one.  When  tlie  Act  of  1862 
was  passed,  it  was  considered  that  the 
persons  directly  Interested,  vii.,  the 
creditors  and  Iho  contributories  of  B 
company  being  wound  up  should  them- 
selves take  such  an  interest  in  the  pro- 
cedure 08  to  see  that  the  ofBcial  chained 
with  the  winding-up  did  his  duty.  Un- 
fortunately that  has  not  been  so,  and 
there  has  been  no  controlling  officer- 
The  learned  Judges  have  more  than  once 
regretted  that  omission,  and  in  eotnc 
instances  have  endeavoured  to  supply  it 
by  calling  in  the  aid  of  an  officer,  whe 
acts  partly  under  the  direction  of  the 
Court,  and  partly  under  the  control  pf 
the    Attorney     GeuBml.       The    Officill 
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Liquidator  is  now  bound  to  do  very 
much  what  the  right  hon.  Gentlfeman 
said  he  ought  to  do,  but  there  is  no  one 
to  see  that  he  does  his  duty.  He  has 
now  the  duty  of  preserving  an  accurate 
file  of  every  proceeding  that  occurs  in 
the  Court.  He  must  keep  every  account 
and  every  paper  connected  with  the 
>vinding-up.  But,  unfortunately,  that 
enactment  in  the  Companies' Act  of  1862, 
unless  you  have  a  conscientious  liquidator 
(and  notwithstanding  the  observations  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  there  are  many 
most  conscientious),  becomes  a  dead  letter. 
I  know  a  great  many  windings-up  of 
Companies  where  liquidators,  persons  of 
great  experience  and  high  character, 
have,  although  there  is  no  one  to  compel 
them  to  do  their  duty,  kept  a  perfect 
record,  which  has  been  open,  free  of 
expense,  to  everybody  interested.  There- 
fore I  welcome  the  amendment  of  law, 
by  the  installation  of  an  oflBcer  whose 
duty  it  shall  be  to  see  that  the  liquidator 
does  his  duty,  although  I  confess  that 
end  is  to  be  secured  by  means  most 
cumbrous.  My  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Stockton  says  there  will  be 
difficulty  in  construing  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. Yes,  Sir,  but  persons  who  are 
charged  with  the  winding-up  of  com- 
panies are  not  expected  to  have  to  go  to 
learned  counsel  like  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  They  expect  to  find  their  duty 
written  in  the  Act  of  Parliament  under 
which  they  are  acting ;  and  if 
this  Bill  is  passed,  this  point  will 
at  once  strike  a  liquidator.  He 
will  say  "I  have  two  sections  dealing 
with  the  same  subject.  Which  am  T  to 
obey  1 "  My  hon.  Friend  puts  only 
one  case  that  he  may  have  to  obey  one 
or  the  other ;  but  that  is  not  quite  the 
full  fact.  He  may  have  to  obey  both, 
for  there  is  nothing  in  this  Bill  to  say 
that  the  provisions,  so  far  as  liquidators 
are  concerned,  are  not  cumulative,  and  in 
addition  to  the  powers  given  to  liquida- 
tors under  the  Companies  Act  of  1862. 
Thus  you  put  on  the  officials  whom  you 
are  going*  to  create  the  new  difficulty  of 
ascertaining  how  they  are  to  discharge 
their  duties.  But  not  only  does  this 
Bill  deal  with  procedure  ;  it  also  amends 
the  law,  and  it  does  so  in  a  most  unsatis- 
factory fashion.  There  is  to  be,  accord- 
ing to  the  Bill,  what  is  called  a  Report, 
and  that  Report  is  to  be  made  by  a 
prescribed    officer   who  is   ta  have  the 


right  of  making  the  Report  on  informa- 
tion that  is  given  to  him  unsworn.  He 
may  get  it  from  any  documents,  and  he 
is  to  be  allowed,  without  having  sub- 
mitted any  part  of  the  information  to  the 
test  of  an  oath,  to*  brand  the  directors 
or  other  people  as  men  of  fraud.  That 
is  a  new  and  altogether  unheard  of  pro- 
ceeding in  the  jurisprudence  of  this 
country :  that  any  official  shall  be  able 
to  charge  with  or  to  say  that  another 
man  has  been  guilty  of  fraud  and  breach 
of  trust  without  that  charge  having  been 
investigated  and  put  to  the  test  of  an 
oath.  Not  only  that,  but  I  think  the 
framer  of  this  Bill  had  a  notion  that 
there  was  no  such  people  as  contribu- 
tories.  I  do  not  think  the  word  contri- 
butory is  to  be  found  in  the  Bill  from 
the  beginning  to  the  end.  This  is  the 
way  in  which  the  Bill  is  prepared.  A 
man  is  to  be  deemed  a  fraudulent  man 
for  issuing  a  false  prospectus — to  whose 
damage  ?  The  f  raudu  lent  statement  in  a 
prospectus  as  a  rule — in  99  cases  out  of 
100 — is  not  to  the  prejudice  of  the 
creditors,  but  it  is  to  the  prejudice  and 
damage  of  the  poor  ^people  who  believe 
in  the  statements  aild  on  the  faith  of 
those  statements  subscribe  for  shares. 
By  the  9th  clause  of  the  Bill  it  is  pro- 
vided that  if  any  person  among  other 
things  "  signs  or  makes  himself  respon- 
sible for  any  false  or  misleading  pros- 
pectus, notice,  statement,  or  balance- 
sheet,"  to  the  prejudice  "of  the  company 
or  of  the  creditors  of  the  company  "  lit? 
is  to  be  made  liable  to  contribute  sut^h 
sums  as  the  Court  thinks  just.  But 
what  is  he  to  pay  for  ?  Is  he  to  pay  for 
the  damage  done  to  the  company  or  to 
the  creditors?  But  they  are  not  the 
people  who  are  damaged  by  the  fraudu- 
lent statement.  The  people  damaged 
are  the  contributories.  The  company 
gets  the  benefit  of  the  fraud,  and  it  is 
the  money  the  shareholders  contribute 
becatiBe  of  the  fraud  that  goes  into  the 
coffers  of  the  company.  It  is  absurd  to 
say  that  the  company  is  damaged  by  the 
fraudulent  statement  in  the  prospectus, 
and  it  Is  very  unlikely  that  the  creditors 
are  damaged  because  fraudulent  persons 
usually  take  care  that  such  companies 
shall  exist  for  such  a  period  as  that 
those  who  are  creditors  at  the  date  of 
winding-up  are  creditors  of  a  compara- 
tively recent  date  and.  were  not  creditors 
dJb  the    time   when    the    company   was 
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started.     The  persitn  wbo  wants  prot'c-  the    promoters   uf  tlio    Bill    thai    every 

tion  13  the  contributory,  not  the  creditor  L'onipunj-    whieh    fails    to    carry    on    its 

or  the  company  itself.     It  is  siid  that  businesg  does  so  lieiwuBe  of  misfeaaanoe, 

the  Bill  has  bsen  introduced  to  uineud  but   in  case's   where  companies   beconip 


the  law  in  that  respect,  but  I  do  not 
think  it  irill  hare  that  effect.  I  nm  oaly 
noticing  this  in  order  to  draw  ttn 
attention  of  the  right 
to  this  mittsr.  Let  mu  make  a  sugges- 
tion. I  havd  not  the  experience  of  ray 
bon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Stockton, 
nor  have  I  the  experionco  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  wbo  advised  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  but  I  venture  to 
think  it  will  be  mnch  easier  to  take  Part 
•1  of  the  Act,  1862,  which  constitutes  the 
code  of  prooedtire  with  regard  to  tbo 
winding-up  of  the  companies,  and  to 
introduce  it  in  thin  Bill  with  such  Amend- 
ments as  Mit;  right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks 
tit  Thia  is  another  su^^stiun  I  am 
able  to  make  for  a  reason  which  perhaps 
he  dues  not  know.  It  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  alter  the  title  of  the  Bill 
or  extend  the  ambit  of  it  eo  as  to  make 
it  a  measure  not  simply  amending'  the 
procedure  of  the  winding  up  of  companies, 
but  dealing  also  with  the  law  as  to 
the  liability  of  directors  and  others 
issuing  prospectuses  or  notices  for  appli- 
t^ations  for  shares,  then  I  think  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  can  rely,  not  only 
on  the  cordial  co-operation  of  both  sides 
of  the  Honss,  but  on  the  efforts  of  Uill 
those  in  the  House  who  have  the 
advantage  of  being  practically  acquainted 
with  the  law  of  companies. 

•(S.32.)  Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  : 
I  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
nay,  in  moving  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill,  that  should  any  part  of  the  Bill  be 
open  to  obsarration,  it  might  be  alluded 
to  at  this  time.  There  is  one  part  to 
which  I  think  it  is  especially  desirable 
to  call  attention  before  the  Bill  is  read  a 
second  time.  I  cannot  hel])  adopting  to  a 
great  extent  the  view  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  that  the  Bill  does  not 
seem  to  hs  framed  on  nn  exhaustive  ex- 
amiuation  of  the  existing  law  of  winding- 
up.  Tliose  who  know  anything  of  the 
law  of  winding  up  are  aware  that  by  the 
Companies  Act  there  are  two  modes  of 
winding  up— voluntarj-  and  compulsory. 
This  Bill  only  deals  with  the  compulsoty 
mode,  hilt  there  is  a  well-known  process 
of  carrying  on  the  voluntary  winding  up 
of  a  company  under  the  superriaion  of 

'  e  Court.     It  seems  to  be  aasumed  by 


Mr. 


the r  insolvent,  fromcf 
■  are  nnable   to  carry  on  their  buuness 
is  often  found  eonvanient  to  adopt  an 
Gentleman    amicable  mode  of  winding-up,  and  then 
if  difficulties  arise   to  obtain  an  order  for 
carrying  on  liquidation  under  the  super- 
vision o£  the  Court,  and  as  the  Bill  is 
now  framed  it  may  become  the  object  of 
interested  persons  to  begin  proceedings 
for   voluntary   winding-up,    in    order    to 
save  themselves  from  coming  within  the 
more  penal   provisions   of    the   Bill.     1 
think   this  point   ought    not    to    hv    lost 
sight  of  when  the  Bill  is  considered  by 
the  Standi Hg  Committee. 

(9.33,)  Mh.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.J :  Sir,  110  one  will  dispute 
the  great  evil  for  the  remedy  of  which 
this  Bill  is  proposed  for  consideration, 
hot  I  question  whether  it  is  advisable 
to  deal  with  the  subject  in  the  piecemeal, 
scrappy  manner  proposed  by  this  measore. 
Only  a  small  portion  of  the  Company  Law 
is  dealt  with  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's Bill,  and  yet  the  changes  projiosed 
are  very  important  and  in  some  respects 
radical.  The  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment complicates  that  which  is  already 
more  or  less  complicated  and  difficult. 
and  it  distributes  the  work  connected 
with  the  winding-up  of  companies  in  a 
manner  which  will  unquestionably  lead 
Co  a  great  many  appeals  and  a  great  deal 
of  unnecessary  litigation,  and  whether 
the  time  now  occupied  in  winding-np 
companies  will  bo  shortened  in  a  point  on 
whieh  I  feel  considerable  dimbt.  In 
the  Bills  of  Exchange  Act,  1882,  you 
had  a  complete  revision  of  the  law,  ftnd 
a  codification  of  it  which  was  a  model  (rf 
drafting,  and  which  has  left  vety  litUe 
room  for  doubt  or  ambiguity.  There  is 
another  aspect  of  the  matter  which  strikes 
me  as  worthy  of  consideration.  It  is 
proposed  by  this  Bill  to  throw  upon  the 
Coun^  Court  an  additional  amount  of 
work.  The  County  Courts,  as  revised  in 
1346,  were  in  the  lirst  instance  intended 
only  as  Courts  for  the  recovery  of  small 
debts,  and  in  the  year  1865  their  jnris- 
diction  WHS  extended,  so  that  equity 
cases  to  the  amount  of  £500  were 
included.  Since  186.'i  we  have  had  co*!- 
sidorable  additions  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Conn^   Court-— the  labourers  and 
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Workmen's  Act,   1875 ;  the  Employers' 
Liability    Act ;    the    Married   Women's 
Property   Act ;   the   Agricnltural  Hold- 
ings Act ;  and  last,  and  greatest  of  all, 
the  Bankruptcy  Act,  under  all  of  which 
there   are   questions  which  have   to  be 
decided    in    the    County    Court.      The 
amount  of  work  thrown  on  the  County 
Courts   is  out  of  all  proportion  to  that 
which  was  at  first  contemplated,  and  I 
think  it  might  be  worthy  the  considera- 
tion  of   the   Government   whether   the 
County  Courts  as  now  constituted  and 
— I  say  it  with  all  respect  to  the  existing 
Judges— as   now  manned  are  in   many 
cases  the  fit  Courts  on  which  to  heap  up 
the   immense   accumulation   of   judicial 
business     now    being   borne   by    them. 
Certainly    this    Bill    will    considerably 
increase  the  work  of  those  Courts.     It  is 
perfectly  true  that  under  the  Building 
Societies'  Act,  1874,  and  the  Industrial 
Provident     Societies*      Act,      1876,      a 
certain  amount  of  winding-up  business 
does   now    come    within    the    province 
of    the      County     Courts.       But     this 
Bill     will     very    considerably    increase 
that  amount  of  work.     What  is  likely 
to    be    the    result     of     this    proposal  ? 
Not  only  will  there    be   a   considerable 
number  of  appeals,  but  there  is  likely  to 
be  a  disinclination  to  meet  many  of  the 
difficulties    which     will    probably    arise 
as  the  outcome  of  this  Bill.     You  may 
have  a  block   of  business  because  of   a 
very  natural    postponement  of  questions 
arising  in    the    County    Courts.       The 
County     Courbs     Act     of    1888     gave 
extension  of  jurisdiction  with  regard  to 
matters    of    settlement,    besides    which 
power  has  been  given  to  remove  cases 
below  £100  to  the  County  Courts.     In 
the  vary   first   six   months   of  that  Act 
there  were  between  600  and  700  cases 
removed  from  the    High    Court  to  the 
County     Courts.        Two     Metropolitan 
County  Court  Judges  had  each  between 
50  and  60  cases  removed  to  them.     I  am 
sure     if     the     right     hon.    Gentleman 
inquires  into    the     matter  he  will  find 
there  is  ample  ground  for  re-consideration 
as  to  whether  it  is  wise  to  extend  the 
jurisdiction    of   these    Courts,   not   only 
with  regard  to  this  particular  Bill,  but 
with    regard    to    the      varied   business 
which  is  now  thrown  upon  them. 
*(9.43.)    Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton)  :  I  am  sure.  Sir,  on  both  sides 
of  the    House    there  w!U  be  a  general 
concurrence  in  the  objects  of  the  measura 
VOL.   CCCXLI.     [third  sertes.1 


as   set  out   in  the   Memorandum.     The 
principles  set  forth  there  are   good,  but 
they  seem  to  me  to  be  carried  out  in  a 
very  unsatisfactory,  defective,  and   mis- 
leading manner  in  the  Bill   itself.      A 
very  short  time  ago  one  of  the  Judges  of 
the  High  Court  called  the  attention  of 
the  Legislature  to  the  danger  and  diffi- 
culty involved  in  the  modem  process  of 
drafting  Acts  of  Parliament  by  incorporat- 
ing other  Acts,  and  the  Judge  severely 
condemned  this  most  unsatisfactory  mode 
of  legislation.  But  the  system  had  grown 
under  the  administration  of  the  present 
day  to  quite  an  intolerable  extent,  during 
the  last  two  or   three   years.     We   shall 
have  placed  upon  the  Table  next  week, 
the  Civil  Service  Estimates  for  the  coming 
year,  and  the  hon.  Members  will  find  that 
a  very  large  sum  is  paid  for  the  work 
of  preparing  Bills,  in  addition  to  which 
there  was  a    large  sum   last   year  for 
extra  assistance   in  drafting  particular 
Government  Bills.     As  a  plain  matter 
of  business,  considering  the  amount  which 
we  pay  our  draftsmen,  we  are  entitled  to 
a   different   class  of   article   from    that 
which    is   placed   on  the   Table  of  the 
House.     Wo  are  entitled  to  know  what 
is  within  the  four  walls  of  the  Bill,  and 
what  it  proposes  to  deal  with,  not  only  in 
the  interests  of  the  public  and  the  suitors, 
but  in  the  interests  of  the  judges  them- 
sslves.    The  Bill  should  contain  what  the 
law    is.     We   shall   hear  the   Attorney 
General  shortly,  but  you   have   already 
heard  in  this  debate  one  of   the  first  ad- 
vocates at  the  English  Bar,  one   of  the 
most  scientific  lawyers  of  the  day,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member   for  Stockton 
(Sir  H.  Davey),  saying   that   he   cannot 
understand  this  Bill.     For  my  own  part, 
I  do  not  understand    the  Bill ;  and  if  it 
be  passed  in  its  pressnt  form  it  means  a 
a    crop   of  litigation.     The  gist   of   the 
whole    thing     is     that    the     procedure 
with  respect  to    the   bankruptcy    of  a 
trader  is  one  thing  and  the  winding-up 
of  a  company  is  a  totally  different  thing. 
The  principle  may  be  the  same,  but  the 
procedure  must  inevitably  and  necessarily 
be    very    different.      If    the    Attorney 
General  will  turn  to  page  6  of  the  Incor- 
porated Statutes,  he  will  see  one  of  the 
many    clauses    which    I    say    I  cannot 
follow  : — 

**  Subject  to  the  provisiQns  of  this  Act  the 
liquidator  shall,  in  ihe  adniioistration  of  the 
property  of  thecoinpmy  and  in  the  distrihution 
thereof  amuogst  itn  creditor'',  have  regard  to 
any  directions  that  may  be  given  by  resolution 
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of  the  creditors  at  any  general  meoiiog,  or  by 
the  committee  of  inspection,  and  any  directions 
so  given  by  the  creditors  at  any  general  meeting 
shall  in  case  of  conflict  be  deemed  to  over-ride 
any  directions  given  by  the  committee  of 
inspection." 

There  is  already  a  Code  under  the  Com- 
panies' Acts,  providing  how  the  property 
of  the  company  is  to  be  dealt  with.    I  am 
speaking  in  the  presence  of  lawyers,  who 
will  contradict  me  if  I  am  wrong,  but  I 
am    certain    that  a    conflict    will   arise 
imimediately    there   is    any  attempt   to 
put   that   clause    into   force.      Another 
peculiarity  of  the  drafting  of  the  Bill   is 
the  enormous  power  resting  in  the  hands 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  for  making  rules. 
Everything  is  to  be  done  by  rule.     The 
House    is     deprived    of    its    legislative 
control,  and  it  is  put  into  the  hands  of 
some    rule,     making     authority     which 
constructs    a    Code    which    Parliament 
might    or     might    not     approve.       On 
page     3    you    have    the    first    time  of 
its  introduction  put  into  the  Bill  some 
prescribed  oflBcer,  who  is  to  do  something, 
and  who  is  to  become  the  liquidator  of 
the  company.     And  then  there  is  to  be 
a  meeting  of  creditors,  and  no  one  seems 
to  be  worthy  of  consideration  in  this  Bill 
except  the  creditor.      When  you  call  a 
meeting  of  a  bankrupt's   creditors,  you 
do  not  care  about  the  man  himself  ;  he  is 
there.      But  in  the  case  of  joint  stock 
companies,  in  the  majority  of  instances, 
the  creditors  are  paid  in  full.     It  is  the 
poor  unfortunate  shareholders  who  are 
swindled ;    they  are  the  people  imposed 
upon  by  prospectuses.     There  is  not  a 
single  line  to  pi-ovide  for  these  gentle- 
men ;     not    a    word   about   calling   the 
shareholders  together.     They  are  to  have 
no  protection,  though  I  think  they  are 
really  persons  for  whom  Parliament  is 
bound  to  provide.     There  is  another  im- 
portant omission  in  this  Bill  to  which  I 
would  call  the   right  hon.   Gentleman's 
attention.   These  three  modes  of  winding- 
up — a   voluntary    winding-up,    a    com- 
pulsory  winding   up,    and    a  voluntary 
winding-up  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Court.     This  Bill  does  not  apply  at  all 
to  a  voluntary  winding-up,  and  possibly 
two-thirds  of  windings-up  are  voluntary. 
Now,    I  am   sur3   the    President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  wants  to  pass  a  satisfac- 
tory Act  which  will  work,  and  we  are 
anxious  on  this  side  of  the  House  to  give 
it  every  assistance  we  can.      The  course 
I  would  suggest  is  that  the  Bill  should 
be    read   a   second   time    and   then   re- 
Jfr.  IL  H.  Folder 


mitted    to    the   draftsmen    to   put    in 
what  is  to  be  the  law.     We  have  already 
the  Code  of  1862  ;  we  must  not  have  two 
Codes  in  force  at  the  same  time.     Clause 
9  is    a   very    oppressive   clause,  for  it 
makes  the    Report  to   be   primd  Jacie 
evidence  of  misconduct.     There  is  to  be 
no     verification    or     cross-examination. 
You  have  simply  to  say  A  or  B  has  done 
what?      There   are  several    things,    of 
course,  which  A  or  B  must  have  done — 
fraud,  misappropriation,  misfeasance,  and 
breach  of  trust.     Suppose  a  director  has 
been  a  party  to  the  carrying  on  of  the 
business  of   ^*  a  company  after   having 
reason    to    believe    it   was    insolvent." 
What  is   meant  by  "having  reason  to 
believe?''     Or  suppose  he  has  been  a 
party  ^*  to  any  rash  or  hazardous  specu- 
lations."     Who  is  to  decide  whether  a 
speculation  is  rash  or  hazardous  ?    What 
one   may  think   prudent  another   may 
think  rash  or  hazardous.      I  think  there 
are   a  great   many  defects  in   the   Bill 
itself,  so  far  as  the  phraseology  of  it  and 
the   scope   of  it  are   concerned,  and  I 
think  it  has  graver  defects  in  respect  of 
the   incorporation  of  the   existing  law. 
Another  defect  is  the   power   given   to 
the  Lord  Chancellor  ;  and  we  know  that 
it  is  not  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  that  it 
is  not  the  Board  of  Trade,  but  a  sub- 
ordinate of  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  a 
subordinate  officer  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
to  whom  you  will  practically  delegate 
the  power  of  legislation.     I  think,  if  we 
give  this  Bill  a  Second  Heading,  that  we 
ought  to  have  an  understanding  from 
the  Government  that  the    Bill   will  be 
re-considered     and     put     in      workable 
shape  before   it  is    sent   either   to  the 
Committee  on  Trade  or  the  Committee  on 
Law,  which  ever  the  Government    may 
think  fit. 
*(9.53.)  The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 
(Sir    R.     Webster,     Isle     of     Wight): 
Sir,    although    in    the    exercise  of   the 
privileges  of  debate,  some  of  the  observa- 
tions   of  hon.    and  right  hon.    Gentle- 
men    have    been    of    a    technical    aud 
some  of   a     severe    description,    yet    I 
accept  them  in  the  spirit  in  which  they 
were  intended,  and  I  believe  it  is  the 
wish  cf    hon.    and    right   hon.   Gentle- 
man  opy)osite   to   assist    Her    Majesty's 
Government  in  amending  the  law  as  fer 
as  they  can.     I  wish  at  once  to  join  in 
the  just  tribute  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   the  Member  for    Wolverhampton 
to    the    great   •  experience    and    abilitjf 
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of  my    hon.    Friend     the    Member    for 
Stockton   (Sir   H.    Davcy).     I  am    pre- 
pared to  say,  in  this  or  any  other  place, 
that  if  he  had  one  opinion  and  I  .another 
ou  any  point  of  law  connected  with  this  Bill 
I  should  be  perfectly  satisfied  I  was  wrong. 
At  the  same  time,  while  conceding  the 
advantage    he     possesses    over    me,     I 
venture   to   think   that   he   has   gone  a 
little   too    far    when   he   says   that    he 
cannot  understand  this  Bill.     One  other 
observation  I  must  notice.     It  has  been 
said  that   this   Bill  has    been   prepared 
by    persons   who    have  only  considered 
one      side       of       the      question,       and 
without     obtaining     information      from 
others.     That  is  an  absolute  and  entire 
mistake.     I  must  fcike  the  blame  of  any 
defects  of  the  Bill,  of  course,  so  far  as  the 
legal   points   are   concerned.      The   best 
authorities  and  the  persons  most  skilled 
in  these  matters  have   been  consultsd. 
One  word  on  behalf  of  the  draftsmen. 
The   right  hon.  Gentleman  •  has  had  ex- 
perience of  the  Government  draftsmen, 
nnd  whatever  may  be  said  as  to  the  mode 
of  drafting,  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to 
undsr-rato    the    extreme    learning    and 
iibility  or  industry  of  those    gentlemen, 
having  regard  to  the  burdens  put  upon 
theni.     Let   me    say    a    few   words    in 
reference  to  the  leading  points.     The  first 
and  main  objection  taken  to  the  Bill  is  that 
it  does  not  codify  the  law  ;   codification 
means  dealing  with  an  Act  of  Parliament 
of    270   sections,  or  the  winding-up  part 
consisting  of  99  sections.     I  say,  without 
the  slightest  hesitation,  that  if  we   had 
undertaken  to  codify  and  amend  the  law 
fit  the  same  time  it  would   have   been 
hopeless  to  try  and  carry  the  Bill  in  this 
or  in  any  one  Session.     On  that  point  I 
jippeal  to  the  authority  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  who,  speaking 
in  answer  to  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton,  said  that   it  is  utterly 
impossible   to   pass   a   consolidating  and 
3imending  law  at  the  same  time ;  that  it 
is  necessary  first  to  amend  the  law  and 
then  to  codify  it. 

♦Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  What  my  right 
lion.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Ix)thian 
objected  to  was  the  introduction  of  any 
Amendments  into  a  Consolidation  Bill. 
He  said  a  Consolidation  Bill  should  be  a 
Consolidation  Bill  pure  and  simple. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  In  another  form 
of  words  that  is  exactly  what  I  am 
attempting  to  convey  to  the  House.  As 
to  the  codification  of  the  law,  if  we  are  to 


wait  for  that,  pressing  evils  will  long 
remain  unredressed.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  taken  exception  to  the 
power  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  make 
general  rules  for  carrying  into  effect  the 
objects  of  this  Act,  and  repealing  or 
modifying  general  orders  and  rules 
applying  to  the  winding-up  of  a  Company. 

♦Sir  H.  DAVEY  :  What  I  pointed  out 
was  that  they  did  not  repeal  the  winding- 
up  sections  which  are  over-ridden. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  The  hon.  Member 
referred     to     these     sections,    and    he 
subsequently  referred   to   the   rules.     I 
accept     h's    explanation    of     what     he 
intended,  but  he  directed  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  we  had  not 
dealt  with  the  existing  rules.     Well,  I 
am  sure,  so  far  as  the  rules  are  concerned, 
the  hon.  Member  will  be  the  first  to  say 
that  nobody  could  have  framed  them  and 
that  nobody  could  say  what  rules  are  to 
be  repealed  and  what  are  to  stand  until 
an  amending  Bill  has  been  passed.     If 
there  is  objection   taken   to   temporary- 
oflBcials  having  to  do  with  the  framing  of 
rules,  I  would  point  out  that  that  matter 
is  always  safeguarded  by  legislation  ;  but 
under  the    circumstances   it   cannot   be 
said   that    the   Government   have   been 
guilty  of  an  omission  in  not  introducing 
a  pro  vision  for  the  amendment  of  the  rules. 
Then  is  it  or  is  it  not  prudent  to  write* 
at  largo  in  the  Bill  clauses  as  they  are 
intended  to  stand,  or  is  it  prudent  to 
refer    to    previous    Acts    where    these 
clauses  appear  ?     As  to  the  incorporation 
of  the  Act  of  1862,  it  practically  depends 
on  this  main  consideration  whether  we 
have  still  got  left  as  operative  and  un- 
repealed a  body  of  law  in  itself  sufficient 
to   be  self   contained,  or  whether  that 
which   we    are   engrafting   on    the   old 
system  becomes  in  itself  the  main  body 
of   the  law.     I  think  it  is  scarcely  just 
after  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
to  suggest  that  this  Bill  is  drafted  in  a 
cast-iron  shape  as  if  intended  to  be  the 
final  view  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
because  in  his  opening  remarks  my  right 
hon.  Friend  said  he  was  aware  that  the 
clauses  made  changes  in  the  phraseology 
and   scope   of    previous   legislation,  but 
that  his  desire  was  to  get  the  assistance 
of   experts   in   the  matter,  so  that   the 
provisions  might  be  moulded  in  the  best 
form.     Whatever  may  be  the  strictures 
passed  in  Clause  9,  those  who  have  had 
experience    in   the   matter    think    that 
3  F  2 
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amendment  of  the  law  in  that  direction 
is  reqnired,  as  the  number  of  persons 
who  defraud  companies  and  make  away 
with  their  assets  is  increasing.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Monmouthshire  said  we  had 
made  a  great  mistake  as  sub-Section  9, 
Clause  9,  relates  to  matters  in  regard  to 
which  the  Legislature  should  give  a 
remedy  to  shareholders.  If  he  looks  at 
Sub-section  9  he  is  right,  but  I  think, 
in  fairness  to  the  much  abused  drafts- 
man, he  should  have  observed  the 
governing  words,  *'And  that  loss  and 
damage  has  been  thereby  caused  to  the 
company  and  its  creditors." 

*Mr.  WARMINGTON  :  Those  are  the 
words  I  pointed  to.  A  company  is  one 
thing,  and  the  shareholders  another. 

♦Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  It  is 
only  in  cases  in  which  the  act  complained 
of  has  caused  damage  to  the  company 
and  its  creditors  that  the  remedy  is  given, 
therefore,  it  is  absurd  to  say  we  intend  to 
transfer  a  remedy  that  ought  to  be  given 
to  the  shareholders  to  the  company  and 
its  creditors.  I  am  simply  endeavouring 
to  show  that  there  is  some  ground  for 
supposing  there  was  an  evil  the  framers 
of  the  Bill  desired  to  meet.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Donegal  (Mr.  A.  J. 
O'Connor),  whom  I  admit  has  rendered 
himself  thoroughly  acquainted  with  the 
subject,  thinks  we  are  overloading  the 
County  Courts.  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  indicated  in  his  speech 
that  the  limit  of  X5,000  has  been  intro- 
duced as  a  figure  on  which  discussion 
may  take  place,  though  the  point  is 
essentially  one  for  consideration  in  Com- 
mittee. It  does  not  affect  the  principle 
of  the  Bill.  As  to  the  objection  that 
certain  clauses  are  not  writt:}n  out  at 
large  in  the  measure,  I  say  at  once  that 
I  should  be  prepared — though  there  is 
no  necessity  for  the  re-modelling  or 
re-drafting  of  the  Bill  beforj  it  is 
considered — if  the  Grand  Committee 
who  deal  ^^^th  the  Bill  are  of 
opinion  that  certain  provisions  in  the 
Bankruptcy  Act,  or  certain  powers  of 
the  Companies'  Act,  should  be  incorpor- 
ated or  applied  to  the  })rocedure  here 
contemplated,  to  take  the  responsibility 
of  writing  out  those  clauses  ^nd  putting 
them  in  the  Bill.  Howev^er,  I  do  not 
think  the  Committee  will  desire  that  to 
be  done.  I  am  certain  that  if  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
come  down  to  the  House  with  a  Bill 
consisting  of  40  or  50  clauses,  there 
Sir  R.  Wehsf^^ 


would  have  been  much  greater  opposition 
to  the  Second  Reading.  It  seems  to  me 
that  a  wise  discretion  has  been  exercised 
in  putting  the  Bill  in  such  a  shape  as 
will  accomplish  the  amendment  of  the 
law  at  which  the  Government  aims. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Stock- 
ton has  referred  to  the  27  years'  experi- 
ence which  we  possess  of  the  working  of 
the  Act  of  1862,  but  it  is  perfectly  clear 
that  that  experience  has  brought  out 
some  defects,  and  that  the  decisions  of 
the  Judges  show  that  there  are  matters 
which  require  amendment.  But  it  seems 
to  me  that  before  we  attempt  to  codify 
the  law  we  ought  to  cut  out  the  rotten 
branches  and  endeavour  to  engraft 
new.  Therefore,  I  think  the  argument 
based  on  experience  is  a  strong  justifica- 
tion of  the  course  which  has  been  adopted 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  in  endeavouring 
to  introduce  into  this  Bill  particular 
matters  of  amendment  which  he  desires 
to  press  forward  without  entering  upon 
a  gigantic  scheme  which  would  eventu- 
ally come  out  in  the  shape  of  a  Bill  for 
codifying  the  law.  Voluntary  liquida- 
tions are  advisedly  excluded  from  the 
Bill,  and  as  to  contributories,  their  omis- 
sion is  not  due  to  carelessness,  but 
it  was  thought,  rightly  or  wrongly, 
that  they  ought  not  to  be  included 
as  Members  of  the  Committees  proposed. 
I  think  the  House  will  agree  with  me, 
however,  that  these  are  matters  for  discus- 
sion not  on  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill, 
but  in  Committee.  If  I  have  failed  to 
notice  any  point  that  has  been  raised 
during  the  debate,  I  hope  it  will  not  be 
thought  I  have  done  so  out  of  any 
disrespect  to  hon  Members,  and,  in  con- 
clusion, I  have  only  tq  express  a  hope 
that  a  Bill  which  is  brought  in  to  intro- 
duce improvements  into  the  law  in  some 
important  particulars  will  be  allowed  to 
go  before  the  Standing  Committee. 

♦(10.10.)  Mr.  PRITCHARD  MOR- 
GAN (Merthyr  Tydvil) :  It  seems 
to  me  that  this  Bill  is  framed  for 
the  express  purpose  of  encouraging 
litigation.  There  is  not  a  clause 
which  does  not  refer  to  one  or  two 
other  Acts  of  Parliament  that  it  is 
intended  to  incorporate.  Under  Clause  8 
no  power  is  given  to  the  "  prescribed 
officer "  to  report  whether  or  not  the 
officers  of  the  company,  whoever  they 
may  be,  are  knowingly  or  wilfully  guilty 
of  any  of  the  offences  referred  to  in  the 
Act.       The   clause    first    appoints    the 
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prescribed  officer  as  a  judicial  officer 
and  afterwards  transforms  him  into 
-a  prosecutor.  The  intention  of  Clause  9 
seems  to  be  to  prevent  people  having  any- 
thing to  do  with  companies,  either  as 
officers  or  as  shareholders.  There  is  no 
allegation  in  Sub-Section  (a)  that  it  is 
necessary  that  £here  should  be  any  in- 
tent whatever  to  mislead.  It  seems  to 
me  to  be  a  principle  of  the  English  law 
that  no  offence  is  to  be  attributable  to  a 
man  unless  there  is  intent  of  some  sort 
•or  other.  Suppose  a  man  came  from 
America  and  brought  with  him  a  re- 
port from  a  banker ,  stating  .that  on  a 
certain  property  there  were  5,000  head 
of  cattle,  and  in  consequence  of  that  re- 
port certiin  persons  became  shareholders 
in  a  company;  the  mere  fact  of  the 
report  not  being  true  would  render 
them  liable  to  make  good  the  default  of 
other  people  of  which  they  were  totally 
ignorant.  Sub-Section  (b)  as  to  the 
misapplication  of  money  seems  to  be  in- 
tended to  be  read  with  Sub-section  (e), 
which  refers  to  rash  or  hazardous 
speculations.  This,  in  my  opinion,  would 
put  a  stop  altogether  to  the  formation  of 
companies  for  the  carrying  on  of  specu- 
lative business.  Another  sub-section 
provides  that  if  a  company  postpones 
payment  of  any  debt  they  will  be  unable 
to  give  a  mortgage  because  that  would 
be  giving  undue  preference.  I  consider 
that  the  Bill  ought  to  be  consolidated 
with  the  Companies'  Act,  and  with  the 
Bankruptcy  Act,  if  necessary,  so  that 
we  could  have  one  Act  dealing  with  the 
whole  subject.  As  it  is,  th©  measure 
-could  not  be  safely  construed  except  on 
the  advice  of  the  highest  legal  practi- 
tioners. On  that  account  alone  I  regard 
it  as  objectionable.  Every  measure  of 
this  kind  ought,  in  my  opinion,  to  be 
complete  in  itself,  so  that  an  ordinary 
layman  may  take  it  up  and  understand 
it  without  having  to  read  through  a 
number  of  other  Acts. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Bill  be  now  referred  to  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Trade,  <kc." — (Sir 
M,  Hicks  Beach,) 

*(10.12.)  Sib  H.  DAVEY  (Stockton)  : 
I  woidd  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  views  which 
have  been  expressed,  he  will  consider  the 
expediency  before  the  Bill  goes  to  the 


Standing  Committee  of  inserting  in  it 
the  clauses  which  it  is  proposed  to 
incorpoT'ate  in  language  fitting  the  case 
of  winding-up.  Surely  there  is  great 
practical  convenience  in  that  course. 

♦Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  I  quite 
appreciate  the  wishes  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  and  should 
be  glad  to  meet  his  views.  His 
suggestion  can,  I  think,  be  carried  out 
before  the  Select  Committee,  but  there 
are  obvious  reasons  why  it  may  not  be 
desirable  to  have  to  move  two  Motions 
at  this  stage.  I  trust  the  House  will 
consent  to  send  the  Bill  to  the  Grand 
Committee  to-night. 

♦(10.13.)  Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton) :  1  understand  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  say  that  he  will  move 
these  Amendments  in  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee, and  of  course  we  accept  that.  I 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  the  Bill  had  not  better  go  to  the 
Grand  Committee  on  Law  instead  of  to 
the  Grand  Committee  on  Trade. 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  No,  Sir ; 
both  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  and 
myself  are  on  the  Grand  Committee  on 
Trade. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

COMPANIES    (MEMORANDUM    OF 
ASSOCIATION)  BILL.— (No.  lU). 

Bead  a  second  time,  and  committed  to 
the  Standing  Committee  on  Trade,  <fec. 

BARRACKS    (CONSOLIDATED   FUND). 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(10.15.)  The  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
roB  WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle)  :  It  will  be  agreeable  to  the 
House  that  at  the  earliest  moment  I 
should  place  the  Committee  in  possession 
of  the  main  facts  in  connection  with  the 
barracks  scheme  of  the  Government. 
The  Bill  is  of  a  financial  character,  and 
it  is  therefore  right  that  some  explana- 
tion should  be  given  at  this  stage.  It 
will  not  surprise  any  Member  of  the 
Committee  that  a  Bill  of  this  description 
should  be  necessary.  Up  to  this  time 
there  has  never  been  an  attempt  to  devise 
a  general  scheme  for  the  distribution 
and  arrangement  of  our  camps  and 
barracks,  to  apply  to  them  generally 
the  principles  of  modem  sanitary  science, 
or  to  adopt  the  barrack  system  to  the 
altered  circumstances  of  the  country.  I 
may  remind  the  Committee  that  last  year 
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I  placed  the  neceeBity  of  a,  large  barrack 
schemeon  three  grounds.  Tht- first  was  that 
ofeconomy.  Oar  pre  sent  haphaaai-d  system 
cannot  be  defended  on  the  grounds  of 
uConomy.  The  second  ground  wos 
roihtary  efficiency.  Nobody  who  looks 
into  the  matter  am  dnubt  that  our 
mihtary  strength  nnd  the  training  of  our 
troops  is  dribbled  away  by  the  way  in 
whicb  our  troops  are  dispersed  through- 
oat  the  country.  The  third  ground  wilb 
the  health  and  comfort  of  the  men.  In- 
dependently of  other  considerations  I  can, 
on  sanitary  grounds  alone,  make  an  ovei'- 
wheliaing  case  in  favour  of  dealing  with 
this  matter  in  a  large  and  liberal  spirit. 
First,  I  will  refer  to  the  great  camps  of 
the  country.  These  comps  originated 
mainly  jnst  after  the  Crimean  War. 
ITiere  was  then  great  want  of  accomniodft- 
tion  for  our  troops.  To  meet  pressing 
requirement  huta  were  run  up  hurriedly 
of  wood  and  other  perishable  material, 
and  in  spite  of  every  eflort  these  hats, 
intended  only  to  last  for  a  few  years, 
are  getting  into  a  worse  and  worse 
condition.  The  huts  at  Aldorshot  are  35 
years  old,  and  in  a  very  bad  state.  I 
will  try  to  summarise  the  Reports  which 
I  have  received  from  the  General 
Officers  Commanding,  the  medical  ofBcers 
and  others.  Those  Reimrts  state  tLat 
the  roufs  of  the  bata,  which  are  35  years 
old,  are  flattening  down,  and  the  lower 
frames  are  rotten.  More  than  500  have 
had  t«i  be  propped  up.  In  addition  to 
the  state  of  the  actual  but«,  the  ground 
on  whicb  tliey  stand  is  becoming  so  fonl 
as  to  render  them  unfit  for  habitation  ; 
■£7,000  a  year  &ts  now  being  spent  on 
repairs,  the  sum  is  annually  increasing, 
and  is  quite  insafficient  to  keep  them  in 
a  Banitary  condition. 

•Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling,  &c.)  :  Whose  Report  is  that  ? 
•Mk.  E.  STANHOPE:  It  cannot  eiactly 
be  said  to  be  any  one's  Report ;  1  have 
summarised  the  ftkcts  from  the  reports  of 
the  General  commanding  at  Aldershot  ; 
medical  officers,  and  other  people.  I 
now  come  to  Shornciiffe.  The  report  is 
that  the  position  of  the  huts  in  this  camp 
is  very  exposed,  and  though  in 
casing     has 
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under  present  conditions  to  keep  tiie  huts 
wind  and  water-tight,  and  some  of  the 
quarters  are  scarcely  habitable  at  all.  In 
the  other  lines  where  hardly  any  casing 
has  been  added  the  state  is  even  worse. 
Mr.  £  Stanhope 
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Again,  the  huts  at  the  camp  on  Wool-  j 
wich  Cnmnion  were  built  30  years  ago,  I 
ami  these  also  are  in  a  most  unsatiafeic-  ] 
torj'  condition.  Tlie  wood-work  is  rotten, 
and  the  stables  have  to  be  propped  up. 
Then  tti  pass  to  the  permanent  barracks 
— the  first  place  among  them  must,  of 
course,  be  assigned  to  Dublin.  A  large 
expenditure  is  necessary  at  Dnblin  in 
order  to  put  the  barrack  accommodation 
into  proper  condition.  The  defect*  an; 
absolutely  notorious,  and  1  fear  that  to 
acconuncdatc  the  present  nnmber  of 
troops  it  will  be  absolutely  necessary  not 
only  to  spend  a  good  deal  more  money 
than  has  been  spent  in  the  sanitary 
improvements  we  are  makiug,  but  to 
spend  a  considerable  sum  of  money  in 
providing  new  barracks  in  the  vicinity 
of  Dublin  for  the  troops.  Then  there 
are  the  Galway  Barracks,  which  are  also 
notoriou  s  th  rough  on  t  the  Un  ifed  Kingdom- 
r  have  two  Reports  on  them.  The  first 
was  made  in  1859,  and  in  that  Uie  Com- 
mission on  Barrack  and  Hospital  Im- 
provement stated  — 

"  We  wisl)  to  ej 
referoDce  to  the  t 
rsckti  and  Hospital  that  they  are  amongU  iha 
veryworits  pecimeuij  of  public  establuhmentswt 

The  second  sanitury  Report,  which  I  have 
decently  called  for  from  Galway,  statea 
that  the  Castlo  Barracks  are  all  old,  b» 
in  a  cramped  and  confined  space,  and  He 
very  difficult  to  keep  in  proper  condition. 
The  Shamble  Barracks  are  in  much  tlia 
same  state.  The  rooms  are  old  and  nn- 
fit  for  tho.troopa,  and  are  only  occupied 
by  a  headquarters  on  account  of  tiui 
limited  accommodation  in  Galway.  These 
two  barracks  have  been  repeatedly  con- 
demned. Then  as  to  the  barracks  at 
Portemouth,  every  one  knows  that  one 
of  the  two  bari'scks  there  has  been 
evacuated  altogetlier  by  troo[K  and  ia 
being  used  for  stores,  while  tbo  other 
has  been  pulled  down.  Tbtse  barrack* 
have  been  condemned  over  and  ovsr 
again,  and  when  they  wore  pulled  dovn 
the  Reports  of  the  medical  officers  anA 
general  officer  were  found  to  be  amply 
and  fully  justified.  I  could  go  on  giving 
similar  instances,  but  I  .should  only 
weary  the  House ;  1  think  I  hare 
tablished  enough  for  my  immediate  pur- 
pose. I  am  not  for  a  moment  casting 
blame  ou  those  who  are  responsible  (or 
barrackH — the  Royal  Engineers.  I  be- 
lieve   that    the    Royal    Engiocera   liave 
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done  the  best  with  the  money  provided 
for  them.     The  difficulty  is  that  in  times 
when  there  has  been  a  cry  for  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  Estimates  the  inclination  has 
been   to   cut    down     the    expenses    for 
those    things   which,   though   necessary 
to    be  done,    it    cannot    hd    said    must 
be     done      at      any     particular      time. 
Therefore,  over  a  long  period  of  years  the 
Royal  Engineers  have  not  had  put  into 
their  hands  more  than  enough  money  to 
keep  the  barracks  going,  and  they  have 
never  had  enough  money  to  deal  with 
them    on   a   really   large   and   effective 
scale.     Indeed,  for  some   years  past   it 
has  been  obvious  that  the  great  recon- 
struction required  could  not  be  carried 
out  by  means  of  the  annual  Estimates 
only.     I  hope  ihe  Committee  will  think 
that  on  sanitary  grounds  I  have  made 
out  a  fair  and  reasonable  case  for  the 
Government's  being  absolutely  bound,  if 
they   wish    to   consult   the  health   and 
comfort  of  the  soldier,  to  make  better 
provision  in  many  cases  for  the  housing 
of   the    troops,    and  upon   a  reasonably 
large  scale.     After  having  come  to  the 
conclusion   that    the    sanitary    state   of 
barracks   necessitated   action,    the    next 
step   was   to   franje   a   general   scheme, 
showing  what  would  be  an  ideal  distribu- 
tion of  the  troops  in  the  United  Kingdom. 
Such  a  scheme  has  been  prepared  by  the 
Quartermaster  General,  and  has   under- 
gone the  most  careful  examination  and 
consideration.       In     that    scheme     the 
endeavour  has  been   to  provide  for  all 
the  objects  for  which  an  army  is  main- 
tained in   this   countiy.      There   is   the 
necessity   for   protecting  fortresses   and 
the  capitals;  the   necessity  for  keeping 
a    certain    number    of    troops     within 
reach   of    large    masses    of   population ; 
the    necessity    for    continuing    to     use 
the     barracks     which     are     sufficiently 
healthy  at  the  present   time;   and   the 
necessity   for  having  troops,    as   far   as 
possible,    within  reasonable   reach   of   a 
good  rifle  range.     I  do  not  pretend  to 
say  that  an  ideal  scheme  drawn  up  with 
those  objects  could  be  attained,  even  with 
the  considerable  expenditure  which  the 
Government    propose.       It     could    not, 
because  there  exist  barracks  in  various 
situations  which,  although  inconvenient, 
could  not  be  abandoned  altogether  at  the 
present  time.     But  the  advantage  is  that 
every  thing  *now  proposed  for  the  accom- 
modation of  the  troops  cian  be  considered 
in    reference   to   the  largest  and   most 


comprehensive  scheme  ever  laid  down. 
The  main  object  to  be  gained  in   trying 
to   approximate    to    the   ideal   standaird 
is    the     concenti*ation    of     the     troops* 
I  do  not  mean  merely  that  sort  of  con- 
centration which  will  bring  together  in  a 
single  barrack  a  whole  battalion  which  is 
at  present  scattered  in  various  quarters 
at  great  inconvenience  and  loss  of  effi- 
ciency ;  but  I  mean  the  bringing  into  a 
station   more   than   one   battalion,  more 
than    one    regiment,    more     than    one 
battery,  or  even  more  than  one  arm  of  the 
Service.     The  first  concentration  is  that 
of  the  Royal  Artillery;  and  that,  I  am 
glad  to  say,  has  to  a  great  extent  already 
beenefEected.     I  have  been  advised  that 
it  is  of    the  highest   importance  to  the 
efficiency  of  the  Royal  Artillery  that  it 
should,   as   far  as   possible,  be   grouped 
together  in  groups  of  three,  or  at  any 
rate  two,  batteries,  and  that  it  would  lead 
to  considerable  economy  in  the  working 
of     our    system,    and    accordingly    wo 
have     endeavoured   to    accomplish    that 
object.     At   present   the    depdts  of    all 
horse    and    field    artillery    are    concen- 
trated   at    Woolwich.      We    propose   to 
make      concentrations      at      Aldershot, 
Newcastle,  Colchester,  Sheffield,  Hilsea, . 
the    Curragh,   and    other    places.       .In 
several  of  these  places  the  concentration 
has   already   been  effected  ;   but   it  has 
been  done  by  taking  oyer  a  part  of  cer- 
tain infantry  barracks,  which   has  led  to 
a  demand  for  increased   infantry  accom- 
modation.    Some  concentration  will  also 
take  place   with   regard  to  the  cavalry ; 
but  that  arm  of  the  Service    must  bo 
mainly  dealt  with   by  bringing  together 
scattered  portions  of  the  same  regiment ; 
and  in  putting  cavalry  in   places  where 
they  can  be  more  efficiently  trained  than 
is  possible  in  the  middle  of  a  town.     But 
the    main    concentration    we    have    at- 
tempted is  of  infantry  ;  and  with  regard 
to  that  it  must  be  said  that  such  concen- 
tration ought  to  be  in  camps.      The  time 
for  placing  troops  in  the  middle  of  large 
towns  has    gone    by.       The   conditions 
under  which  they  were  so  placed   haye 
passed  away  to  a   large    extent  ;  but   I 
do  not  for  an  instant  suggest   that  the 
Government  propose  to  move  the  troops 
from  all  the  large  towns  where  they  are 
at  present  stationed  ;  but,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, they  should  be  placed   in   camps 
where  they  can  be  properly  trained,  and 
not  in  the  middle  of  dense  popubtions,  for 
that  is  bad  for  the  towns,  and  certain  Us 
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impair  the  efficiency  li  tlie  troops. 
Accordingly  we  look  largely  to  exteneion 
of  accominodHtioa  in  canipn  whera  largt- 
bodies  of  troops  am  Iw  exert-ised 
together,  and  the  most  t-areful  considera- 
tion has  been  given  to  the  plaue  where 
aaoh  cnnuentration  i.tin  be  best  attained. 
Various  places  huve  been  passed  under 
review.  The  queation  whether  Sahsbnry 
Plain  is  a  suitable  place  to  bnild 
barracks  has  been  gone  into.  We  con- 
sidered also  the  clainiR  of  Cannock 
Chaae,  and  we  examined  the  suggestion 
made  by  great  authorities,  that  it  would 
be  desirable  to  niake  a  concentration  to 
some  eiitent  in  some  place  in  the  North 
of  England,  such  asStrensall.  But  after 
careful  consideration  I  have  come  to  the 
conclusion,  with  the  unanimous  support 
of  all  my  military  advisers,  that  the 
great  concentration  ought  to  be  n't 
Aldershot.  At  Aldershot  there  is  already 
a  large  quantity  of  land  in  the  jioBses- 
aion  of  the  Government,  and  there 
exiata  a  camp  of  great  practintl 
utility  to  the  Army.  Here,  I  am 
sure  the  Committee  will  forgive 
me  if  1  venture  to  bear  testimony  to  the 
great  foresight  and  wisdom  of  the  late 
Prince  Consort.  I  believe  it  wrts 
largely  due  to  liim  that  the  camp  wu£ 
eHtabhshed,  and  1  am  sure  if  he  could 
now  know  the  great  advantnge  of  the 
camp  he  would  feul  amply  rejiajd.  My 
belief  is  that  it  is  both  an  economical 
and  efficient  system  to  establish  our 
main  camp  at  Aldershot  and  to  extend 
the  camp  which  now  exists.  There  are 
at  Aldemhot  at  the  present  time 
three  regiments  of  oivalry,  eight 
batteries  of  the  Hoyal  Artillery.  ' 
companies  uf  Hoyal  Kngineers,  and  i 
battalions  of  infantry.  Tlie  Governineat 
propose  to  add  to  these  a  battery  of  Royal 
Artillery  and  six  battalions  of  infantry, 
To  accomplish  that  object  we  shall  have 
to  re-construct  a  large  portion  of  the 
existing  camps,  and  we  propose  to  c 
tinue  the  work  now  being  carried 
and  complete  the  existing  camps, 
however,  the  work  is  only  carried 
at  tlie  present  rate  I  believe  none 
the  Members  of  this  Committee  will 
live  to  see  the  completion  of  the  work, 
and,  of  course,  if  we  are  going  to  add 
a  laige  number  of  troops,  very  oonsidi 
able  additions  to  the  camj)  w 
be  required.  The  ijnt'stion  then  aria 
whether  we  have  suiUcient  laud  for 
our  purpose.     We  believe  that  by  a  i 
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pnratively  small  addition  of  land,  whidt 
be  obtained  at  a  reasonable  rate,  we 
provide  not  only  ample  accoramoda- 
tiou  for  all  the  troops  I  haie  mentioned, 
but  also  a  splendid  exercise  ground, 
much  better  than  that  which  exists  »t 
present.  Mainly  in  order  to  obtain,  that 
land,  but  also  for  other  minor  purpowa, 
have  inserted  powers  in  the  Bill 
enabling  us  topuicbaBelandcompnlBorily. 
Here  I  may  say  we  liave  also  the  oppor- 
tunity by  arrangement  with  the  llome 
Secretary  of  acquiring  Woking  Prison ; 
"ntend  to  take  advantage  of  tfant 
upjtortunity,  so  that  at  a  comparatively 
small  cost  we  shall  have  a  barrack  at 
Woking  which  will  accommodate  an 
infantry  battalion,  near  n  railway  station, 
and  within  I'asy  reach  of  Aldershot.  The 
whole  of  the  work  thus  described  &t 
Aldershot  cannot  be  effectively  carried 
out  at  a  cost  of  less  than  something  like 
£1,500,000.  With  regard  to  Shomcliffe, 
the  barracks  will  be  adapted  mainly  for 
cavalry  and  Royal  Artillery,  but  some- 
thing will  have  to  be  expended  in  the 
pairing  of  huts ;  indeed,  the  camp 
ould  require  almost  complete  re-con- 
struction. At  Woolwich  the  huts  will  also 
have  t^(  bo  repaired  U\  a  considerabls 
extent,  and  for  that  provision  will  be 
made.  There  is  one  other  camp  in 
England  t«  which  1  must  refer- — ^namelj, 
that  at  Colchester.  I  know  the  conditioB 
thnt  camp  is  not  altogether  what  w» 
desire  :  but,  upon  the  whole,  and  com- 
|)aring  it  witli  other  camps,  I  think  the 
necessity  for  permanent  re-constmction  is 
not  so  strong  as  in  the  cases  already- 
described,  and  that  what  is  abeolutely 
necessary  al  Colchester  can  be  done  oat 
of  the  annual  Kstimntes.  At  Portsmouth, 
as  we  have  abandoned  one  barrack  and 
utilised  it  for  stores  and  pulled  down 
another,  it  is  absolutely  necessary  to  bnild 
a  barracks  for  the  Royal  Artillery  and 
also  complete  the  existing  in&ntry 
barracks  to  enable  them  to  contain  H 
full  battalion.  At  FIjnnouth  the  main 
complaint  is  the  dispersion  of  the  troopa 
in  a  number  of  small  places,  so  that  tiie 
battalion  is  not  brought  together  and 
enabled  t<i  be  got  in  a  thoroughly  efBcisnt 
state.  The  object  of  what  is  to  be 
done  there  is  by  re-construction  at  the 
Citadel  to  accommodate  a  full  battalion 
of  infantry,  and  by  certain  other  small  re- 
constructions to  concentrate  other  troops. 
The  cavalry  bar  rucks  at  Manchester, 
I    am    satished,  ought   not    to  be    main- 
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tniaed  there.  I  have  seen  most  of  the 
places  I  hava  s,  okenof,  and  endeftvoured 
vrith  inj  'own  eye%  to  Hatisfy  myself  of 
the  facU  I  am  rebtiug  to  the  Comtuittee. 
The  Mknchest^r  lAvalry  harrai^k  is  sur- 
rounded by  houses  close  up  to  the  walls, 
and  Bome  of  the  liousea  ia  a  low  quarter 
of  Manchester  absolutely  comuiaiid  the 
barrack  windows.  I  believe  the  effi- 
ciency and  certainly  the  health  andcomfort 
of  the  trcio|iB  will  be  benefited  by  their 
removal  to  barracks  in  some  jiUce  not 
too  far  from  L^ncaahire—  some  place 
from  which  we  can  easily  move  tliem 
if  they  are  required  in  any  lai^e  centre 
of  population.  I  ani  not  able  to  pledge 
myself  as  to  where  that  plact^  will  be. 
There  has  been  a  good  deal  said  in 
favour  of  Lichlield.  Upon  the  whole 
that  seems  a  suitable  site,  especially  as 
the  War  Offim  already  possess  land 
there;  but  on  this  matter  T  dei^irc  to 
maintoin  a  free  hand  until  further 
inquiries  have  been  made.  I  need  only 
mention  one  other  place  in  Kuglimd — 
Loudon.  There  is,  undoubtedly,  a  very 
tionaiderablo  difficulty  here  with  regard 
to  married  men's  quarters,  and  we  must 
provide  additional  married  soldiers'  ipiai- 
ters  somewhere.  The  only  London 
baJracks  I  need  mention  are  the  Albany 
Barracks,  and  the  main  defect  is  not 
their  insanitary  condition  as  regards  the 
men,  but  as  regards  the  horses.  It  is, 
«ndonbtediy,  in  that  resjiect  a  bad  bar- 
rack, but  after  very  carefal  examination 
we  are  satisfied  that  at  n  comparatively 
moderate  sum  we  can  provide  much 
better  accommodation  for  the  liorses. 
The  Committee  ought  clearly  to  under- 
stand that  in  the  scheme  now  put  forward 
I  am  only  dealing  with  large  permanent 
improvements  ;  smaller  works  of  a  sani- 
tary character  ought  we  feel  to  be  pro- 
vided for  in  the  Estimates  of  the  year. 
Now  I  come  to  the  case  of  Ireland.  I  do 
not  think  the  Committee  will  be  sur- 
prised to  hear  that  the  force  in  Ireland  is 
considerably  in  escesa  of  what  is  required 
there,  and  if  new  provision  is  to  be  made 
lor  troops  the  (lovernment  hold  that  it 
should  he  done  in  tJugland  and  not  In 
Ireland.  At  the  same  time,  there  ia 
a  considerable  body  of  troops  to  be  main- 
tained in  Ireland,  and  for  those  troops 
adequate  provision  must  be  made,  and 
especially  with  reference  to  cavalry, 
which  has  better  opportunities  for 
exercise,  and  can  be  maintained  more 
cheaply  in  Ireland  than  in  Huglatiil.      At 
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the  Cnrragii  the  huts  are  in  a  deplorable 
condition,  and  many  of  the  other  barracks 
are  just  as  l»d,  or  even  worse.  We 
must  deal  with  the  ca.se  of  the  Curragh, 
where  it  is  proposed  tn  concentrate  the 
cavalry  regiments  scattered  in  different 
parts  of  Ireland,  and  also  three  batteries 
of  artillery.  The  next  place  I  would 
refer  to  is  Dublin,  which  ia  a  very  con- 
venient place  for  burracks,  and  it  is 
connected  by  roil  with  all  parts  of 
Ireland.  At  the  same  time,  it  is  also 
probably  the  most  diiKcult  case  with 
which  we  have  to  deal.  The  sanitary 
condition  of  the  Uoyal  Bari-acka  ha* 
occasioned  me  almost  as  much  aniiety  as 
any  question  which  I  have  liad  to  con- 
sider. Wchave  endeavouredtoasoertaiii 
the  cause  of  the  defect:,  and  have 
employed  an  entirely  independent 
sntbority— Mr,  Rogers  Field— to  report 
on  the  Dublin  Barracks,  and  to  suggest 
anything  necessary  for  improving  the 
sanitary  condition  nf  the  troops 
there.  We  aj-e  carying  out  his 
recommendations,  and  we  have  spared 
neither  pains  nor  money  in  en- 
deavouring to  put  those  barracks 
into  perfect  sanitary  condition,  although, 
ni)  donbt,  the  state  of  Dublin  drainage 
generally  made  it  inipoBsible  to  expect 
complete  immunity  from  fever.  At  the 
same  time,  I  admit  that  the  Royal  Bar- 
racks cannot  be  said  to  be  up  (o  the  level 
of  the  general  sanitary  condition  of 
Dublin,  as  is  shown  by  the  number  ctf 
coses  of  enteric  fever.  I  shall  not  rest 
satisfied  until  the  Royal  Barracks  are  in 
at  least  as  good  a  sanitary  condition  as 
Dublin  generally.  If  the  hopes  of  the 
Government  are  realised,  and  they  ate 
able  t«  put  those  barracks  in  a  more 
satisfactory  condition,  we  propose  to  set 
apart  a  portion  of  (he  liarracka  for  the 
accommodation  of  atsires,  and,  of  coarse, 
naturally  they  would  be  convenient  also 
for  the  men  of  the  Army  Service  Corps, 
and  that  mill  enable  us  to  get  rid  of  tie 
cxistijig  store  houses,  which  are  inconve- 
niently situated.  The  changes  proposed 
will  also  enable  us  to  put  into  the  barracks 
one  infantry  regiment.  There  are  other 
barrai'ka  in  Dublin  with  which  we  shall 
also  have  to  deal.  Several  of  them  are 
not  capable  of  containing  a  full  battalion 
of  infantry.  Certain  small  additions  have 
to  be  made  for  that  purpose,  and  there 
are  one  or  two  demolitions  that  are  ab- 
solutely necessary  for  the  health  of  the 
Iri-ops.     These,   however,  are   compara- 
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tivel^  minor  mutterH,  ax  tflmpared  with 
the  larger  Echenic  I  n"w  have  Ui  mention. 
We  are  building  a  oavalry  bftrraok  at 
Grange  Gorman,  cloae  to  the  Phoeni« 
P&ek,  Uablin,  most  conveniently  situated 
for  tlie  training  of  the  troops  ;  but  we 
shall  also  require  barracks  for  a  battalion 
of  infantry,  though  I  am  not  quite  certain 
yet  what  is  the  best  pW-e  to  build  them  in. 
For  the  variouB  works  I  have  aket^shed  out 
in  Dublin  I  sh  ill  hare  to  ask  the  Hoase  to 
allow  the  Government  to  expend  the  eum 
of  £270,000.  Then  there  is  the  case  of 
Belfast,  where  an  enormouK  cost  is 
annually  incurred  by  the  hiring  of  tem- 
porary quarters  ;  and  though  there  is 
no  doubt  a  barrack  is  wanted  there  on 
sanitary  grounds.Ishouldproferto  justify 
the  proposed  espenditure  in  Belfast  more 
especially  on  the  ground  of  the  lai^ 
economy  that  will  be  effected  by  getting 
rid  of  the  hiring  Byatem.  The  same 
remark  applies  to  Enniskillen,  where  it 
is  desirable  to  tiud  accommodatinn  for  a 
whole  infantry  battalion,  instead  of  the 
small  proportion  of  troops  at  present 
quartered  in  that  place.  I  now  pass  from 
the  Unil«d  Kingdom  to  the  colonies.  1 
hesitated  a  long  time  before  1  determined 
to  ask  my  ColleDgues  to  deal  now  with 
the  foreign  stations,  thinking  that  this 
was  B,  subject  deservig  ssparate  conside- 
ration ;  but,  after  all,  the  health  and  com- 
fort of  our  troops  abroad  is  just  as  im- 
portant as  of  those  in  this  country,  and  the 
conditions  to  which  they  are  sometimes 
subjected  make  it  a  matter  of  even  greater 
importauce  to  moke  the  places  in  which 
they  are  accommodated  wholesome,  satis- 
factory, and  comfortable.  There  is  then, 
first,  tho  case  of  Malta.  There  the 
garrison  has  recently  been  largely  in- 
ereneeil,  and  the  barrack  accommodation 
is  quite  inadequate  for  the  large  number 
of  troops  now  maintained  there ;  and 
accordingly  it  is  proposed  to  erect  an 
infantry  barrack  in  a  sitnation  eoa- 
venient  both  for  health  and  for  the 
purposes  of  the  defence  of  the  island. 
At  the  Cape,  again,  one  of  the  barracks 
has  got  into  a  bad  state,  and  for  many 
years  past  the  general  officer  command- 
ing has  recommended  that  something 
ahonld  be  done  for  the  pnrpose  of  put- 
ting them  in  a  lietter  coodition.  There 
we  shall  have  to  spend  a  conaiderabli 
sum.  Two  cases  of  a  minor  character 
are  those  of  Gibraltar  and  Bermuda. 
The  sanitary  condition  of  the  barracks 
at  Gibraltar  is  certainly  nnsatisfectory, 
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lodorate  and  reaeonable  sum 
:pended  Upon  them  ;  and 
necessary  in  the  case  of 
order  to  pireveht  the 
enteric  fever  widen 
have  occari'ed  at  both  those 
stations  during  the  last  few  years. 
Coming  to  the  last  head  on  which  I  have 
to  ask  the  Committee  to  approve  further 
expenditure,  I  have  ia  observe  that  at 
present  the  cost  for  lodging  is  cnomiona  : 
and  it  would  be  a  real  economy  that 
quarters  should  be  built  in  certain  cases 
lor  the  accommodation  of  married 
soldiers  and  warrant  officers,  thus  getting' 
rid  of  the  lodging  allowances.  The  cost 
of  tho  expenditure  under  this  head  I  put 
at  £290,000,  which  would  save  at  least 
£15,000  n  year.  There  will  be  aev eml 
other  savings  effected  by  carrying  out" 
the  whole  scheme.  This  year  alone  w» 
have  reduced  the  Barrack  Voto  hf 
£40,000,  and  when  the  scheme  b  com- 
pleted it  is  believed  there  will  Tm  ik 
permanent  saving  on  this  Vote  of  at  least 
£60,000.  There  are  other  expenses 
incurred  at  present  in  respect  of  travel- 
ling allowances  to  ranges  and  for  oth«F 
purposes,  which  will  be  saved  by  the 
changes  proposed  :  and  there  is,  lastly, 
the  money  that  will  ba  realised  by  the 
sale  of  certain  old  barraiJcs,  such  as  Ibe 
Manchester  Cavalry  Barracks,  and  tht* 
proceeds  of  those  'sales  will  he  credited 
to  tho  amount  the  C<ommittee  are  now 
asked  to  allow  the  War  OfGce  to  expend- 
The  sam  which  the  Government  estimate 
they  will  require  to  carry  out  the  yvff 
important  and  extensive  works  whion 
they  now  pro(iose  will  not  exceed 
£4.100,(IO(j,  which  is  the  summentinnea 
in  tho  Resolution.  The  precise  farm 
in  which  wi>  propose  to  raise  tJie 
necessary  sum  it  would  be  the  provinoe 
rather  of  tlic  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  show  ;  but  this  determina- 
tion we  have  formed,  at  any  rat«,  and 
stronely  adliero  to  ;  from  past  experience 
we  are  satisfied  that  a  great  scheme  of 
re-construction  if  once  accepted  \sj  the 
House  of  Commons  should  be  carried 
ont  without  delay  and  without  hest- 
tation  until  completed.  We  are  not, 
therefore,  i»repnred  to  leave  it  to 
the  chance  of  annnal  Estimates,  and 
our  proposivl  will  be  embodied  in  a 
Bill  which  we  shall  ask  the  House  W 
sanction  as  it  whole,  and  that  done,  th* 
Wur  Ortico  will  !»  Iwund  to  proceed  widi 
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the  Bobeme,  in  the  prosecution  of  whicli 
they  can  only  be  stopped  if  Parliament 
in  itswiadum  think  tit  to  repeal  the  Act. 
There  are  two  other  points  which  will,  I 
think,  commend  themselves  to  tlie 
Committee.  In  the  first  place,  I  shall 
no  doubt  be  asked  wh&t  guarantee 
can  give  to  the  Committee  that  the 
Bstimates  presented  are  fair  and  rea 
able ;  that  the  Government  are 
embarking  on  an  extravagant  eygtei 
bnilding  ;  and  that  this  very  large  work 
will  be  properly  supervised  in  all  respects 
when  it  is  undertaken.  I  will  tell  the  Com- 
mittee the  stejMwhichI  have  endeavoured 
U»  take.  In  the  first  place,  these  plana 
have  heen  most  carefully  prepared  by 
the  authorities  now  in  cliarge  of  our 
barracks  and  are  based  upon  their  (Mat 
experience.  But  the  Government  have 
not  been  satisfied  with  that.  I  have  liwl 
also  the  inde])endent  opinion  of  a  con- 
tractor who  ranks  high  iii  his  pnifession, 
and  that  gentleman  liHS  examined  the 
plans  very  carefully,  and  has  reported  t«i 
me  in  strong  terms  with  regard  to  them 
that  he  thinks  the  Government  are 
getting  full  value  fur  their  money,  and 
he  expresses  his  approval  of  the  plans, 
both  with  regard  to  material  and  as  to 
uonstruL'tiou.  But  we  have  not  been 
satisfied  even  with  that.  We  have,  with 
the  hearty  assent  of  the  Royal  Engineers, 
now  called  in  the  assistance  of  two 
outsiders  completely  unconnected  with 
the  War  OMce,  namely,  Mr.  Creed, 
the  surveyor,  to  the  Land  Commission, 
and  thoroughly  acquainted  with  the 
subject  in  its  rural  aspect,  and  Mr.  PiUt- 
ington,  an  architect  of  enormous  esjieri- 
ence  in  the  planning  iif  arban  industrial 
buildings.  I  naked  them  In  examine  the 
plans,  and  tell  me  whether  they  could 
find  anything  in  the  proposed  plans, 
either  witli  regard  to  plan  or  material, 
which  savoured  in  the  slightest  degree 
of  estravngance,  and  also  to  makB 
snggeations  as  te  how  the  plans  could 
in  any  way  bo  improved  so  as  to  con- 
tribute more  effectively  to  the  object  for 
which  they  are  intended.  Thus  I  had 
the  fullest  guarantee  that  the  plans  would 
be  thoroughly  examined  by  independent 
authorities,  and  might  be  confidently 
recommended  to  the  UouBe  of  Commons. 


19  that  the  sanitary  arrangements  of  the 
new  dwellings  are  satisfoctory.  It  will, 
perhaps,    natnrall;    be    felt  that    short- 


comings in  the  past  require  such  a 
guarantee,  and  the  Committee  will  want 
to  be  assured  that  the  Government  are 
reallv  going  to  satisfy  modern  sanitary 
requirements  in  a  reasonable  d^ree. 
The  Committee  will  i-ecollect  the  extni- 
■ordinury  interest  taken  by  the  late  Mr. 
Sidney  fierbort,  afterwards  Lord  Herbert 
of  Lea,  in  this  question.  Ho  was  tJie 
pioneer,  in  co-opei'ation  with  Miss 
Nightingale,  of  proper  sanitary  improve- 
ments in  barraoks,  and  established  a 
system  which  did  au  enormous  aiaonnt 
of  good  at  that  time.  jVmong 
nther  things  Lord  Herbert  of  Lea 
brought  into  existence  a  body 
known  an  the  Sanitary  Committee. 
It  is  now  proposed  to  re-constmet  and 
revive  Lurd  Herbert  of  Lea's  Sanitary 
Oonimittee.  It  will  be  composed  of  per- 
sons thoroughly  qualified  from  different 
points  of  view  to  advise  on  the  sanitary 
construction  of  these  buildings  ;  and  1 
also  propose  the  apjiointmeut  of  one 
expert,  who  will  bo  able  at  iniy  time  to 
go  down  and  examine  any  place  where 
the  Government  think  it  desirable  that 
his  opinion  should  be  obtained.  This 
Committee  will  entail  no  extra  charge 
upon  the  Exchequer.  Its  fnnctiouB 
will  be,  in  the  first  place,  to  examine  all 
the  plans  the  Government  propose  for 
tho  Ijarracks,  and  tJi  recommend  what 
alterations  they  propuso  in  order  to  bring 
tho  buildings  up  to  the  modern  require- 
ments 6f  sanitary  science,  and  also  in  the 
future  to  examine  the  8anitary  Beporta' 
both  from  India  and  the  United  King- 
dom, and  report  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  for  the  time  being  on  the 
s  taken  for  keeping  tamps  and 
barracks  in  proper  order.  The  House, 
therefore,  may  rest  assurtd  as  far  as 
sanitary  science  can  go  everything  in  reason 
will  be  done.  1  have  now  only  to  move 
the  Resolution  already  in  the  hands  of  the 
Chairman.  Wc  believe  that  tliis  measure 
II  put  all  our  barrack  accommodation 
that  specially  requires  attention  upon  a 
sound  and  decent  footing.  I  am  not 
going  so  far  as  to  say  that  even  at  the 
present  moment  our  barrack  accommoda- 
compares  very  unfavourably  with 
fcjiat  of  some  foreign  countries ;  but  i» 
this  ciuiitry  it  ought  t«  be  better  than  in 
ign  countries.  In  this  country  much 
has  l«en  done  of  late  years  in  tho  way  of 
seeing  to  the  housing  of  our  working 
classes  and  the  improvement  of  their 
dwellings  botli    in   town    and   counter  -., 
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our  l](irrai.'k  accommodation  haa  la^^ged 
behind  ia  tliia  and  in  uther  ways.  That 
reproach  the  Government  now  hope  to 
remove,  and  with  that  hope  1  ask  the 
Honaa  to  allow  me  to  introduce  h 
meaanru  which  will  get  rid  of  it  at  least 
Cor  a  long  time  to  come. 

•(11.20.)  Mb.  CAMPBELL  BANNER. 
MAN  ;  In  common  with  all  hon,  Members 
present,  I  listened  with  great  interest  to 
the  statement  which  the  righthon.  Gentle- 
man ht»  just  made  with  that  lucid  itywhicb 
distinguishes  all  his  utterances  upon  this 
important  subject.  Speatbig  for  myself, 
I  listened  to  that  statement  uot  only 
with  interest,  but  with  very  eonsiderable 
bympatby,  because  I  am  well  aware  that 
the  housing  of  the  troops  of  this 
oountry  is  in  a  most  unsatisfactory 
abate,  and  lias  been  so  for  a  long  series  of 
years.  The  light  hou.  Gentleman  has 
Sjjoken  first  of  the  unsatisfectory  ttmdi- 
tiou  of  the  hnta  at  Aldershot,  the 
Curragh,  and  elsewher^s  which  are 
■-vorn  out  and  are  almost  unfit  for  habita- 
tion ;  and,  for  my  own  ]>art,  I  should  be 
glad  if  some  reasonable  scheme  could  be 
proposed  for  rendering  those  huts  habit- 
able and  healthy  without  imposing  loo 
heavy  a  burden  upon  the  taxpayers.  In 
the  second  place,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man referred  to  the  barracks,  raauy  of 
which,  he  stated,  were  in  a  more  or  less 
insanitary  condition.  I  entirely  agree 
with  the  right  hon,  Gentleman  that 
many  of  those  buildings  are  not  only  in 
an  unsuitable  hicality,  but  are  also  in  the 
worst  part  of  that  unsuitable  locality, 
and  that,  tlierefore,  it  is  desiralJe  that 
the  troops  should  be  removed  from  sncU 
places  altogether  to  places  in  which  tliey 
would  be  accommodated  under  better 
conditions.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
spoke  of  a  certain  number  of  infantry 
battalions  Wing  concentrated  at  Aldershot 
and  elsewhere,  but  lie  did  nut  say  whero 
they  were  to  be  taken  from.  My 
expeiiencu  in  past  years  has  lieen  thut 
when  we  speak  of  takiug  away  a  battalion 
of  infantry  or  a  regiment  of  cavalry 
from  any  particular  locality  the  authori- 
ties at  the  Home  Office  are  apt  to  put  in 
a  word  in  favour  of  retaining  the  tivDops 
where  they  stand.  I  should  like 
know  from  wliot  paiiicular  locality  these 
troops  are  to  be  taken,  ami  whetlker  thi 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made  things 
straight  with  his  oulleaguee  at  the  Hom.e 
Office  as  to  the  removal.  Wc  r 
presume  that  the  troops  were  placet 
Jfr.  E.  iitanlwpit 


their  present  position  iu  the  public 
inttirest,  and  I  suppose  we  can  be  assured 
that  their  removal  will  canso  no  detriment 
to  the  Public  Service.  What  1  desire  to 
say,  however,  is  that  this  Houue,  as  far 
as  I  know,  will  grudge  nothiug  that  iB 
necessary  for  securing  the  health  of  our 
troops  or  the  sanitiiry  condition  of  the 
barracks  in  which  they   are  quartered. 

iwever.  desire  to  make  tlils  proposal 
part  of  a  much  larger  question.  I  wish 
to  know  whether,  in  point  of  fact,  we 
require  all  the  troops  for  whom  this 
accommodation     is    asked.       Lost    year 

had  a  statement  from  the  First  Lord 
of  the  AdmiraKj  when  he  brought  for- 
w-ard  a  projx«al  for  an  expenditure  of  a 
large  sura  of  money  upon  the  Navy ;  and 
now  we  are  iisked  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  sanction  an  expenditure  t^a 
sum  of  upwards  of  4  millions  sterling — 
very  much  "upwards,"  I  fear— for  I  hardly 
thi  uk  we  shall  k  ocpw  ithin  the  limits  of  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  calls  the  net 
sum.  We  are  invited  to  Bpend£4,000,000 
upon  barracks  withodt  any  information 
being  given  as  to  whether  we  really  need 
the  large  military  force  which  we  at 
present  po^ess.  If  the  Navy  is  being 
greatly  strengthened  the  fewer  troops 
should  we  rtquire,  and  I  think  that  the 
House  of  Commons  is  entitled  to  some 
further  statement  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government  on  the  subject.  I  do  not 
know  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment Mill  be  disposed  to  refer  this  Bill 
to  a  Select  Committee,  so  that  there 
miffht  be  a  thorough  inquiry  into  the 
whole  aciieme.  I  think  that  such  an 
inquiry  would  tend  to  strengthen 
the  hands  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, if  they  have  a  good 
Tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  sat 
himself,  or  thinks  he  will  be  satisfied,  as 
to  tlto  sanitary  impi-ovementa  to  be  tuade 
in  the  barracks.  These  are  very  im- 
portlnt  points,  but  the  great  point  is  DB 
to  the  necessity  of  this  expenditure 
and  the  conditions  under  which  it  ia  to  be 
made.andlthiukthe  right  hon. Gentleman 
the  Secretary  for  War,  aa  well  as  tlie 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  will  admit 
that  it  is  not  an  uureasouablc  sugges- 
tion that  the  House  of  Commons  ehonld 
have  an  opportunity,  by  means  of  a 
Committee,  of  inquiring  into  this  subject, 
which  really  lies  very  mnch  by  itself, 
and  is  just  the  sort  of  subject  which  the 
Committee  of  this  House  could  with  ad- 
vantage inquire  into.  I  venture  toaaythat 
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8achaniuquiry,conducted  bya  Committse 
of  the  House,  would  be  much  more  useful 
than  tliose  general  fishing  inquiries 
into  the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates 
which  we  liave  seen,  and  of  which  I  can 
speak  with  some  confidence,  having  my- 
self been  Chairman  of  one  of  the  Commit- 
tees, and  which  really  do  not  result,  as  I 
think  experience  hasproved,  inverymuch 
good ;  whereas  a  definite  inquiry  by  a 
Committee  into  a  subject  such  as  this 
might  at  once  enlighten  the  House  and 
secure  the  interests  of  the  public,  and  at 
the  same  time  strengthen  the  hands  of 
the  Government,  if  they  really  have  a 
good  case  for  the  proposals  they  now 
make.  At  this  stage  of  the  proceedings 
I  do  not  think  it  is  to  be  expected  that 
we  should  pronounce  an  opinion  either 
for  or  against  the  whole  or  any  part  of 
the  scheme,  but  I  thought  it  right  to 
make  these  observations  on  the  first 
blush  of  the  matter,  and  I  hope  the 
Government  will  take  them  into  their 
consideration. 

*(11.35.)  Sir  WALTER  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.)  :  I  quite  agree  with  my 
right  hon.  Friend  who  has  just  sat  down 
that  no  man  could  have  given  a  more 
clear  or  more  lucid  statement  than  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War.  More  than  that,  I  go  further,  and 
I  say  that  he  seems  to  have  carefully 
considered  the  whole  question,  and  to 
have  taken,  as  far  as  he  has  been  able, 
every  pains  that  every  particular  and 
every  detail  of  this  great  scheme  should 
be  brought  under  his  especial  notice. 
But  I  must  say  this  one  thing.  We  have 
had  the  gravest  condemnation  both  from 
my  right  hon.  Friend  on  this  side  of  the 
House  and  from  my  right  hon.  Friend 
opposite  upon  the  great  neglect  which 
Governments  have  shown  in  the  past  for 
the  welfare  of  the  troops.  No  man  could 
have  listened  to  what  has  been  said  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  on  this  subject 
without  coming  to  the  conclusion  that 
we  have  not  done  our  duty  in  carrying 
out  those  sanitary  precautions  which 
make  the  life  of  a  soldier  bearable.  But, 
Sir,  there  is  something  beyond  this.  It 
has  been  admitted  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  that  successive  Governments  have 
been  anxious  to  cut  down  the  expenditure, 
and  have  cut  it  down,  especially  in  those 
directions  where  outlay  is  necessary  for 
the  health  and  well-being  of  the  troops. 
I  will  only  venture  to  say.  without  going 
into  detail,  because  it  is  absolutely  out  of 


place  at  this  time,  that  the  country  itself 
will  rejoice  to  hear  that  their  troops  are 
going  to  be  placed  in  the  same  position, 
as  regard  health,  as  those  unfortunate 
people  are  who  are  in  workhouses 
or  confined  in  prisons.  We  have  looked 
after  the  health  of  everybody  else,  but 
we  have  absolutely  and  thoroughly  neg- 
lected the  Army  in  this  respect.  I 
recollect,  years  and  years  ago,  being  in 
barracks  which  were  at  that  time  con- 
sidered to  be  absolutely  unfit  for  habita 
tion.  Those  barracks  still  exist.  They 
have  been  temporarily  patched  up  from 
time  to  time,  but  their  condition  is  no 
better  now  than  it  then  was,  and  they 
remain  a  scandal  and  disgi*ace  to  the 
country.  My  right  hon.  Friend  who 
last  addressed  the  House  spoke  very 
strongly  about  troops  being  taken  away 
from  the  towns  ;  but  I  thought  one  of 
the  great  objects  of  this  scheme  was  to 
take  the  troops  out  of  the  towns,  and  to 
place  them  in  some  position  close  to  rail- 
ways, so  that  they  can  be  conveniently 
conveyed  into  the  towns  in  case  of 
necessity.  And  I  venture  to  believe 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home 
Secretary,  so  long  as  he  knows  that 
troops  are  witiiin  easy  distance  of 
towns  should  their  services  be  required, 
will  not  object  to  their  removal  from 
those  towns  to  barracks  more  healthily 
situated.  It  has  also  been  asked  where 
the  new  troops  to  be  concentrated  at 
Aldershot  are  coming  from,  and  my  right 
hon.  Friend  especially  stated  that  they 
were  coming  from  Ireland.  I  rejoice  to 
hear  that  Ireland  is  in  so  satisfactory  a 
condition  that  we  are  able  at 
the  present  moment  to  look  forward 
with  satisfaction  to  the  withdrawal  of 
troops  from  the  country.  That  speaks 
a  great  deal  for  the  management  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland.  My  right  hon.  Friend  opposite 
went  on  to  say  he  would  like  to  know  if 
the  number  of  men  in  the  Army  could 
not  be  decreased.  That,  Sir,  is  a  very 
serious  question  indeed.  He  has  been 
Secretary  for  War,  and  he  knows,  and 
knows  well,  that  in  case  of  emergency 
we  have  not  been  able  to  put  sufficient 
troops  into  the  field  without  calling  out 
the  Army  Reserves.  He  knows  per- 
fectly well  that  even  now  the  regiments 
at  home  have  to  be  depleted  of  their 
best  men  in  order  to  fill  up  the  regiments 
serving  in  India.  Then  how  can  we 
afford  to  reduce  the   number  of  troops  ? 
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I  think  it  would  be  a  most  unwise  step 
to  take  at  this  particular  time.  Next, 
my  right  hon.  Friend  said  let  us  have  a 
Committee.  He  is  like  many  other 
people  who,  when  we  have  got  a  state- 
ment before  us,  when  we  have  seen  a 
scheme  which  is  to  be  put  forward  by 
the  Government,  are  anxious  to  shelve 
the  whole  question  by  referring  it  to  a 
Committee.  He  does  not  mean  to  tell 
us  the  Committee  will  not  call  for  all 
sorts  of  evidence  under  the  sun.  He 
does  not  mean  to  tell  us  that  we  shall 
bo  able  to  proceed  with  this  sclieme  as 
early  as  my  right  hon.  Friend  is  anxious 
to  commence.  All  he  says  is — let  us 
have  an  inquiry.  First,  as  to  how  many 
men  we  want ;  secondly,  where  the  bar- 
racks ought  to  be  placed:;  and  thirdly, 
what  the  cost  should  be.  And,  in  piss- 
ing, I  would  like  to  make  one  allusion  to 
the  sanitary  question,  and  to  point  out 
that  we  have  never  yet  found  that  sani- 
tary men  or  experts  have  been  able  to 
build  great  buildings  without  some  fault 
or  defect  being  subsequently  discovered 
in  the  sanitary  arrangements.  Look  at 
our  great  oflfioes  in  Whitehall,  and  how 
they  had  to  be  altered.  Surely,  then,  we 
ought  not  to  allow  the  difficulties  of  sani- 
tation to  further  delay  the  carrying  out  of 
that  most  important  scheme.  And  all  I 
can  say  isthati  hope  myright  hon.  Friend 
will,  before  he  allows  any  barrack  to  be 
commenced,  see  that  the  proper  sanitary 
arrangements  are  made,  which  alone  can 
be  conducive  to  the  healtli  of  the  troops. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  has  done  good 
service  to  the  country.  He  has  not 
blinked  the  question,  as  he  would  have 
done  had  he  asked  for  a  very  small  sum ; 
but  he  has  been  bold  enough,  and  wise 
enough,  and  prudent  enough,  to  ask  for  a 
large  sum,  a  sum  which,  however,  I 
will  venture  to  say,  the  country  will 
ungrudgingly  grant  if  the  necessity  for 
it  is  proved  to  exist. 

(1 1.45.)  Sir  W.  CROSSMAN  (Ports- 
mouth) :  I  am  very  glad  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  War  has 
taken  this  whole  matter  into  his  con- 
sideration and  asked  for  a  sum  of  money 
which  will  enable  him  to  carry  out  the 
work  properly.  Am  I.  to  understand 
that  the  only  concentration  of  troops  will 
take  place  at  Aldershot  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  nothing  about  concentra- 
tions at  large  centres  in  the  north.  I 
should  further  like  to  ask  what  is  to  be 
done  with  the  cavalry  barracks  at  Leeds, 
Sir  Walter  Barttelot 


which  are  in  a  disgracefully  bad  state. 
Also,  are  the  barracks  at  Norwich  and 
Brighton  to  be  done  away  with  ?  And 
finally,  will  there  be  a  Schedule  attached 
to  the  Bill  showing  where  the  new  build- 
ings are  to  be  constructed,  and  how  many 
men  they  will  accommodate  1 

(11.46.)  Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants, 
Basingstoke)  :  As  the  camp  at  Aldershot 
happens  to  be  in  that  part  of  Hampshire 
which  I  have  the  honour  of  representing 
in  this  House,  I  should  like  to  congratu- 
late the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  having 
made  up  his  mind  to  spend  a  certain 
amount  of  money  for  permanent  barracks, 
and  I  should  also  like  to  congratulate 
him  on  having  induced  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  advance  the  money. 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said, 
the  huts  at  Aldershot  were  built  at  the 
time  of  the  Crimean  War.  They  were 
built,  I  believe,  to  last  20  years,  and  they 
are  constructed  of  weather  boards  and  felt 
roofings.  But  they  have  already  been  in 
existence  upwards  of  30  years.  At  the  pre- 
sent time,  I  believe  it  costs  about £5  a  year 
for  the  repairs  necessary  for  each  hut, 
and,  therefore,  I  believe  that  the  scheme 
for  erecting  permanent  barracks  will,  in 
the  long  run,  prove  economical,  because 
it  will  do  away  ^dth  the  necessity  for 
this  large  annual  expenditure  on  repairs. 
But  in  addition  to  that,  it  will  be  all  the 
better  for  the  health  of  the  troops.  We 
make  a  great  outcry  about  the  housing 
of  our  labourers,  but  I  venture  to  say 
that  very  few  labourers  are  housed  in 
such  a  manner  as  are  our  troops  at  Aider- 
shot.  Many  of  the  huts  there  are  not 
fit  foi*  men  to  live  in.  Now  that  we  are 
to  have  a  large  camp,  I  hope  that  atten- 
tion will  be  paid  to  the  housing  of  our 
soldiers  as  well  as  of  our  labourers. 
*(11.47.)  Mr.  B.  STANHOPE:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  asked  me 
whether  the  proposal  I  have  laid  before 
the  Committee  has  the  assent  of  the 
Home  Secretary.  Of  course  it  has.  I 
spoke  in  the  name  of  the  Goverament. 
He  also  asked  for  a  Committee  to  inquire 
as  to  what  the  strength  of  the  Army 
ought,  to  be.  Well,  1  entirely  repudiate 
any  such  idea.  The  f-trength  of  the 
Army  must  depend  on  the  responsibility 
of  the  Government  of  the  day,  and  we 
accept  that  responsibility  in-  full.  We 
are  satisfied  we  are  not  going  into  any 
excess,  but  I  doubt,  if  all  our  troops 
returned  from  abroad,  whether  even 
under  this  scheme    the   accommodation 
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would  be  adequate.  I  am  not  prepared 
to  adopt  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  appoint  a  Committee ;  we 
must  keep  the  responsibility  in  our  own 
hands.  As  to  the  camps  in  the  North 
<if  p]ngland,  we  have  no  idea  of  aban- 
doning them.  On  the  contrary,  we  shall 
extend  them.  With  regard  to  the  bar- 
racks at  Leeds,  that  has  been  a  question 
fraught  with  great  anxiety  ;  and  with 
the  full  concurrence  of  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  we  have  decided  to  retain  them, 
although  the  surroundings  are  not  alto- 
gether satisfactory.  We  do  not  propose 
to  insert  in  a  schedule  the  barracks  we 
intend  to  retain,  as  the  difficulty  of 
carrying  the  Bill  would  be  enormously 
aggravated.  I  am  ready  to  give  full 
information  to  the  public,  because  I 
believe  our  scheme  is  amply  justified. 
*(11.49.)  Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Pres- 
ton) :  1  should  like  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
barracks  at  Preston  which  may  easily 
be  made  suitable  for  cavalry.  Till 
T-ecently  a  battery  of  Artillery  has  been 
.stationed  there,  but  it  has  been  removed 
to  Woolwich.  The  barracks  are  in  an 
excellent  place  outside  the  town,  and 
they  are  well  built,  and  are  provided  with 
a  well  appointed  riding  school  and  other 
appliances,  and  could,  I  believe,  be  easily 
made  available  for  a  cavalrj'  regiment. 
In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposes  to  remove  the 
c  ivalry  from  Manchester,  I  would  suggest 
to  him  that  Preston  would  be  a  more 
suitable  place  for  locating  them  than 
Lichfield. 

(11 .50.)  Mr.  ARTHUR  O'COira'OR : 
The  Resolution,  Sir,  which  you  have 
read  from  the  Chair  appears  to  deal 
only  with  the  question  of  barracks, 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  for  War  told  the  House 
that  hislBcheme  extended  beyond  that, 
because  it  included  the  purchase  of  land. 
I  do  not  know  whether  it  will  not  be 
necessary  to  alter  the  Resolution,  as  a  Bill 
is  to  be  founded  upon  it.  But  I  rise  for 
the  purpose  of  asking  the  Secretary  for 
War  whetherhe  will  afford  the  House  infor- 
mation with  regard  to  the  mode  in 
which  the  scheme  will  afEect  what  was 
intended  to  be  carried  out  under  the 
mobilisation  of  the  forces  many  years 
ago.  In  connection  with  that  scheme  a 
certain  amount  of  barrack  accommodation 
was  erected  in  different  parts  of  the 
oountry,   and  I  think   we   ought  to  be 


informed  whether  the  barracks  then  put 
up  will  be  utilised.  There  is  a  reflection 
which  occurs  to  mv  mind  and  which  I 
suspect  will  occur  to  many  other  people 
to-morrow  when  they  read  the  account  of 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
tman.  Here  we  have  a  War  Minister 
coming  down  to  ask  a  vote  of  between 
four  and  five  millions,  and  in  order  to 
justify  that  expenditure  he  gives  a  most 
lamentable  account  of  the  present  condi- 
tion of  the  barracks  in  different  parts  of 
the  country.  Nothing  could  be  more 
emphatic  than  this  condemnation  of  the 
conduct  of  present  and  past  Govern- 
ments. How  is  it,  and  why  is  it,  that 
with  the  hundreds  and  thousands  of 
pounds,  aye,  the  millions  of  pounds, 
which  have  been  voted  in  the  last  two 
decades  in  connection  with  buildings 
and  repairs,  we  are  now  told  that  thci 
barrack  accommodation  at  Aldershot  and 
and  at  the  principal  stations  in  this  coun- 
try is  simply  scandalous  and  deplorable  ? 
Whose  fault  is  it  ?  It  is  not  the  fault  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  for  I  never  knew, 
the  House  begrudge  money  for  work 
of  this  description.  The  responsibility 
must  rest  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  his  predecessors.  It  appears 
to  me  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
owes,  the  House  some  kind  of  apology 
for  the  state  of  neglect  and  disrepair  into 
which  the  barracks  have  fallen,  and  also 
for  their  insanitary  condition.  The 
country  ought  to  have  some  explanation 
of  how  'it  is  this  has  come  about,  and 
they  ought  to  know  upon  whose  shoul- 
ders rests  the  responsibility. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  I  must  express  my 
gratification  that  the  worst  barracks  in 
the  country — Galway  Barracks — are 
going  to  be  dealt  with  under  this  scheme. 
But  there  is  one  point  to  which  I  should 
like  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Geijtleman,  and  that  is  to  the  ac- 
commodation at  the  dep6t  centres.  He 
will  find,  if  he  inquires  into  the  matter, 
that  the  barracks  at  these  places  have  not 
been  erected  on  the  most  economical 
scale.  They  are  too  small  for  the  number 
of  troops  that  ought  to  be  provided  for,  but 
th6  accommodation  for  the  staff  is 
unnecessarily  large  and  out  of  proportion. 

*(11.54.)  Mr.  STANHOPE:  In  reply 
to  the  hon.  Member,  I  may  say  that  the 
dep6t  centres  will  continue  to  be  used 
hereafter,  as  at  present,  with  possibly  one 
exception. 

*(11.55.)  Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON   (York 
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W.R.,  Holmfirth)  :  I  think  the  right  hon. 

Oentleman  must  have  failed  to  catch  a  MOTIONS. 

portion  of  the  remarks  of  my  hon.  Friend 

the    Member    for    East    Donegal,    who  •<>— 

asked  how  it  is  that  the  barracks  have  EMPLOYERS'  LIABILITY  FOR  INJOBIES 

got  into  such  a  condition.  TO  WORKMEN  BILL. 

*Mr.  stanhope  :  It  is  impossible  at*  .^ ^  q  .    ,^^^  SECRETARY  of  STATE 

this  hour  to  go  into  that  question  ;  but  if  ^^  the   HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 

hon    Members  desire   to  pursue    It    at  jjatihews,     Birmingham,    E.):     I    ask 

another  time,  I  shall  be  happy  to  meet  ^^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^^^  »  ^^^       in  a  Bill  to 

them      I  accept  my  share  of  the  respon-  ^mend  and  consolidate  the  kw  relating 

sibility  ;  b^  ItliinkJ  shall  be  able  to  ^  the  liability  of  employers  for  injuries 

satisfy  the  House  that  during  the  two  or  ^  their  workmen, 
three  years  I  nave  been  m  omce,  i  nave 

done  something  to  remedy  the  defects  at  Mr.  A.  O'CONNOR :  1  should  like  to 

our  military  centres,  although  I  may  not  hear   from   the   right    hon.    Grentleman 

have   been  able  to   apply  an   adequate  whether  this  Bill  is  the   same    in    all 

remedy.  respects  as  that  which  was  intioduced  in 

i>     Tjri^x-i.-  j-AA       *v.-o«a  former  Session,  or  whether  the  clause 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  •  i.     ^          i            x 

the  payment  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  relatmg  to  the  right  of  employers  to  con- 

out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Parliament,  of  tract  themselves  outside  the  Act  has  been 

sums  for  the  purpose  of  building  and  enlarging  discarded  ? 

barracks  and  camps  in  the  United  Kingdom,  ^^^  ,r>i      t           -n  -m-  \ 

and  in  certain  Colonies.  Mr.  J.  R.  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.)  : 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow.  ^  should  be  glad  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle^ 

man  would  also  furnish  some  information 

BANKRUPTCY  (IRELAND)  BILL  (No.  156).  as  to  the  Insurance  Clause. 

SECOND  READING.  ^^   MATTHEWS :  The  Government 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed*  will  consider  whether  the  clause  referred 

"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time.''  to  by    the  hon.    Gentleman    may    not 

Mr.    p.    M'DONALD     (Sligo,     N.) :  undergo  some  modification. 

Will    the    hon.  and  learned   Gentleman  Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  172.] 

the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  furnish  

the    House    with    any    information    in  ^^,,^««,,..^      .,,^^^r.»r.T^«^T 

regard  to  this  Bill?      ^  COUNTY      COUNCILS     ASSOCrmON 

*The    ATTORNEY     GENERAL     for  EXPENSES  BILL.-[BiU  162.] 

IRELAND    (Mr.    Madden,  Dublin  Uni-  Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 

versity)  :  The  Bill  is  one  that  has  been  without  Amendment ;    to  be  read   the 

very  carefully  prepared,  and  it  is    also  third  time  to-morrow, 
one    in   which    I   am   aware    the    hon. 

Gentleman     opposite     (Mr.     McDonald)  CROWN  OFFICE  B1LL.-[L0RDS.] 

takes  great  intsrest ;  but  as  it  has  only  Read   the   first   time  ;   to   be   read   a 

been  circulated  to-day,  and  as  the  sub-  second  time  upon  Monday,  3rd   March, 

ject  is  one    of   importance,  I  desire,  as  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  173.] 
far  as  possible,  to  ascertain  the  views   of 

the  mercantile    community    of    Ireland  CIVIL  SERVICES  AND  REVENUE  DE- 

npon  it  before  it  is  further  considered  PARTMENTS  (RE- ARRANGEMENT  OF 

in  this  House.  \OTES.) 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR:  Will  the  hon.  Ordered,  That  the  Statement  laid  before  the 
and  learned  Gentleman  premiss  that  at  House,  showing  Arrangement  of  Votes  in  the 
a  future  time,  after  he  has  had  the  oppor-  Estimates  for  1890-91,  us  compared  with  that 
tunity  of  ascertaining  the  opinions  of  the  in  the  Estimates  for  1889-90,  be  referred  to  the 
mercantile  community  in  Ireland,  he  will  Committee  of  Public  Accounts.— (Jfr.  Jaekton,) 
afford  the  Irish  Members  an  early  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  the  matter  '\  House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 

*Mr.  madden  :  I  can  give  no  pledge  «^ter  Twelve  o'clock. 
on  the  subject. 

Second  Readingdeferrcd  till  Tliursday, 
6th  March. 


Friday,   28th   February,   1890, 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS   OFFICES. 

First  Report  from  the  Committee 
made,  and  to  be  printed.  (No.  30.)  :  To 
be  considered  on  Friday  next. 

COMMITTEE  OF  SELECTION. 

The  Lords  following,  namely — 

E.  Lathom.  L.  Colville  of  Culross. 

{Ld.  Chamber  lain.)    L.  Kensington. 
V.  Oxenbridge. 

with  the  Chairman  of  Committees,  were 
appoint  3d  a  Committee  to  select  and 
propose  to  the  House  the  names  of  the 
five  Lords  to  form  a  Select  Committee 
for  the  consideration  of  each  opposed 
Private  Bill. 

EXAMINATIONS   FOR   OFFICIAL 
APPOINTMENTS. 

Earl  WEMYSS  :  My  Lords,  in 
rising  to  bring  before  you  the  notice 
which  stands  in  my  name  on  the  Paper, 
I  liave  to  make  a  double  apology  to  your 
Lordships.  I  have,  first,  to  apologise 
for  this  notice  having  last  Session  been 
so  long  on  the  notice  Paper,  and  for  not 
having  brought  it  forward,  but,  as 
perhaps  some  of  your  Lordships  know, 
when  those  twin  enemies  of  man,  gout 
and  neuralgia,  get  possession  of  one's 
person,  they  do  so  to  the  exclusion  of 
everything  else.  It  was  physically  im- 
possible for  me,  therefore,  to  come  down 
to  this  House  for  the  purpose  of 
bringing  this  matter  forward.  I  make 
that  apology  to  those  in  particular 
who  may  have  suffered  inconvenience 
from  my  inability  to  attend.  The  second 
apology  I  have  to  make  is  for  venturing 
at  all  to  bring  this  subject  before  your 
Lordships,  but  the  explanation  I  have  to 
make  for  doing  so  is  this  :  Those  of  your 
Lordships  who  read  the  Nineteenth 
Century — and  who  does  not  ? — are  pro- 
bably aware  that  at  the  close  of  1888  and 
the  beginning  of  1889  the  pages  of  that 
periodical  were  full  of  letters  and  articles 
upon  the  question  of  examination. 
Against  what  is  called  "  The  sacrifice  of 
Education  to  Examination "  a  very 
numerously  signed  protest  was  drawn 
up  which  appeared   in  the  columns  of 

VOL.    CCCXLl.      [third  series.] 
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that  serial.     On  turning  to  that  protest 
HOUSE     OF    LORDS,  I  find   it   was   signed  by  415   persons. 

There  were  among  them   12  Peers,  73 
Members  of  Parliament,   154  principals, 
professors,  tutors,  heads  of  schools,  ladies, 
and   others   connected   with    education. 
Of    those   persons  37    who   signed   the 
general  protest,  I  should  mention,  signed 
it   with   reservation.     Now,   my   Lords, 
I  signed  among  others,  not  on  account  of 
having  any   special    knowledge   of   the 
subject,    but    in   agreement    with    the 
general  feeling  which  I  have  no  doubt 
exists     throughout     the    country,    and 
possibly  among  your  Lordships,  that  this 
system  of  examination  was  and  id  being 
carried  in  this  country  to  an  extreme. 
I  afterwards,   to  my  surprise,  one  day 
received  a  letter  from  three  gentlemen 
who  had  been  most  active  in  making  the 
protest,  Mr.  Lowe,  Mr.  Auberoji  Herbert, 
and  Mr.  Frederic  Harrison,  asking  me  to 
bring  this  matter  before  your  Lordships' 
House,   and   ask    for    the    appointment 
of    a   Royal   Commission.      My   answer 
was  that  I   had   no  special  aptitude  for 
this  work,   that   I  had  simply  signed  the 
protest   to    show    my    own    feeling    in 
reference  to  it,  and  that  there  were  many 
Members  of  your  Lordships'  House   far 
more  able  to  deal  with  the  subject,  to  whom 
they  had  better    appeal.      But   having 
received  a  further  letter  from  them   I 
think  your  Lordships  will  agree  that  I 
could  do  j\o  other  than  consent   to  bring 
this  matter  before  you.     In  doing  so,  I 
shall  not  venture  to  give  you  any  opinions 
of   my  own   upon  this    most   important 
matter  ;  your  Lordships  must  look   upon 
me  as  a  sort   of  telephonic   instrument, 
which  will  bring  to  your  ears  the  views 
and  opinions  which  have  been   uttered 
outside  the   walls  of  this   House ;   and 
in  giving   those   views   and   opinions   I 
shall    endeavour  to  do   so    in   as  con- 
densed a  form  as   I  can.     For  that   I 
pray  your  Lordships'  patience.     I  wish  I 
had  the  power  of  condensation,  which,  as 
the  story  goes,  was  once  possessed   by   a 
French  cook — I  do  not  know  whether  he 
was  in  the   service  of  the  Noble  Earl 
Granville — who  was  supposed  to  be  very 
extravagant  and  wasteful  of  meat.  When 
he  was  reprimanded,   and   asked   what 
had  become  of  an  "  ox  which   had   been 
sent  into  the  larder  a  few  days  before," 
he  was  equal  to  the  occasion,  for,  putting 
his  hand  into  his  pocket  he  drew  forth  a 
meat   lozenge  —  "  VoiUi.   le    hanif    de 
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Xr^n^eiirJ*     I  repeat  that  I  wish    I    had 
buch  lowers  of  condensation  ;  but  I  have 
endeavoured,    out     of     the     documents 
which     have   appeared    upon    the   sub- 
ject,    to     summarise,      as     far      as     I 
am,     what     appear     to      me      to     be 
the  principal  protests  against  the  cram- 
ming examinations  which  are  conducted 
sit  the  present  time.     1  think  I  had  best 
^3egin   by    touching   upon    the    general 
jtrotest    upon  the   question.     To   discuss 
the  general  question  would  embrace  the 
whole  subject  of  education  and  culture  ; 
but    my    Motion    is    confined     ta    two 
|)oints,  namely,  inquiry  into  the  means 
for  obtaining   good  public   servants   for 
the    service    of    the     State,     and    also 
inquiry     into     what     is    done     abroad, 
s)  that  we   may,   if  possible,   profit   by 
the  methods  adopted  in  foreign  countries. 
I    believe    that   as    regards   the    argu- 
ments  againbt    the    general   system    of 
education,   so   far   as  general   education 
is   concerned,  this  is  the  sort  of   thing 
that  is  said  :   that  education,   generally 
speaking,  in  the  proper  sense  of  the  word 
is  sacrificed  to  exandnation;  that  is,  educa 
tion  in  the  true  sense  of  teaching-  that 
which  trains  the  mind  and  faculties  ;  and 
that  training  of  the  mind  and  faculties 
is  impossible  with  the  rapidly  succeed- 
ing examinations  of  students,  which  are 
constantly  going  on  at  the  present  time. 
1    seL»  that  one    of   the  fellows  of  Oriel 
.says   that   between   the  ages  •  of   7    and 
-2,   he  was  never   examined  less    than 
twice   a    vear.     Then    it   is   stated  that 
what    is    thus    learnt    for    examination 
purposes     is     rapidly     forgotten ;      the 
examinees'    memory   is   called    "  a   ten- 
<l:iys'    memory,"    and    no   wonder.     The 
Duke  of  Argyll,  sp  aking  of  the  present 
.'^ystc'ni,  say^  — 

"  III  primary  education  we  have  an  over- 
!"ir(ienod  memory  and  a  weakened  brain,  and 
iri  higher  education  an  artificial  examina- 
tion." 

Then  it  is  said  that  the  aims  of  students 
:iri'  misdirected:  that  instead  of  lx)ing 
(lirect:)d  to  learning,  culture,  and  educji- 
t  ion  in  the  proper  sense  of  the  term,  men's 
aims  are  entirely  du'ected  to  getting  money 
})rizes,  scholarships,  and  fellowships — 
and  making  way  in  life.  The  result  is 
that  you  have  superficiality,  monotony, 
and  men  turned  out  as  from  a  one -pattern 
Triachine.  All  play  of  imagination  or  in- 
dividual character  is  crushed  out,  as  it 
>V(.*re,  by  an  iron   roller,  and  you  have 
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uniformity  where  Nature  intended 
variety.  Education  is  given  into  the 
hands  of  two  classes  of  specialists,  the 
examiners  and  the  crammers,  and  every- 
thing is  directed  to  the  examinations. 
And  what  is  the  direction  of  these  ex- 
minations  ?  They  cause  the  construction 
of  analyses,  summaries,  and  tables 
to  be  substituted  for  the  study  of 
Standard  works,  and  the  Association 
of  Teachers  meets  to  discuss  what 
are  called  "  wrinkles "  in  examina- 
tions, those  wrinkles  being  intended  to 
meet  the  crotchets  of  examiners,  with 
which  they  are  well  acquainted.  A 
teacher  says  that  his  most  intelligent 
pupils  do  not  do  best  in  examinations. 
Now  here  is  what  a  lady,  a  parent, 
says — 

*'  It  is  the  duty  of  parents  to  revolt  against 
the  present  system,  because  a  child^s  life  is  a 
perfect  torture,  and  no  heed  is  taken  of  the 
child^s  intellectual  bent.'* 

Sir  Sydney  Waterlow  states  that  he  is 
Governor  of  a  school  where  there  are  800. 
out-door  pupils  and  200  boarders,  and 
that  in  that  school 

**  Ever  since  they  had  prevented  the  head- 
master trying  for  payment  by  results  the  educa- 
tional improvement  in  the  school  had  been 
manifest  and  great.** 

I  am  happy  to  say  that,  under  the  wise 
rule  (^f  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Scotland,  within  the  last  fortnight, 
a  revised  educational  Code  for  Scotland 
has  come  out,  under  which  payment  for 
results  in  schools  is  in  a  srreat  measure 
done  away  with  ;  the  payment  is  given 
for  classes,  and  much  discretion  is  given 
to  the  schoolmaster  as  to  how  he  will 
classify  his  scholars.     That  is  what  has 
been  very  much  wanted ;  what  parents 
and  teachers  have  been  asking  for ;  and 
I  think  I  may  say  that  the  proposal  of 
my  noble  Friend  has  been  received  with 
gratitude  in  Scotland  by  all  who  are  in- 
terested in  teaching.     Now,  my  Lords, 
the  general  system  of  these  examinations 
is  pithily  put  by  an  old  Parliamentary 
friend  of  mine,  Admiral  Sir  J.  Hay,  who 
says,   "  There  is  really  nothing  like  our 
present  system  of  examination — except 
in  China."     It  is  true  we  have  not  got 
quite  to   the  point  yet  that  they  have 
reached  in  China  in  this  respect.     I  saw 
in  a  paper  the  other  day  that  at  Canton 
they  have  what  is  called  an  ^'examina- 
tion lottery  ;"  that  is  to  say,  they  bet  on 
the  students  who  are  going  up  for  exanii- 
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nation  jnst  as  they  do  in  this  country 
upon  hors3  races  on  Epsom  Downs ;  and 
in  China,  too,  it  is  said,  that  both  horses 
and  jockeys — that  is,  the  students  and 
tho  examiners — are  occasionally  *'  made 
Hiife  "  in  order  that  those  who  make  the 
l)ets  may  win  in  those  lotteries.  Well, 
I  trust  we  shall  not  come  to  that ;  but  I 
have  here  a  passage  in  which  a  very  dis- 
tinguished scientific  man  puts  the  argu- 
ment very  strongly  and  clearly — Pro- 
fessor Huxley.  He  says  about  examina- 
tions— 

*'  Examination,  like  fire,  is  a  good  servant, 
but  a  bad  master,  and  there  seems  to  be  some 
•danger  of  its  becoming  our  master.  I  by  no 
means  stand  alone  in  this  opinion.  Experi- 
enced friends  of  mine  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  students  whose  careers  they  watch  appear 
to  them  to  become  deteriorated  by  the  constant 
efibrt  to  pass  this  or  that  examination,  just  as 
we  hear  of  men's  brains  becoming  afifccted  by 
the  daily  necessity  of  catching  a  train." 

And    Professor    Huxley   sums    up    the 
whole  thing  in  this  one  short  sentence — 

**  They  work  to  pass  and  not  to  know  ;  and 
outraged  science  takes  her  revenge.  They  do 
pass  and  do  not  know.'* 

So  much,  my  Lords,  for  the  general  ques- 
tion of  education  in  the  proper  sense  of  the 
term.  I  point  out  opinions.  I  do  not 
merely  give  names,  but  they  are  the 
names  of  most  distinguished  persons 
who  hold  thes3  views  which  I  have  en- 
^leavoured  to  summarise.  This  is  one 
<;lass  of  arguments  against  the  over- 
i-ramraing  produced  by  the  present  exam- 
ination system  ;  but  there  is  one  most 
important  feature  of  the  subject,  and 
that  is  the  erffect  produced  on  the  health, 
not  only  on  the  presant  but  of  the  com- 
ing generations.  Here  is  what  is  said 
upon  this  matter  by  medical  men  of 
great  distinction.     One  says  that — 

*  *  A  great  increase  of  nervous  affections  is  due 
to" — what? — "  school  examinations,  that  much 
brain  disease  results  from  over- pressure,  and 
that  both  home  and  colonial  experienco  bears 
this  out." 

Another  says — 

' '  That  where  there  are  no  counter-athletics 
Uie  physique  is  deteriorated.'* 

Dr.  Avery  says — 

"  That  the  effect  on  girls  of  over  mental 
.strain  is  great.  They  grow  up  highly 
nervous  women,  giving  birth  in  case  of  their 
m.'irriage  to  weak  and  deteriorated  offspring." 

And  he  goes  on  to  say — 

"  llie  spirit  of  emulation  is  stronger  in  girls 
than  in  boys,  and  makes  them  work  beyond 
their  strength." 


I   was   talking    to    the    Rector  of    St. 
James's,  Mr.  Kemp,  and  he  told  me  that 
his  observations   bore   that  out,   for  he 
said  "  I  constantly  see  however  worked 
and  strained  young  women  pupil  teachers 
are."     For  a  moment  I  may  be  forgiven, 
perhaps,  for  adding  upon  this  point  that 
as  1  was  coming  down  to  this  House  in  a 
hansom  this   afternoon,  I  found    I  was 
being  pursued  by  a  brougham  and  pair 
which  finally  overtook  me.     A  medical 
friend  jumped  out  and  said,  as  he  knew 
I   was    going    to   the   House    to   bring 
forward  this  subject,  he  would  tell  me  a 
very  instructive  incident  bearing  upon 
it.     He  had  been  attending  a  lady  who 
had  already  added  several  boys  to  the 
population.     Her  boys  had  recently  gone 
through    some    severe   competitive    ex- 
aminations.    After  recovering  from  the 
chloroform  which  had  been  administered 
to  her,  she  eagerly  asked  "  Is  it  a  boy  or 
a  girl?"     On  being  told  it  was  a  boy, 
she  burst  into  tears  and  said,  "  Oh  dear, 
then   we    shall    have    all    those    horrid 
cramming  examinations  to  go   through 
again."     That  shows  what  an  influence 
these  examinations  have  had  on  people's 
minds  in    this  country,    and  how   the}' 
look  forward  to  modifying  them.       Dr. 
Warre,  the  Master  of  Eton,  spoke  in  the 
Letters  from  all  Sorts  and  Conditions  of 
Men,  of  there  being  many  more  boys  at 
Eton  wearing  spectacles  than  there  used 
to    be,    and   that    many   a   bright   boy 
between  12  and  15  becomes  blunt  and 
dull  from  this  cause.  And  we  are  told  that 
many  more  of  our  distinquished  school- 
men die  in  early  life  entirely  from  .the 
results  of  the  work  entailed  upon  them 
in    preparing    for    these    examinations. 
Now,  my  Lords,   I  come  to  the  specific 
subject  of  my  Motion,  namely,  whether 
or  not  this  system  is  good  for  the  public 
service,  and  whether  it  is  the  best  means 
that  we  could  adopt  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  us  efficient  public  servants.     As 
regards  the  public  service  in  the  Army 
and  Na^y,  I  do  not  propose  to  go  into 
that  branch  of  the  question.     Still,  one 
cannot  help  thinking  there  is  something 
wrong  in  the  Army  Examinations  when 
one  finds  what  men  have  to  go  through. 
I  saw  the  other  day  a  friend  of  mine,  a 
captain    of    Volunteers;    we  were   out 
shooting,  and  I  thought  he  looked  very 
much    depressed    and   out-of-sorts.     On 
asking  him  "  What  is  the  matter  ? "  he 
said,  **  I  have  to  go  up  to  London  for  my 
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military  examination,  and  what  bothers 
me  is  that  I  have  got  to  sit  np  all  night 
and  learn  forty  pages  by  heart ;  I  mnst 
not  miss  a  particle  or  a  word  of  it,  and 
that  is  where  the  trouble  occurs."  1  do 
not  think  that  is  a  practical  way  of 
traming  men.  I  think  it  would  be  much 
better  to  train  men  in  manoeuvres  and 
in  what  they  would  be  called  upon  to  go 
through  in  actual  warfare.  They  should 
be  trained  for  that  purpose  in  the  open 
country,  say  at  Aldershot,  and  be  taught 
to  manoeuvre  their  men  under  instruct- 
ing officers,  and  should  be  required  to 
show  that  they  had  the  requisite 
knowledge  of  ground.  It  was  not 
examination  that  gave  us  our  great 
generals  and  admirals  of  olden  times, 
and,  as  far  as  I  know,  no  examination- 
general  has  ever  had  a  command 
yet,  except  one  distinguished  officer  of 
the  Staff  College.  As  regards  generals 
in  command,  I  do  not  think  any  such 
officers  have  been  in  active  service,  and 
we  have  yet  to  learn  whether  all  that  is 
done  in  the  way  of  examination  in  the 
Army  is  likely  to  give  us  anyone  fit  to 
be  chosen  for  it.  At  any  rate,  it  strikes 
m6  that  is  not  the  way  to  make  practical 
soldiers.  But,  my  Lords,  it  is  more 
'especially  with  the  Civil  Service  that  I 
have  to  do  on  the  presant  occasion,  and 
the  question  is,  Does  this  system  of  com- 
petitive examinations  give  us  the  best 
type  or  the  best  men  for  that  service  ? 
I  happened  to  be  at  the  Treasury  when 
this  system  origrinated.  It  was  in  1852 
or  1853  under  Lord  Aberdeen's  Adminis- 
tration ;  and  I  well  recollect  hearing  that 
the  whole  question  of  the  Civil  Service 
was  to  be  gone  into  by  Sir  Charles 
Trevelyan  and  a  gentleman  whom  we  did 
not  know  then  at  the  Treasury.  We 
asked  who  he  was,  and  we  were  told  that 
he  was  a  great  friend  of  Mr.  Gladstone — 
by  name  Sir  Stafford  Northcote.  He 
was  not  in  Parliament  then.  That 
was  really  the  beginning  of  .this  new 
system  of  Civil  Service  Examinations. 
But  what  was  the  cause  of  its  origin  ? 
It  was  want  of  courage  on  the  part  of 
public  men  and  Members  of  Parliament 
to  enquire  into  the  merits  of  individuals 
and  to  recommend  proper  persons  for 
admission  to  the  Civil  Service ;  and  they 
thought  they  would  get  rid  of  the  whole 
thing  by  sending  all  the  candidates  to  a 
cram  -  examination,  and  so  have  all 
responsibility  t«,kcn  off  their  shoulders. 
£arl  Weinyss 


That  was  the  cause  of  the  system  being 
instituted,  and  I  think  your  Lordships 
will  not  say  that  it  was  a  good  origin.  I 
will  say  very  little,  but  I  hope  it  will  be 
to  the  point  on  this  question.  Lord 
Rosebery  put  the  case  in  a  nutshell  when 
he  wrote  to  the  Nineteenth  Century : — 

<'  I  am  deeply  impressed  with  the  fact  that 
by  the  present  system  we  lose  many  excellent, 
and  obtain  manv  useless  men." 

Another  extract  from  these  letters, 
which  I  will  read  to  your  Lordships  is 
from  one  by  Lady  Taylor,  the  widow  of 
a  man  well-known  to  tus.  Sir  Henry 
Taylor,  who  was  for  many  years  9^^ 
the  Colonial  Office.  No  better  public 
servant  I  think  ever  held  office.  She 
says : — 

**  The  present  system  is  torture  to  the 
victims  and  does  not  supply  the  best  materials." 

Such,  she  says,  was  her  hnsband'ift 
opinion ;  and  he  said  that — 

**  If  our  present  system  had  been  in  force  ia 
1824,  he  never  would  himself  have  got  into  the 
Civil  Service.'* 

And  Lady  Taylor  says  : — 

'*  In  such  case  the  State  would  have  lost 
60  years'  service  " 

from  one  of  its  best,  as  he  was  generally 
recognised.  Civil  servants.  Moreover, 
a  point  which  I  would  bring  particularly 
to  your  Lordships'  attention-  is  that  we 
do  not  carry  this  principle  out  to  the 
full.  It  is  only  appointments  in  the 
lower  branches  of  the  Public  Service  that 
are  put  up  for  competition  and  examina- 
tion. Cabinet  Ministers  are  not  so  chosen  ; 
Judges  are  not  so  appointed,;  the  Right 
Reverend  Bench  is  not  so  filled ;  pro- 
fessors, one  and  all,  are  not  so  chosen. 
I  go  further,  and  ask  would  any  of  your 
Lordships  be  content  to  choose  your 
land  agent  who  works  for  you,  or  even 
the  odd  men  working  about  your  house,, 
by  such  a  system  as  this  of  competitive 
examination?  Take  for  instance  the 
Cabinet — I  do  not  say  the  present 
Cabinet,  but  almost  any  other 
Cabinet  Ministers  who  have  ever 
held  office,  would  they  if  that 
office  had  to  be  filled  by  examination 
have  been  able  to  assert  their  right  to  the 
positions  they  held?  Certain  I  am,  I 
may  say,  of  one  who  would  have  been  so 
qualified,  and  that  is  the  present  Prime 
Minister.  I  well  remember  being  told 
by  an  Oxford  man,  the  son  of  the  late 
General  Peel,  in  the  course  of  a  oonver- 
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eat  ion  about  Oxford — "We  have  at  the 
present  moment  the  future  Prime 
Minister  at  Oxford."  I  asked,  what  is  his 
name?  and  he  said  "Robert  Cecil." 
Therefore  I  have  no  doubt  that  if  there 
hat!  beeu  necessity  for  it  my  noble  Friend 
the  Prime  Minister  would  hare  suc- 
ceeded in  putting  himself  in  the  front  in 
any  competitive  eiamination.  But  there 
ta  a  very  important  branch  of  the  Civil 
Service  which  we  are  told  snSera 
greatly  by  this  system,  and  that  is  the 
Indian  Civil  Service.  In  India  you  have 
rac;s  who  are  estremely  intelligent, 
wjio  know  the  sort  of  men  who  go  out 
there  ;  they  draw  comparison  between 
the  Civil  servante  of  pre^xami nation 
times  and  those  who  are  appointed 
by  upecial  examinations  ;  and  they  say 
that  there  is  deterioration  in  many 
respects,  in  many  qualities — I  will  not 
aay  precisely  what  they  are — but  quali- 
ties which  are  essential  for  governing 
those  races.  They  see  that  manifest 
deterioration  and  falling  oft.  Nothing 
can  be  stronger  than  the  expression 
used  in  a  publisiied  letter  of  Sir  William 
Gregory,  than  whom  there  is,  I  tLink 
your  Lordships  will  agree,  no  greater 
authority  as  a  highly  cultured  man. 
Ho  lays  the  greatest  possible  stress  on 
the  deterioration  in  the  Indian  Civil 
servants  and  the  danger  arising  from 
it ;  he  hopes  there  may  be  liome  remedy 
found  for  this,  as  he  considers,  very 
pressing  and  immediate  danger ;  and  he 
speaks  most  strongly  of  the  necessity  for 
some  security  being  taken  for  the  choice 
of  men  fit  to  deal  with  and  be  entrusted 
with  the  governnient  of  highly  intellec- 
tual races.  Now,  all  I  shall  say  further 
upon  this  subject  is  in  reference  to  tho 
concluding  part  of  my  Motion  in  regard 
to  how  far  the  system  now  adopted  in 
this  country  prevails  abroad.  I  am 
desired  to  ask  that  an  inquiry  should  be 
made  into  the  working  of  foreign  systems. 
I  find  that  there  is  no  competition  in  any 
of  the  2G  States  of  Germany  in  the  sense 
of  our  competitive  examinations  in 
Eugland.  They  have  qualifying  ex- 
aminations for  categories  and  posts  in 
which  success  is  essential.  In  fact  the 
English  system  obtains  nowhere  in 
Europe  except  in  France  ;  and  what  says 
M.  Yves  Guyot  upon  the  subject!  He 
writes^ 

DroteitBtion  „.  j . — 
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exameaa  nt  dea  codcouts,  et  toot  est  damandf 
ikla  m£inoire,  riea  au  jugement,  oil  le  mieux 
iiot£  ett  celui  qui  a  le  mieux  retena  la  Ie:,-an  da 
maitre  et  n'a  jamaiapeDi^pourlui-niSme," 

He  says  if  this  protest  which  we  are 
making  is  right  in  England,  it  is  even 
more  so  in  France,  where  they  are  all 
"  petty-Mandarins,"  who  have  not  per- 
mission to  become  anything  except  after 
being  crushed  by  examinations  and  com- 
petition, wherd  everything  is  asked 
of  the  memory  and  nothing  of  the 
judgment.  And  he  says  of  those 
examinations,  that  the  man  who  gets 
tho  most  marks  is  he  who  has  best 
retained  the  lessons  he  has  learned  from 
hia  master  and  has  never  thought  for 
himself.  The  American  view  ol  the 
subject  also  bears  out  that  which  I 
venture  to  set  before  your  Lordships 
from  theprotest.  Prom  letters  published 
in  New  lork,  it  appears  that  this  ques- 
tion is  being  raised  in  that  country  also. 
A  New  York  publication  which  is  headed 
"Examination  and  Edncation,"  published 
by  Leonard,  states  that  President  Adams, 
of  Cornell  University,  says  : — 

*'  From  hia  own  expeiienne  the  beat  work 
wai  dona  where  there  was  the  largest  freedom  ; 
the  least  eatisfaotory  where  there  was  the 
moat  rigid  system  of  ezaminatioD  and  markg. 
The  Uennan  method  ii  superior  to  the  EogllBh  ; 
Amoricftu  experience  accords  with  the  Goncau." 

Professor  Thompson,  of  the  University  of 
Pennsylvania,  writes ; — 

"  Thus  far  we  have  avoided  the  worst  defects 
of  the  Englsh  system.    We  have  kept  ei 
tiona  in  the  handg  of  teachers,  which  ~' 


Chancellor  Sims,  of  Syracuss  University, 
declares  the  whole  system  of  prizes  and 
scholarahipe  and  other  honours  on  exam- 
ination to  be  vicioua  and  hurtful.  And 
Professor  Bogers,  of  Harvard   College, 

"It  ia  almost  a  truism  since  the  days  of 
Matthew  Arnold  that  in  Qermany,  tbe  land  of 
few  eiamtnations,  scholarship  has  touched  n 
mark  far  beyond  that  reached  in  England, 
where  an  examination  begins  and  concludes 
everything." 

My  Lords,  i  have  nothing  more  to  quote 
to  you  in  opposition  to  the  present 
system  of  cramming-examinations,  but 
as  my  object  in  moving  for  this  Com- 
mission is  that  in  doing  ao  both  sides  of 
the  question  ahonld  be  brought  before 
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the  House,  so  that  your  Lordships  may 
decide  which  is  right  and  which  is  wrong, 
I  think  it  is  right  that  I  should  now  say 
a  few  words  on  the  other  side.  A  reply 
to  that  protest  has  appeared  in  the 
Nhieteenth  Century,  and  I  think  I 
naay  say  that  the  general  answer 
given  is  that  examination  and  com- 
petition act  as  a  stimulus  to  candidates 
to  work,  and  that  without  it  not  one 
in  t3n,  or  even  one  in  a  hundred,  would 
work  for  learning's  sake.  Lord  Thring, 
in  his  answer  to  one  of  the  published 
letters,  also  says  tLat  he  does  not  think 
you  can  get  boys  to  learn  for  learning's 
sake,  and  that  you  must  give  a  stimulus 
in  the  shape  of  scholarships  and  prizes,  or 
perhaps,  as  he  says,  e  en  a  stimulus 
behind.  What  he  means  bv  that  I  will 
not  attempt  to  explain .  Then  they  say  in 
defence  of  this  system  that  there  is  no 
other  means  of  avoiding  favouritism  m 
appointments  to  public  offices  than  by 
throwing  them  open  to  competition.  That 
was  the  very  reason  why,  as  1  have  told 
your  Lordships,  this  vicious  system  was 
first  introduced.  This  necessity,  I  grieve 
to  say,  is  considered  to  be  much  greater 
now  under  a  Government  of  the  demo- 
cracy than  ever  it  was  under  a  Govern- 
ment conducted  by  a  bloated  aristocracy. 
Let  me  give  the  House  a  very  short 
summary  of  the  view  of,  I  suppose,  one 
of  the  chief  of  crammers — Mr.  Scoon,  a 
man  of  extreme  ability,  who  has  done 
good  service  in  getting  young  men 
forward  for  examination.  He  sends 
foxes  into  the  Philistines'  corn.  He  does 
not  mince  matters  in  answering  his 
opponents,  and  he  says  that  the  agitation 
against  examination  is  due  to  the  un- 
endowed coach ;  that  a  private  tutor  is 
rarely  consulted  before  the  University 
course  for  better  or  worse  is  closed,  by 
which  enthusiasm  is  kindled  not  so  much 
for  the  acquisition  of  knowledge  as  for  the 
objects  of  knowledge ;  that  it  is  the  Univer- 
sity men  and  not  the  coaches  who  swamp 
the  country  with  detestable  primers, 
summaries,  and  digests  which  supply  the 
place  of  larger  works,  and  the  use  of 
which  deprives  the  candidates  of  the 
power  of  thinking  cut  even  the  value  of 
an  adjective ;  that  injury  is  done  to 
health  by  examinations ;  that  the  unen- 
dowed coach  represents  tlie  survival  of 
the  fittest ;  and  that  high-class  candidates 
are  successful  without  the  aid  of  tips. 
My  Lords,  I  have  now  stated  both  the 
Earl  Wemyss 


arguments  against  and  those  in  ^vourof 
the  present  system.  There  have  also 
appeared  in  the  publications  to  which  I 
have  referred  and  in  the  letters  of 
different  kinds  from  which  I  have 
quoted,  suggestions  as  to  what  should  be 
done  in  the  way  of  remedy  for  the 
defects  which  the  writers  themselves 
see.  For,  mark,  in  all  this  con-espon- 
dence,  in  all  the  remarks  of  those  who 
defend  the  existing  system,  they  do  not 
defend  it  exactly  as  it  is.  They  defend 
examination,  they  defend  competition ; 
but  they  do  not  defend  the  examinations^ 
as  they  are  now  conducted,  for  I  thinks 
almost  witliout  exception,  they  say  reform 
of  some  kind  is  "vvanted.  The  difficulty  is 
for  them  to  find  what  the  change  should 
be ;  they  do  not  seo  their  way,  and 
meantime  they  are  content  to  more  or 
less  let  things  alone.  Still,  if  they  do 
not  ask  for,  they  are  not  opposed  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Commission  of  Inquiry, 
and  in  that  way  they  hope  that  some 
outlet  i;\'ill  be  found.  Of  those  sugges- 
tions T  have  noted  a  few.  They  mainly 
resolve  themselves  into  qualified  selec- 
tion, limiting  and  controlling  appoint- 
ments by  examination.  All  educational 
examinations  of  pupils,  it  is  again  strongly 
recommended,  should  be  conducted  by- 
teachers  with  an  independent  assessor. 
Then  grants  of  money  to  deserving 
students  arj  recommended  without  exa- 
mination, and  on  the  recommendation 
of  college  and  school  authorities,  rather 
than  awards  of  scholarships  and  prizes, 
by  compatitive  examination.  Others- 
again  think  tliat  physical  tests  should  be 
added  to  examinations,  and  that  marks- 
should  be  allowed  for  them.  Lord 
Lytton  wishes  the  Public  Service  to  be 
supplied  by  qualification,  subject,  if 
possible,  to  selection,  while  Lord  Derby 
is  of  opinion  that  some  substitute  for 
competitive  examinations  is  required 
which  would  give  equally  free  oppor- 
tunities to  all.  Lord  Carnarvon  says  there 
is  nothing  like  the  old  Oxford  University 
honors  system ;  and  no  man  is  more- 
entitled  to  speak  of  that  system  than 
Lord  Carnarvon,  who  under  it  dis- 
tinguished  himself  so  much  at  the 
University.  He  also  says  he  would  be 
in  favour  of  nomination  with  a  high. 
qualifying  test,  as  in  the  Foreign  Office. 
Lord  Pembroke  s^ys  there  should  be 
a  pass-examination  put  at  whatever 
height    you     choose,    and    tiien     there 
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should  be  physique  tests.  In  Holland 
there  is  a  system  existing  which 
is  said  to  worit  eitrcmely  well.  For 
public  appointments  there  is  a  qualifying 
examination,  with  h  nomination  of 
candidates  lo  tU"  qutlifying  esamin^- 
tiou  from  the  aniversitit^s  »[id  schools. 
When  the  nominations  are  vested 
in  the  universities  and  schools,  thert- 
would  be  much  less  chance  of  jobbery 
than  if  they  were  in  the  hands  of  public 
officials.  Now,  my  Lorda,  roy  task  is 
!tt  an  end,  and,  as  I  have  said,  it  is  not  a 
responsibility  which  I  have  taken  upon 
myself.  I  am  simply  the  mouthpiece 
of  others.  I  will  only  say  I  wish  that, 
in  addition  to  what  I  have  b9en  able  to 
stats  with  regard  to  the  views  of  distin- 
guished persona,  I  conld  bring  any  ex- 
perience of  my  own  to  bear  upon  this 
matter  of  examination  ;  but  I  recollect 
hearing,  many  years  ago,  that  the  grand- 
father of  one  of  your  Lordships  once  said, 
"  He  thanked  Gtod  he  was  bom  before 
that  scoundrel  Jenner  adulterated  the 
race."  And  I,  for  my  part,  thank  God 
that  I  was  born  before  men  were  put,  S3 
they  are  now,  under  this  torturing  ex- 
amination harrow.  My  examinations  at 
Oxford  were  very  much  the  same,  I  have 
no  doubt,  as  those  of  many  of  my  noble 
Friends — on  entering  the  University  for 
the  Little-Go,  and  for  one's  Degree.  I 
am  happy  to  say  that  is  the  whole  amount 
of  examination  to  which  I  have  ever 
been  subjected ;  and  my  first  examina- 
tion, on  entrance  into  the  University, 
was,  I  recollect,  not  veiy  formidable.  I 
wEts  marched  up  the  Hall  where  all  the 
tutors  stood  in  a  row,  into  the  presence 
of  the  Dean,  and  the  Deau  simply  putone 
very  searching  question  to  me — "How  is 
your  father  ! "  I  supposed  I  answered 
thai  question  very  satisfactorily,  for  I 
was  instantly  passed  and  became  entitled 
to  all  the  privileges  of  the  University.  I 
cannot,  therefore,  my  Lords,  thank  God, 
speak  to  the  working  of  these  examina- 
tions from  personal  experience  ;  bat  I 
think  I  have  slid  enough,  quoting  from 
thes9  authorities,  some  of  them  among 
the  moiit  distinguished  men  iu  the  land, 
whohave  expressed  their  views  on  thisauh- 
ject,  I  hope  I  have  convinced  your  Ixird- 
that  this  question  is  a  very  vital  one ; 
that  it  not  only  affects  the  intellectual 
progress  and  education  of  the  nation, 
but  that  it  affects  the  national  health 
in  the   present,    and    possibly    that    of 


generations  yet  unborn.  We  are  t:>ld 
that  it  is  not  the  best  way  of  obtaininff 
our  public  servants,  and  thera  is  no  other 
country  in  Europe  except  France  in 
which  this  systim  prevails.  I  Ii  >pc. 
therefore,  that  Her  Majesty's  Governimtrit 
will  take  this  matter  into  their  serious 
consideration,  not  necessarily  from  any- 
thing tliat  1  have  said,  but  on  account  i>f 
the  interest  which  is  taken  in  the  question 
at  the  present  time  by  the  public  ns 
manifested  by  the  opinions  to  which  I 
have  referred.  From  what  I  have  been 
told,  I  believe  that  the  granting  of  this 
Commission  is  not  impossible,  and  that  it 
is  not  viewed  at  all  with  disfavour  by 
the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
It  is  in  that  hope  and  iu  that  belief  that 
I  have  brought  the  matter  forward,  not 
speaking  for  myself,  but  for  those  who 
have  desired  that  I  should  bring  the  sub- 
ject under  your  Lordships'  consideration. 
I  have,  in  conclusion,  to  apoI<^ise  for 
taking  up  so  much  of  your  Lordships' 

Moved, 


'•  That  a 


Her    : 


huinbte  Address   be  presented  to 


gracioualy  pleased  to  appoint  a  Royal  Commiii- 
■ion  tu  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the  whole 
subject  of  official  appointments  by  eiaminsiion, 
and  10  collect  informalionboariDg  on  the  matter 
from  other  oounlrieB." — (The  Lord  Wemyse,  E. 
Wtmy.) 

The  Bishop  of  CARLISLE  ;  My  Lords, 
as  an  old  esaminer,and  not  in  my  episcopal 
capacity,  I  should  like  to  say  a  few  words 
upon  this  subject.  Looking  round  upon 
your  Lordships'  House  I  can  see  the  fstce 
of  certainly  one  noble  Lord  whom  it  was 
my  privilege  and  duty  in  old  times  tii 
examine.  I  daresay  there  may  be  others 
present,  for  1  have  examined  a  good 
many.  With  regard  to  the  articles  in 
the  Nineteenth  Century,  to  which  tho 
noble  Earl  has  referred,  I  may  say  that 
1  am  not  one  of  those  who  signed  tbo 
protest.  I  was  desirous  of  doiug  so,  but 
felt  myself  unable  to  sign  it  as  I  thouglit 
it  wen:  too  far.  But  I  contributed  ono 
of  the  articles  which  have  been  referred 
to,  and  if  I  rightly  remember  it  was  the 
last  word  in  the  discussion  upon  the  snl> 
ject.  Although  unable  to  sign  tho  jiro- 
test,  I  do  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
opposing  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Earl. 
With  the  general  purpose  of  that  Motion 
I  entirely  agree  ;  but,  as  the  noble  Earl 
did  not  apeak  as  an  expert  on  the  subject 
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of  examinations,  I  think  it  desirable   to 
point  out   the   distinction    between   ex- 
aminations as  a  mode  of  entrance  to  the 
Public  Service  and  of  testing  capacity  for 
well-paid  work,  and  the  us 3  of  examina- 
tions as  a  distinct  part  of  education.     I 
maintain,  and  I  think  any  one  with  Uni- 
versity  exparienca   will   support  me  in 
saying,  that  examinations  are  a  necessary 
part  of  a  regular  education.    With  regard 
to  the  subject  to  which  I  especially  de- 
voted my  own  attantion  at  Cambri^e — 
mathematics — examination  was  the  very 
backbone  of  the  educational  system.     It 
is  the  best  way  of  first  getting  knowledge 
into  a  man,  and   then  getting  it  out  of 
him  ;  seeing  whether  he  is  competent  to 
reproduce  that  knowledge  which  has  been 
put  into  him.     As  to  the  notion  of  a  man 
being  merely  crammed  for  a  time  and 
then   having,  upon  the  strength  of  his 
memory,  to  produce  a  certain  amount  of 
knowledge,   that    is    a    mere  caricature 
of   that   which   is   the   real    system    of 
teaching   and   of  which  examination   is 
the      test.        A     certain      amount     of 
knowledge  is  put  into  a  man,  and  it  is 
only  by  examination  that  you  can  find 
out  whether  he  is  competent  to  reproduce 
the  knowledge  which  has  been  imparted 
to  him.     Examination  is  the  test  that  a 
man  has  understood  what  he  has  learnt, 
and  that  he  is  able  to  reproduce  it  in  a 
clear   and    suitable    way.     But    beyond 
that,  I  venture  to  say  tlmt  it  is  not  the 
mere  reproduction  of  knowledge  that  is 
first  put  into  a   man  that   is  required, 
but   both   with   regard    to    classics   and 
mathematics  the  most  important  portions 
of  them  are  just  thase  things  which  a 
man  has  to  evolve  out  of  his  intellect, 
and  which  he  cannot  possibly  get  from 
any  books  beforehand.     In  the  case  of 
classical  examinations,  every  one  knows 
that  certainly   at   Cambridge   the   chief 
stress  is  laid  on  original  composition — it 
may  bo  verses,  or  it  may  be  Latin  prose 
or   translation ;  but  it  is   perfectly   im- 
possible, from  the  nature  of  things,  that 
that  could  ever  have  been  crammed  into 
a   man.     With   regard  to   mathematics, 
the  great  object  of  the  examiners  is  so  to 
frame   their  questions   in   reference   to 
book   work    as   that  they  shall    test  a 
man*s  thorough  knowledge  of  what  he 
has  been  doing,  and  make  it  impossible 
for  him  by  mere  cram  to  rise  to  any  higli 
place  in  the   tripos.     Examination   and 
cfam   are   often  taken  as  if  they  were 
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correlative  terms  ;  but  the  great  effort  of 
Cambridge  examination  was,  as   far  as 
possible,  to  dissociate  those  two  things. 
Anything  at  all  in  the  nature  of  cram 
was   at  once   marked  in  black  by   the 
examiners,  and  every  effort  was  made  to 
throw  cram  into  the  background  and  to 
give  the  marks  and  the  honours  to  those 
who  showed   that  they    had  not  been 
crammed,  but  that  they  understood  what 
they  had  learnt,  and  who  showed  by  the 
manner  in   which    they    worked  their 
problems  that  they  knew  what  they  had 
been  doing.     There  seems  to  be  a  great 
tendency,   because    examination    seems 
to    have    partially    failed    with    regard 
to      certain     appHcations      of      it,      to 
bar     examination      altogether.      I     en- 
tirely   approve   of  what    has  been  said 
by  the  noble  Lord — I  believe  it  was  a 
quotation  from  Professor  Huxley — that 
examination  is  a  good  servant  bat  a  bad 
master.    I  have  no  doubt  that  is  so  ;  but 
while  we  disclaim  it  as  a  master,  let  us 
make  it  our  servant.     Let  us  make  it  the 
handmaid  of  education  and  the  test  of 
knowledge,  but  let  us  suppress  as  strongly 
as  possible  the   notion  of  any  real  con- 
nection between  examination  and  cram. 
The  noble    Lord    has    wisely    confined 
himself  to  one  particular  portion  of  the 
subject ;  he  has  not  asked  for  a  Royal 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  question 
of   examinations   in  general.     It   seems 
to     me      that      the      Universities      of 
Oxford     and      Cambridge,       consisting 
of     men     who     are     experts     in     this 
matter,     and     who    are     most     labori- 
ously     and      conscientiously     devoting 
themselves  to  the  question  how  examina- 
tions can  best  be  managed  and  how  they 
can  be  made  best  to  answer  their  purposes, 
might  well  be  let  alone.     I  think  they 
understand  their  business  better  than  any 
Royal  Commission  can  teach  it  to  them, 
and  it  is  much  better  to  allow  them  to 
work  out  their  own  problem  in  their  own 
way.     With  regard,  however,  to  official 
appointments  by  examination,  that  seems 
to  me  to  be  a  subject  which  deserves  to 
be  looked  into.     If  one  may  believe  all 
that  one  hears  about  the  results  of  these 
examinations,    1  think  there  is   a  great 
deal  which  may  be  very  properly  inquired 
into;    and,    therefore,     while   I    speak 
strongly  of  the  benefit  of  examination 
and  the  possibility  of  entirely  dissociating 
it  from  cram,   I  am  entirely   with   the 
noble  Lord  in  the  Motion  he  has  made. 
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*The  lord  president  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Tiscount  Cranbrook)  :  My 
Lords,  the  noble  Lord  who  has  addressed 
you  with  so  much  ability  on  this  subject 
has  in  his  speech  combined  a  number  of 
subjects  which  hardly  S3em  to  be  appro- 
priate to  the  object  of  the  particular 
Motion  itself.  My  noble  Friend  appears 
to  have  had  a  limited  experience  of 
examinations,  and  his  experience  was  a 
vc^ry  pleasant  one  I  should  imagine, 
for  a  young  man  going  up  at  Oxford 
simply  to  be  asked  about  his  father's 
health  could  not  b3  very  trying.  I  am 
sure,  however,  that  you  could  hardly  put 
that  forward  as  a  system  which  could 
either  be  preserved  in  Universities  or 
which,  if  preserved,  would  conduce  to 
the  advantage  of  the  Universities 
generally.  With  reference  to  the  three 
very  distinguished  men  whose  views  he 
has  put  forward,  Mr.  Knowles,  Mr. 
Auberon  Herbert,  and  Mr.  Frederick 
Harrison,  I  think,  without  any  disrespect 
to  them,  I  may  say  they  are  not  without 
what  some  people  call  crotchets,  or,  at  all 
events,  hobbies,  which  they  ride  with 
some  violence.  With  regard  to  the  pas- 
sages which  have  been  quoted  by  my  noble 
Friend,  I  regret  to  say  that  I  am  not  so 
extensively  read  as  himself  nor  have  I 
refreshed  my  memory  as  to  those 
passages,  but  I  certainly  do  remember 
that  there  was  a  long  controversy  in  the 
Nineteenth  Century  witli  regard  to  this 
subject  of  examinations.  The  right 
rev.  Prelate  who  has  addressed  your 
Lordships'  House  has,  I  think,  shown 
you  tliat  examinations  for  priz3S, 
scholarships,  and  degrees,  are  absolutely 
requisite,  or  else  the  Universities  would 
become  of  little  or  no  advantage. 
Everything  that  has  gone  on  in  this 
country  recently  has  been  in  the  direc- 
tion of  stimulating  education  by  ofEering 
open  scholarships,  and  making  prizes 
more  open  than  they  formerly  were,  so 
as  to  bring  forward  those  of  special  ability 
for  whom  the  Colleges  have  almost  qon- 
tested.  I  am  far  from  saying,  nor  do  I 
think  it  necessary  i)  the  argument  to 
say,  that  the  number  of  examina- 
tions at  the  Universities  do  not  strike 
one  with  surpris3,  remembsring  what 
formerly  took  place,  and  comparing 
them  with  the  period  at  which  one 
was  studying  at  a  University  one's  self. 
At  that  time  there  was  the  "  Little- 
go  "  or  responsions,  and  there  were  no 


doubt  what  were  called  College 
Examinations  at  the  end  of  the 
term  but  no  examinations  for  degrees 
either  when  going  in  for  pass  or  for 
moderations  and  then  final  honours. 
I  think  my  noble  Friend  was  speak- 
ing not  of  the  oflBcial  examinations 
to  which  his  Motion  is  directed,  but 
rather  of  the  examinations  within  the 
Universities  themselves,  which  are  con- 
tinually going  on.  In  fact,  whenever  I 
have  been  at  Oxford  I  have  found  that 
the  new  schools  in  High  Street  there 
are  pretty  well  occupied  by  those  who 
are  being  examined  for  something  or 
other  in  that  place,  which  was  certainly 
not  the  case  before.  We  are  apt  to 
forget  the  state  of  things  which  existed 
formerly  when  Sir  StafEord  Northcote  and 
Mr.  Trevelyan  began  their  movement, 
though  that  was  not  done  by  themselves 
alone,  one  being  a  private  secretary, 
the  other  being  employed  as  everybody 
knows,  in  an  oflBcial  capacity.  At  that 
time  to  which  my  noble  Friend  has 
referred,  it  was  not  thought  that  the 
system  in  existence  was  a  good  one,  and 
1  cannot  imagine  that  it  was  only  with 
the  view  of  getting  rid  of  the  responsi- 
bility of  nomination  that  Ministers  con- 
S3nt3d  to  the  change  which  then  took 
place.  I  do  not  say  that  it  does  not 
interest  myself  as  a  Minister  to  be 
free  from  nominations,  which  was  the 
system  formerly,  and  I  think  that  many 
must  have  the  same  feeling.  The  selec- 
tion of  individuals  is  a  very  invidious 
task,  particularly  for  offices,  which 
should  be  open  to  all.  It  seems  a  hard 
thing  that  when  five  or  six  boys  at  a  school, 
all  equally  capable,  all  equally  educated, 
and  all  equally  brought  up  as  gentlemen, 
you  should  exclude  five  of  them  from 
particular  oflBces  because  the  sixth  has 
influential  connections.  It  ssems  a  hard 
thing  that  five  of  such  boys  must  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  competition  and  from 
the  chance  of  obtaining  a  particular 
appointment  because  they  had  no  connec- 
tion with  the  Minister,  and  no  connection 
with  anybody  who  could  give  the 
appointment.  This  system  of  open  com- 
petition, therefore,  is  not  a  thing  which 
has  come  about  suddenly,  but  it  has 
grown.  In  the  first  place,  there  were 
test  examinations,  and  eventually  com- 
petition followed,  and  I  think  the  effect 
of  those  examinations,  judging  from  the 
results,  has  not  been  so  bad  as  my  noble 
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Friend  su^iposed,  for  one  officfe  after 
another  lias  come  volnntarily  under 
this  system,  and  many  offices  which 
are  not  under  th^  Orders  in 
Council  still  call  UT)on  the  Civil 
Service  Commissioners  to  undertake 
the  examination  of  their  clerks  with 
a  vie  w  to  obtaining  efficient  Civil  servants. 
Therefore,  I  say,  tliat  this  system  of 
open  competition  has  sprung  up 
gradually  of  itself.  In  a  few  moments 
I  will  show  what  Parliament  has  done, 
rather  differing  from  the  view  of  my 
noble  Friend,  though  I  quite  admit  that 
this  question  has  exercised  men^s  minds 
very  much,  and  that  eminent  men  have 
taken  different  views  on  the  subject. 
My  noble  Friend  went  on  to  speak  of  the 
Scotch  Code,  and  gjive  all  the  credit  for 
it  to  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  and  he  is  entitled  to  a  great 
deal,  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  would  point 
Out  that  we  in  England  have  taken  the 
same  course,  and  that  I  am  as  responsible 
for  what  has  baen  done  in  Scotland  as 
my  noble  Friend  (Lord  Lothian).  I  do 
not  quit3  SL^e,  however,  the  bearing  of 
this  upon  the  question  before  us.  I 
go  back  to  that,  and  if  I  thought 
that  this  system  were  destructive  of  all 
real  education,  as  my  noble  Friend  says, 
I  should  be  the  last  to  resist  his  Motion. 
I  do  not  say  that  it  may  not  require 
great  modifications,  and  indeed  con- 
stant modifications  have  been  going 
on.  The  Departments  have  been  in 
constant  communication  with  the  Civil 
Service  Commissioners  not  only  with 
the  view  to  render  the  examina- 
tions such  as  will  secure  candidates 
fitted  for  their  particular  Departments, 
but  will  also  ensure  that  the  knowledge 
possessed  is  not  the  result  of  a  system  of 
cram.  In  fact,  the  first  object  put  for- 
ward was  to  insist  upon  a  thorough 
education.  The  main  object  of  the 
entrance  examination,  it  is  to  be  borne  in 
mind,  is  to  secure  the  selections  of 
youths  which  have  liad  a  thoroughly 
well-grounded  liberal  education  as 
English  gentlemen  ;  and  what  I  want  to 
contend  for  is  that  the  Civil  Service 
Commissioners  secure  that  end  while 
they  do  not  exclude  youths  possessing 
the  ordinary  education  which  gentlemen 
get.  For  you  will  find  it  is  a  remarkable 
fact  that  in  a  great  number  of  cascjs  in 
which  Universities  and  8chcx)ls  send  up 
their  candidates,  they  are  largely  suc- 
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cessful,  not  in   consequence  of   having 
gone  upon  a  s^'stem  of  icram,  but  from 
having  adopted   a   system    of    what  is 
called  a  liberal  education  fitted  for  gentle- 
men both   at  school  and  in  College.      I 
quite  agree  that  the  object  ought  to  be 
that  those   which   have    been    reading 
specially  for  those  examinations,  shonld 
not  be  taken  out  of  the  ordinary  course 
of  education  which  will  qualify  them  for 
any  ot  her  position ;  and  the  system  which 
the  Civil  Service  Commissioners  adopt 
is,  I  think,  well  qualified  to  attain  that 
end.    For  instance,  in  the  lower  branches 
of  the  Civil   Service  Examinations    to 
which   candidates  are  admitted  no  one 
can  say  that  the  examinations  are  of  such 
a  character  as   to  induce  an  education 
different  from  that  which  would  qofilify 
a  man   for  any  ordinary  position  as  a 
merchant  or  shopkeeper  or  anything  else 
in  London   or  any   of  our  cities.     Bat 
with  regard  to  the  higher  class  examina- 
tions, if  my  noble  friend  had  looked  into 
the  subjects  which  are  examined  upon, 
and  the  care  with  which  they  are  selected, 
I  think  he  would  have  seen  that   there 
was  nothing  which  would  tend   to  en- 
courage  cram,  but  that  it  was  intended 
and  everything  was  done  to  encourage 
the  acquirement  of  a  liberal  education  at 
universities    and  schools.      There  have 
always  been    at    the    universities    and 
outside  men  with  special  qualifications, 
who  are  able,  as  it   were,   to   whip  up 
their   pupils    for   examination  for  good 
degrees    or   for    positions    which    they 
desire  to  attain.     Tliere  is  no  doubt  that 
there  are  unendowed  persons  who  have 
adopted     their    own     course     in    these 
matters,    and    have    shown    themselves 
specially    qualified    in    that    way,    but 
those   persons    are   not   the    examiners, 
and  therefore  no  suspicion  of  favouritism 
can    be     attributed     to     them     in    re- 
gard to   those   whom   they   coach,  who 
undergo  the  same  examination,  and  whose 
only  advantage  is  that  they  have  received 
the  help  and  stimulus  of  the  unendowed 
tutors.      I  do  not  think  the  object  of  my 
friend  is  to  interfere  with  the  system  of 
education,  and  I  do  not  understand  him 
to  say  that  these  examinations  for  special 
pur|K)ses   do   interfere   more    with    the 
system  of  education  than  the   examina* 
tious  for  prizes  and  certificates,  which  he 
seemed  to  think  so  injuriously  affect  the 
minds   and   physique  of  those   who  are 
subjected  to  them.     That  point  has  been 
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answered  by  the  Right  Rev.  Prelate, 
and  I  think  I  need  not  further  dwell 
upon  it.  But  let  me  quote  from  the 
late  Report  of  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
missioners for  the  purpose  of  showing 
what  are  their  own  views  upon  this 
question  of  liberal  education.  They  say 
that  for  themselves  they  are  fully  sensible 
of  the  great  responsibility  which  is  im- 
pos3d  upon  them,  and  that  they  will 
strive  by  constant  vigilanca  so  to  ad- 
minister the  system  as  to  encourage  a 
liberal  measure  of  instruction,  in  order 
to  ensure  that  those  candidates  only 
shall  succeed  whose  knowledge  has  been 
thoroughly  and  intelligently  acquired. 
And  when  we  consider  who  the  Civil 
Service  Commissioners  are,  we  find 
among  them  Sir  George  Dasent  and  Mr. 
Courthope — one  of  the  most  distinguished 
literary  men  of  the  day  and  a  man  highly 
qualified  for  the  post  he  occupies.  I 
know  more  of  him  than  of  Sir  G.  Dasent, 
but  everyone  who  knows  Mr.  Courthope 
knows  that  he  is  singularly  qualified 
for  the  post  he  holds,  and  that  he  is 
the  last  man  in  the  world  to  allow  a 
system  of  real  education  to  be  eclipsed  by 
a  system  of  cram  which  should  lead  to 
the  carrying  away  of  prizes  by  those 
who  had  not  received  a  thorough,  true, 
and  liberal  education,  as  he  says  himself. 
Then  my  noble  Friend  speaks  of  health, 
and  on  that  point  I  am  a  little  surprised. 
I  do  not  deny  for  a  moment  that  the 
great  competitive  strain  to  which  people 
are  subjected  in  these  days,  not  only  in 
schools  or  in  oflBcial  examinations,  but  in 
the  tremendous  struggle  for  existence 
and  for  a  competency  which  is  going  on 
in  this  country,  has  to  some  extent  in- 
creased the  prevalence  of  nervous  dis- 
ordei's,  and  has  had  in  that  way  an 
injurious  efEect  upon  people's  brains. 
The  only  question  is  whether  the  im- 
disturbed  brain  is  so  valuable  an  article 
that  the  risk  of  disturbing  it  should  not 
be  run  for  the  purpose  of  arriving  at 
higher  qualifications.  I  do  not  find  irom 
my  own  experience  that  people's  health 
and  minds  are  to  any  large  degree 
affected  by  these  examinations  in  schools, 
colleges,  and  universities.  In  the  Com- 
missioners' Report  there  is  given  a  sum- 
mary for  the  first  30  years  of  the  system. 
In  the  first  30  years  they  state  that  there 
were  123,000  entries  for  examination. 
My  Lords,  think  of  the  trouble  which 
Ministers  have  been  saved.     There  were 


nominated  26,675,  and  entries  for  open 
competition  291,521.  Tlie  reason  I  give 
the  full  figures  is  to  show  how  many 
were  affected  in  health.  Even  upon  the 
strict  medical  examination  made  of 
candidates  the  number  was  only  2,363, 
or  not  1  per  cent.  Therefore,  your 
Lordships  see  that  those  who  had  pre- 
pared themselves  for  these  examination!* 
or  competitions  had  not  absolutely 
destroyed  their  health,  and  one  knows 
that  among  such  large  numbers  there 
must  be  youths  who  have  inherited  dis- 
orders. That  seems  to  be  the  effect  of 
these  competitive  examinations.  You 
will  find  in  the  last  Report  of  the  Civil 
Service  Commissioners  a  letter  from  Sir 
Andrew  Clark  with  respect  to  the  1  ndian 
competitions,  for  which  he  had  been 
medical  examiner,  expressing  the  opinion 
that  those  who  passed  for  the  Indian 
Civil  Service  did  not  appear  to  suffer  in 
their  health,  though  I  believe  the  Indian 
Civil  Service  examination  is  as  severe  as 
any.  But  though  he  does  not  find  that 
they  suffer  in  their  health,  he  finds, 
curiously  enough,  that  there  is  a  parti- 
cular form  of  disorder — rather  disagree- 
able to  talk  of  perhaps — ^albuminuria, 
which  comes  on  at  the  critical  moment 
of  examination,  arising  apparently  from 
nervous  excitement,  and  to  i<'hicli  those 
possessing  highly  nervous  constitutions 
are  liable.  However,  he  finds  that 
when  the  examinations  are  over 
that  passes  off  in  a  few  days,  and 
does  not  materially  affect  the  candi- 
date afterwards.  I  think,  my  Lords, 
we  may  pass  on  with  the  subject  as  far 
as  the  official  examinations  are  concerned. 
With  regard  to  the  general  question  of 
health,  I  would  ask  have  we  become  a 
nation  so  puny  and  unhealthy  that  we 
have  no  longer  either  muscles  or  strength 
enough  for  such  a  strain,  as  would  appear 
from  the  statement  of  my  noble  Friend  % 
The  complaint  is  generally  the  oth^r  way  : 
the  complaint  is  that  we  are  becoming  a^ 
nation  of  athletes,  and  there  never 
was  a  time  when  athleticism  was  so 
prevalent  as  at  present  in  our  colleges 
and  schools  and  among  our  youth. 
Those  who  have  been  the  most  cele- 
brated at  Cambridge  and  Oxford  as 
athletes  have  taken  the  highest  places 
and  honours  in  the  Oxford  Classes  and 
the  Tripos  at  Cambridge.  And  so  with 
regard  to  the  Judges  and  those  who  have 
held  high    office   in  this   country.     My 
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noble  Friend  says  that    neither   we,   as 
Ministers,  nor  the    Judges    are   put  to 
examination.      The    Judges  have  to  go 
through  a  long  trial ;  it  is  true  they  have 
not  to  go  through  the  trial  of  an  examina- 
tion extending  over  several  days,  both 
oral  and  written,  but  they  have  to  make 
their   reputation   as    men   of  ability,  as 
lawyers  able  to  state  facts  and  deal  with 
them — certainly  they  have  to  show  their 
competency    in    law.     So,   again,    with 
regard  to  those  who  adorn  the  Bench  on 
which  my  right  rev.  Friend  sits,  there  is 
not  one  who  rises  without  examination  : 
they  have  had  to  show  their   qualifica- 
tions before  the  period  when  they  were 
elevated  to  the  Bench.     With  regard  to 
my  own  position  I  will  say  nothing — or 
I  will  only  say  this,  that  nothing  would 
be   less  to  my  taste  than  to  be  put  to  an 
examination  test  by  the    Civil   Service 
Commissioners.     When    I    was    at   the 
Home  Office  I  remember  a  very  curious 
incident  occurring  in  reference   to  this 
subject.     I  was  called  upon  to  appoint 
an  Inspector  of  Mines,  and   I  wrote  to 
the  great  College  at  Newcastle  to  recom- 
mend somebody.    They  sent  me  back  the 
name   of  a  man  who    they    said  knew 
everything  about  mines,  who  was  con- 
sulted upon  all  mining  questions  through- 
out  the    country   as   an    authority,  was 
thoroughly  acquainted  with  everytliing 
connected  with  the   ventilation  of  mines, 
and    whom    they   said   I   might  safely 
appoint.     Well,  I  appointed  him,  and  he 
went  before  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sioners for  examination.  He  was  plucked 
because,  as  he  said,  he  had  totally  for- 
gotten all  the  things  he  knew  when  he 
was  22,  but  that  at  42  his    mind   had 
been  carried  far  bayond  wliat  he  knew 
then,  and  he  said  it  was  unreasonable  to 
call  upon  a  man  at  his  age,  and  aftar 
so    long    an   exparience   to   undergo    a 
Civil  Servic3  examination.     I  agree,  but 
that    was   at    a    very    early    period    of 
this  system ;  things  are  now  conducted 
in  a  very  different  manner;  but  I  know 
it  happened  in  that  particular  case  that 
after  having   appointed  two   men,  both 
eminent   engineers   in  the   North,    who 
were  both  plucked,  the  Commissioners  at 
last  passed  a  young  man  of  the  greatest  dis- 
tinction, but  they  again  complained  that 
he  was  not  quite  25.      I  replied — "  This 
will  not  do,    if  he  is  not  25  he   Ls  very 
near   it."     Then  they  said   they  would 
pass  him,  but  that   his    pension  would 
ViscoiLnt  Craiibrook 


only  reckon  from  his  25th  year.     He  was 
then  appointed,  and  I  believe   has   been 
acting  with  great  success  ever  since.     I 
only  mention  that,  my  Lords,  to  show  tliat 
with  regard  to  examinations  they  should 
be  adapted  in  some  sense  to  the  kind   of 
men  who  are   called   upon  to  undergo 
them,  and  it  no  doubt  requires  a  great 
deal  of  skill  to  conduct  them  properly.  My 
noble  Friend  spoke  with  some  disrespect, 
I  think,  of  those  who  had  gone  to  India. 
I  have  myself  had  a    little   experience 
with  regard  to  Indian   matters,    and  I 
never  heard   complaints   made   on  that 
subject.     On    more    than  one   occasion 
inquiries  have   been   made  by  Govern- 
ment into  the  working  of  the  competitive 
system,  with  the  result  of  ascertaining 
that  the  system  has  produced  men  many 
of  whom  have  acquired  a  reputation   for 
administrative  capacity  of  a  high  order. 
With  regard  to  Indian  Civil  Servants,  I 
can   only  say  that   they  are   men   who 
are  eminently  qualified   to   perform   the 
duties  called  for  from  them.     I  can  quote 
from    the   Reports  of  the   Director    of 
Military  Examinations  to  the  same  effect ; 
and,  in  fact,  the  Civil  Service  examina- 
tions have  been  conducted  with  the  view 
of  getting  the  best  men,  because  it  has 
been  found  that  we   have  no  means  of 
getting  them  in  any  other  way.      I  do 
not  wish  to  be  in  the  least  misunderstood 
in  this  matter.     I  can  quite   understand 
the  arguments  of  my  noble  Friend  and 
his  supporters  with  regard  to  avoiding 
the  responsibility  of  nomination,  but  he 
is  mistaken  if  he  8uppos3S  that  character 
is  not  now  tested.  The  subject  of  character 
is  closely  inquired  into  by  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice Commissioners,  and  there  were  over 
2,000  rejected  on  that  ground,  and  not 
allowed  to  go  in  for  the  examinations,  as 
appears  in  their  Report  to  which  I  have 
adverted.    That  shows  tliat  there  is  super- 
vision exercised  with  regard  to  character. 
My  Lords,  after  all  tliis,  what  have  we  to 
do  with  a  Royal  Commission?  I  cannot 
myself  understand  the  arguments  for  a 
new  inquiry  of  that  kind.     There  is  a  per- 
petual inquiry  going  on.   What  good  pur- 
pose would  be  served  by  appointing  another 
Commission  ?     There  are  no  facts  with 
regard  to  what  is  done  in  foreign  coun- 
tries, which  cannot  readily  be  procured 
by  the  Foreign  Office,  as  to  this  subject 
and  all  matters  connected  with  it.    The 
Army  examination  of  the  Belgians  is 
referred  to  in  the  Appendix  to  the  last 
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Report  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission, 
and  anything  else  of  that  sort  can  be 
readily  procured.  Have  there  bsen  no 
inquiries  upon  the  subject  ?  Has  not 
this  subject  been  inquired  into  again 
and  again  ?  In  1853  there  was  Sir  Staf- 
ford Northcote's  Commission ;  then  in 
1855  there  was  an  Order  in  Council 
which  began  the  system ;  and  in  1856 
there  was  a  Resolution  of  the  House  of 
Commons  in  favour  of  it.  Then  in  1859 
there  was  the  superannuation  measure, 
that  no  one  who  had  not  a  certificate 
should  receive  a  pension.  In  1860  there 
was  a  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  appointed  upon  these  subjects. 
Then  there  was  another  Order  in  Council 
in  1870  upon  which  practically  they  are 
now  acting.  Since  that  time  there  has  been 
the  Playfair  Commission,  and  now  there 
is  the  Ridley  Commission,  which  has  to 
consider  this  question  incidentally,  and 
which  has  found,  in  fact,  that  a  great 
many  of  the  pupils  are  too  good  for  the 
post  for  which  they  go  up  to  b3  examined ; 
and  that  really  you  have  put  razors  to 
cut  blocks.  The  standard  may  be  altered 
in  order  to  answer  the  objection  that 
many  of  the  Lower  Division  clerks  have 
really  higher  qualifications  than  men 
in  the  Higher  Division.  Now,  after  all 
these  things,  what  is  it  my  noble  Friend 
wants  ?  He  wants  a  Commission  on 
which  we  must  put,  I  suppose,  representa- 
tives of  difEerent  opinions,  who  will  not 
report  unanimously.  Suppose  we  put  on 
a  Commission  Mr.  Frederick  Harrison 
on  the  one  side, and  some  person  who  t  '.kes 
a  totally  different  view  on  the  other,  what 
would  be  the  result  1  You  would  have 
simply  no  Raport  whatever,  or  an  imper- 
fect RapDrt,  and  we  should  be  just  where 
we  are.  My  Lords,  I  am  convinced 
of  tliis:  that  with  an  Executive 
deeply  interested  in  having  the  officss 
well  filled,  and  interested  in  exer- 
cising the  vigilant  superintendence 
which  it  exercises  now,  I  fail  to 
see  the  need  of  any  inquiry  such  as  is 
suggested  by  the  noble  Earl ;  and  it  is  a 
remarkable  thing,  when  you  consider 
how  every  subject  is  brought  before 
Parliament,  that  nothing  has  been 
brought  forward  against  the  system  as 
one  bringing  into  office  persons  who  are 
unfitted  for  their  duties.  No  attack  has 
been  made  upon  the  system  on  the 
ground  of  the  unfairness  in  the  examina- 
tions, or  of  injustice  done  to  individuals. 


Of  course,  there  will  always  be  among 
great  numbers  of  persons  black  sheep. 
Though  the  majority  are  white  sheep 
there  will  always  be  some  black  ones, 
whether  the  system  adopted  be  nomina- 
tion or  competition.  I  believe,  in  the 
absence  of  any  such  charges  against  the 
present  system,  that  a  new  Royal  Com- 
mission would  throw  no  greater  light  on 
the  subject.  Let  us  inquire,  if  you 
please,  into,  the  subject  of  education,  and 
how  we  can  give  a  better  stimulus  to  it  in 
regard  to  those  who  are  to  fill  official 
positions.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  there 
be  anj^thing  in  the  system  which  con- 
duces to  ill-health,  let  us  have  statistics 
on  the  subject,  and  not  act  upon  sug- 
gestions such  as  that  put  forward  by  my 
noble  Friend,  whose  medical  acquain- 
tance got  out  of  his  brougham  to  tell 
him  the  interesting  .  fact  which  he 
narrated.  It  did  not  seem  to  be  of  much 
importance  upon  this  point,  because  the 
particular  effect  to  which  he  had  just 
been  referring  was  the  effect  upon  girls, 
and  therefore  a  girl  was  more  likely 
to  be  subject  than  a  boy  to  the 
effects  of  the  system  which  he  so  much 
deplores.  My  Lords,  I  believe  that 
without  any  further  Commission  yon 
have  alreidy  full  means  of  arriving  at  a- 
just  conclusion  on  this  subject ;  and  there- 
fore, with  great  respect  to  my  nobla 
Friend,  I  must  answer  that  I  cannot 
accede  to  his  request  for  a  Commission, 
Lord  TEYNHAM  :  My  Lords,  I  think 
you  will  allow  that  my  noble  Friend 
made  an  exceedingly  good  point  when  he 
referred  to  the  athletic  part  of  the  argu- 
ment of  the  noble  Earl.  I  wish  the 
noble  Viscount  had  been  as  successful, 
as  he  certainly  was  eloquent,  in 
attempting  to  deal  with  the  numerous 
other  points  which  were  put  by  the 
noble  EarL  It  would  be  a  most  satis- 
factory thing  to  the  public  could  this- 
matter  be  dealt  with  successfully  once 
for  all,  and  as  I  think  every  great 
question  ought  to  be  dealt  with,  by  an 
able  Minister  like  the  noble  Viscount,  com- 
petent to  lead  public  opinion,  and  to  give 
to  public  opinion  that  guidance  which 
the  people  of  this  country  expect  to 
receive,  not  only  upon  this,  but  every 
other  important  question.  My  Lords^ 
it  is  very  curious,  indeed,  to  see  how 
many  inconsistent  opinions  there 
are  among  eminent  men,  them- 
selves  connected    with     the    work     ol" 
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education,  upon    this    subject.      I  was 
very  glad  to  hear  from  the  noble  Earl 
that   Dr.    Warre    had  given   his  views 
ngainst  the  present  abuse  of  examinations. 
The  last  time  I  looked  at  an  Eton  list,  and 
that  is  not  very  long  ago,  I  found  that 
the, Rev.  Dr.  was  not  only  examining  in 
tlie     old  -  fashioned    manner,    but    was 
tictually  examining  every  boy  for  ever}' 
<livision  he  had  to  enter,  and  if  he  did 
not    pass   afl&xed   the    sign   of  a   minus 
i^uantity  against  his  name.      I  hope  that 
lias  been  abolished,  and  that  the  opinion 
of    the   Rev.    Dr.    has    been    changed. 
Then    there   is   the   question  of  Public 
Schools.      I    am    acquainted    with    one 
which   is,  perhaps,  rather   more   a  pro- 
prietiiry      school      which      is      greatly 
]>atronised   by  the  upper  Middle  Class, 
jind  I  know  what  happens  to  the  boys 
Avho  are  at  a  too  early  age  over-educated 
ill  that  school.     They  are  sent  up  to  the 
Universities,  there  to  obtain  scholarships, 
I'.nd  they  obtain  nothing  else  because  they 
<\vii  worked  out ;  and  I  am  not  at  all  sure 
that  that  is  not  an  advantage  to  them 
considering  the  present  condition  of  the 
ITniversities.     I  am  not  speaking  of  wliat 
tliey  were  fonnerly,  but  of  what  they  are 
now,  even  when  the  positions  of  distinction 
in  them  have  been  so  very  highly  filled, 
^ly  Lords,  what  are  they  ?      Instead  of 
the  old  educ<iting  subjects — the  classics 
-md  mathematics — we  have  all   kinds  of 
^*  ologies."      Your   Lordships   know  the 
term    which    is   applied    to   these   other 
subjects.     They  are  subjects  which  are 
liiirmloss   enough ;    but   if  they   do   not 
])recisely   educate,  they  are  not  of  any 
distinct   advantage  to   the  persons  who 
are  examined.      Subjects   like   Political 
Economy  and  Modern  History,  with  which 
the  Universities  have   nothing  to  do,  are 
sul^stituted   for   real   educational  work. 
As  for  the  origin  of  this  system  which 
the  noble  Lord  pointed  out,  I  am  not  at 
all  surprised  to   find  that   Sir   Stafford 
Xorthcote  was  in  favour  of  this  kind  of 
examination,  because    it   is   within   my 
knowledge  that  Sir  Stafford  Northcote, 
in  order,  I  suppose,   to  assist  himself  in 
liis  Parliamentary  work,  went  to  a  cele- 
brated   Professor    of    Mnemonics     and 
studied    under    him,    and   probably   he 
thought  as  he  had  derived  benefit  from 
that  kind  of  instruction   it  would  be  of 
advantage    for    examinees    and    would 
assist  them  in  the  same  manner.     Now, 
the  next  point  is  one  to  which  I  desire 
Lord  Teynham 


particularly  to  call  your  Lordships' 
attention.  The  noble  Earl,  quoting  Lord 
Thring,  said  that  he  contended  that 
school  examinations  were  absolutely 
necessary,  simply  because  a  large 
majority  of  the  boys  would  not  work 
unless  they  had  a  stimulus  before  them 
or  a  stimulus  behind.  My  Lords,  I 
question  that,  and  I  think  they  might  be 
made  to  work.  It  might  be  made  a 
necessity  of  their  school  time  that  they 
should  work — it  was  so  in  the  time  cH 
our  grandfathers.  The  man  who  I  con- 
sider injured  and  ruined  more  than  any 
other  the  education  of  England  was 
tlie  late  Dr.  Valpy  of  Reading  School. 
He  took  it  into  lus  head — it  was  one  of 
the  follies  of  the  wise — that  grammars 
ought  to  be  written  not  in  a  learned 
language,  but  in  English.  Before  bis 
time  the  old  Eton  grammar  was  written 
in  Latin,  and  not  only  so,  but  lAtin  was 
the  language  spoken  in  every  school 
where  a  gentleman  was  educated.  A 
boy  never  addressed  his  master  except 
in  Latin,  nor  would  any  boy  even  address 
his  schoolfellows  except  in  Latin,  and  the 
consequence  was  that  in  those  days  a 
Lower  Fifth  Form  boy  would  have  a 
more  competent  knowledge  of  that  most 
diflBcult  art,  Latin  Prose  Composition,  than 
anyone  now,  except  perhaps  Archdeacon 
Denison.  As  to  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
saying  that  the  Universities  know  their 
own  business  best,  and  do  not  want  to  be 
guided  by  a  Royal  Commission,  I  happen 
to  have  seen  the  actual  marks  which 
were  given  by  four  examiners  to  a  very 
eminent  man  with  whom  I  am  acquainted, 
in  gi\'ing  him  a  First  Class  in  Classics,  and 
they  differed  so  widely  and  absurdly  in 
the  marks  which  they  gave  for  exactly 
the  same  work  tliat  it  shook  my  &ith  in 
University  examiners,  and  it  shakes 
my  faith  now  when  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  tells  us  that  the  Universities 
know  their  own  business  best. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  I  do 
not  wish  to  prolong  this  discussion  further 
than  to  express  my  very  great  relief  at 
hearing  the  speech  made  by  my  noble 
Friend  the  Lord  President  of  the 
Council,  for  I  understood  the  noble  Earl 
to  say  that  he  brought  forward  this 
motion  with  the  support  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  It  is  a  subject  in  whioh  I 
have  always  taken  a  great  interest.  My 
noble  Friend  began  by  an  allusion  to  a 
cook,  but  I  can  assure  him  that  no  cook 
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of  mine  ever  presented  to  me  an  ox  in 
the  shape  of  a  pill ;  though  with  great 
culinary  skill  he  has  himself  presented 
to  us  all  the  arguments  which  we  have 
heard  during  the  last  25  years  against 
the  admission  of   Civil    servants  to   ap- 
pointments by  competitive  examination. 
At  the  end  of  his  long  speech  he  statad 
his  justification  in  bringing  this  subject 
before  us  was  that  he  had  the  support  of 
the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  I  own  I  trembled  when  the  noble 
Viscount  rose  to  address  your  Lordships, 
bv3caus3  I  feared  that  we  might  be  going 
back  to  a  system  which  cannot  be  restored 
in  place  of  a  system  which  has  answered 
very  well  indeed.     It  has  always  seemed 
to  me  that  in  order  to  have  a  Royal  Com- 
mission  the    first   thing   is   to   show   a 
necessity  for  it,  and  it  is  for  my  noble 
Friend  to  show  that  in  this  cas3  there 
has  been  a  deterioration  in  the  personnel 
of  Civil  servants  either  in  this  country 
or  in  India.     Some  proof  that  that  has 
been  the  result  of   the  present   system 
ought  to  have  been  given,  and  I  believe 
there  is  no  proof  whatever  of  the  sort. 
The  noble  Earl  has  not  suggested  more 
than    others    have    done   who  have   at 
t  icked  this  system,  though  giving  us,  in 
a  more  tangible  way,  the  desires  which 
have  been  expressed  for  modification  of 
details.     The  question  is,   what   is   the 
most    certain   mode  of  enabling   us   to 
■SL'Cure  the  best  men,  whether  by  selec- 
tion, by  a  competitive    examination,  or 
])y  leaving  it  entirely  in  the  hands  of  De- 
[)artments  to  fill  up   vacancies   as   they 
arise  ?     The    noble    Lord   made    a  com- 
[)arison    between   Bishops,    Judges,  and 
statesmen.     I  think  he  might  have  said 
a  little  more  about   statesmen,  for  they 
have  a  great  tussle  to  go  through  before 
they  become  Cabinet  Ministers — a  very 
ij;:reat  tussle  indeed.     I  remember  a  joke 
of    Lord    Palmers  ton,     who    was    once 
jisked  whether  a  man  was  fit  for  an  office 
to  which  he  had  been  appointed,  and  he 
replied,  "  I  have  generally  found   that 
when  a  fellow  has  been  clever  enough  to 
get  a  political  office  he  is  clever  enough  to 
perform  the  duties  of  it."     There  is  no 
doubt  that  political   men  have  a  much 
better   and   s^fer   test    than   any   mere 
literary  examination  could  possibly  put 
them  through.     Judges  and  Bishops  are 
up  pointed,  it  is  true,  by  selection,  but  in 
tiie  case  of  such  appointments  the  great 
responsibility    rests    upon     the     Prime 


Minister,  or  the  head  of  a  Department 
who  makes  the  appointments  ;  and  if  he 
makes  a  bad  appointment,  he  is  perfectly 
sure  to  hear  of  it  directly  through  the 
organs  of  public  opinion ;    the  appoint- 
ment is  criticised,  and  he  has  at  once  to 
accept  the  responsibility.     Now,  what  is 
the  position  of  the  political  head  of  a 
great  Department  ?     Has  he  time  him- 
self to  really  examine  into  all  the  quali- 
fications of  the  numbers  of  young  men 
of  18  or  19  who  are  desirous  of  filling 
the  office  *?     I  venture  to  say  that  he  has 
not,   and    if    he    makes   a   mistake    in 
making  the  appointment  he  has  to  admit 
the  responsibility,  though  it  may  not  be 
brought  against   him   for  eight   or  ten 
years  afterwards.     I  believe  there  is  no 
possibility  of  the  head  of  a  Department 
himself    selecting  young  men,  and  the 
result  must  be,  for  human  nature  con- 
tinues the  same,  that  if  you   give  the 
power  to  heads  of  Departments  to  make 
appointments  to  offices,  the  power  will  be 
exercised  almost  always  at  the  dictates 
of    political   Whips    in    the    House    of 
Commons,  or  at   the   request   of    Peers 
who   discharge   similar   duties    in   your 
Lordships'  House ;  or  at  the  suggestion 
of    political  friends.      I  have  no  doubt 
that  we  should  all  like  to  have  an  easier 
opportunity  of   providing  for  sons  who 
are  not  quite  so  intelligent  as  we  should 
wish  them  to  be,  and  that  may  account, 
perhaps,  for  some  of  the  attacks  which 
have    been   made   upon   the   system    of 
competitive    examinations.      What    the 
right  rev.  Prelate  has  siid  is  perfectly 
true     with     regard     to     distinguishing 
between  real  and  forced  education — we 
ought   to   make   a   distinction    between 
cramming  and  real  education.     I  do  not 
think  the  word  "  cram  "  is  a  very  admir- 
able word.     Students  may  be  crammed  in 
such   a   way   as   that   they   learn    only 
the  questions  which  they  are  likely  to  be 
asked,  or  they  may  not,  and  it  depends 
entirely   upon    the   chai'acter    of    these 
examinations  whether  they  are  success- 
ful or  not    in   securing  the    best  men. 
The    noble   Lord    brought    forward   the 
instance     of    Sir    Henry    Taylor,     who 
declared  that  he  would  never  have  been 
able   to  get  into  the  Colonial  Office  if 
there  had  been  a  competitive  examination 
at  the  beginning.      I  entirely  agree  with 
the  noble   Lord   that  I   never  knew  a 
better  permanent  Civil  servant  than  Sir 
Henry    Taylor;    but    there    are    other 
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authorities  than  Sir  Henry  Taylor,  and 
I  am  justified,  I  think,  in  not  taking  his 
authority  upon  the  subject  of  what  he 
would  or  could  not  liave  done  when  he 
was  a  young  man,  because  I  am  perfectly 
certain  that  if  he  had  known  that  his  ad- 
mission into  the  Public  Service  depended 
upon  his  showing  that  he  possessed  a 
certain  amount  of  education,  he  would 
have  succeeded  in  satisfying  the  require- 
ments of  the  tests.  Another  thing  which 
your  Lordships  do  not  know,  but  which 
Lord  Kimberley  does,  with  regard  to  the 
question  of  clerks,  is  that  Sir  Henry 
Taylor  was  not  quite  so  good  an  authority 
as  will  be  supposed,  for  he  was  in  such 
an  exceptional  position  that  he  almost  to 
the  end  of  his  life  continued  to  do  some 
of  the  most  valuable  work  in  the  Colonial 
OflBce,  but  for  15  years  of  the  time  he 
never  saw  it,  living  70  miles  away  as  he 
did.  My  Lords,  I  really  am  glad  that 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  has  spoken  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  as  clearly 
as  he  has  done,  but  1  think  if  a 
case  of  deterioration  had  been  made  out, 
or  if  a  case  had  been  made  out  as  to 
the  destruction  of  health,  it  would  have 
been  a  very  difficult  thing ;  but  if  no  case 
of  that  kind  does  exist,  I  think  it  would 
be  perfectly  wrong  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  give  encouragement  to 
the  notion  that  the  valuable  system  now 
existing,  though  it  may  be  open  to 
improvement,  is  likely  to  be  upset  by  the 
Report  of  a  Royal  Commission. 

The    Earl    of    DUNDONALD  :     My 

Lords,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  noble  Earl 

whether,  in  the  event  of  his  succeeding 

in  his  Motion,  he  would  include  the  en- 
trance and  other  examinations  to  the 
Army  within  the  scope  of  it.  I  think 
your  Lordships  will  agree  that  in  no 
branch  of  the  Public  Service  is  it  so 
necessary  to  have  men  of  initiative  and 
readiness  of  resource  as  in  the  Army. 
By  the  present  system  of  examination, 
the  memory  of  a  candidate  is  made  the 
most  important  factor,  and  we  know 
that  many  men  of  small  memory,  but  of 
great  readiness  of  resource,  would  under 
the  present  system  be  prevented  from 
entering  Her  Majesty's  Service.  1  am 
sure  most  of  your  Lordships  must  have 
among  your  acquaintances  many  men 
who  have  failed  in  passing  the  prelimi- 
nary examinations  for  the  Army,  but  who 
are,  above  all,  the  most  fitted  to  lead 
£arl  Granville 


troops  in  action.  I  do  not  wish  to  make 
a  speech  on  the  subject.  I  came  here 
not  knowing  that  it  was  to  be  brought 
forward,  but  I  desire  to  call  attention  to 
the  examinations  in  regard  to  men 
who  are  entering  the  Services.  The 
noble  Viscount  made  some  remark  to  the 
effect  that  he  was  not  aware  that  these 
examinations  have  a  bad  effect  on  men's 
health,  but  I  know  men  personally  who 
have  told  me  they  have  been  made  ill 
by  having  to  undergo  the  examina- 
tions. I  trust,  therefore,  that  the 
noble  Earl  will,  if  he  succeed  in  his 
Motion,  include  the  Army  examina- 
tions in  the  scope  of  it.  In  my  own 
branch  of  the  Service,  the  Cavalry,  there 
were  in  former  days  four  or  five  men 
deep  waiting  for  commissions,  but  at  the 
present  time,  or  at  all  events  a  short 
time  ago,  there  was  hardly  a  Cavalry 
Regiment  in  the  Service  which  was  not 
short  of  officers,  while  hundreds  of  men 
who  would  make  most  excellent  Cavalry 
officers,  second  to  none  in  the  world,  are 
idle  and  doing  nothing.  The  object  of 
an  examination  for  the  Public  Service  is 
to  get  the  very  best  men  possible  to 
serve  the  country,  and  even  ir  it  be  diffi- 
cult to  fill  vacancies  it  is  impossible  to 
be  too  particular  as  to  the  men  who 
present  themselves  and  who  are  passed. 
In  the  Army  now,  according  to  a  recent 
regulation,  reports  are  made  upon 
subalterns  after,  I  think,  three  years' 
s?rvice,  by  the  senior  officers.  I  am 
afraid  that  any  report  of  that  kind 
will  be  more  or  less  a  dead-letter,  because 
when  a  subaltern  joins  a  regiment  ho 
may,  as  regards  acquirements,  stand  as 
fair;  he  may  pass,  and  may  be  qnite 
good  enough  to  go  on  at  first ;  and  it  is  a 
very  difficult  position  to  put  senior 
officers  in  who  are  perhaps  friends  of  the 
young  man,  who  may  be  quite  passable 
in  every  way,  to  say  that  they  shall 
block  him  out  from  the  Service.  I 
believe  that,  as  regards  the  Army,  the 
effect  of  this  provision,  under  which  you 
can  in  that  way  get  rid  of  an  officer  aiter 
three  years'  service,  will  be  that  you  will 
only  get  rid  of  the  most  glaring  instances 
of  incompetency.  My  Lords,  I  will 
conclude  by  again  hoping  that  the  noble 
Lord  will  proceed  with  his  Motion,  and 
that  he  will  include  the  Army  in  it. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY:  My 
Lords,  before  the  noble  Earl  answers,  I 
would  like  to  say  a  few  words.     I  do  not 
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Ttrish.  to  enter  into  the  general  discussion, 
but  only  to  touch  upon  the  subject  as  far 
as  it  bears  upon  the  Indian  Civil  Service, 
and  to  say  that  1  confirm  entirely  as  far 
as  my  own  experience  goes,  and  it  has* 
been  considerable,  what  was  said  by  the 
noble  Viscount,  as  to  the  result  of  the 
pres3nt  system  in  that  Service.  At  the 
time  I  had  the  honour  of  holding  the 
offic3  of  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  I 
made  repeated  enquiries  to  ascertain 
whether  the  complaints  sometimes  made 
in  the  public  prints  with  regard  to  the 
results  of  competitive  examinations  were 
well-founded  or  not,  and  I  and  my 
colleagues  convinced  ourselves  from  the 
reports  we  received  from  the  various 
departments,  that  there  was  no  reason  to 
ba  dissatisfied  with  the  results  of  the 
system  of  app  jinting  Indian  Civil  servants 
by  competitive  examination.  There  were 
of  course  some  failures,  as  there  must 
always  be  under  any  system.  Failures 
had  occurred  in  the  case  of  Civil 
servants  who  had  shown  want  of  judg- 
ment and  even  common  sense,  but  under 
no  system  could  that  be  avoided.  You 
Taay  tast  a  man's  intellectual  capacity, 
but  you  cannot  by  any  means  yon  can 
devise  test  his  judgment  or  common  sense; 
his  Examiners  cannot  be  certain  that  he 
possesses  either,  and  that  is  therefore 
<in  inherent  difl&culty  in  any  sj^tem  you 
may  introduce.  But  I  am  quite  sure 
there  is  no  reason  to  be  dissatisfied  with 
the  results  of  the  system  as  regards 
India,  and  I  am  glad  the  noble  Viscount 
quoted  from  the  report  upon  that  service, 
which  gives  a  perfectly  favourable  opinion 
upon  those  results.  I  will  also  add  that 
for  many  years  there  have  been  dis- 
cussions upon  the  question,  not  whether 
there  ought  to  be  competitive  examina- 
tions, but  as  to  age  and  other  qualifica- 
tions. Different  views  have  been  taken 
on  the  subject,  and  it  has  been  thought 
that  the  system  might  be  improved  upon. 
My  own  opinion  is  that  the  changes  pro- 
posed, particularly  with  regard  to  age, 
were  shown  to  be  on  the  whole  not  de- 
sirable, and  I  am  extremely  glad  to  find 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  has 
found  it  better  to  go  back  to  the  old 
system.  I  think  it  was  better  to  give  a 
trial  to  the  new  conditions ;  but  as  they 
were  found  not  to  work  as  well  as  the 
old  conditions,  I  am  very  glad  the  noble 
Viscount  has  found  himself  able  to  put 
those  conditions  again  in  force. 

VOL.   CCCXLI.     [third  series.] 


*The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cross)  :  My  Lords,  I 
am  glad  to  hear  the  expression  of  opinion 
which  the  noble  Earl  has  just  given.  I 
can  assure  him  the  matter  received  very 
careful  consideration  before  any  altera- 
tion was  made.  I  thought  it  only  right 
that  a  fair  and  full  trial  should  be  given 
to  the  younger  limit  of  age  fixed  upon 
some  time  ago  when  my  noble  Friend 
was  Secretary  of  State  ;  but  the  evidence 
which  was  produced  before  the  Com- 
mission which  sat  in  India,  and  the  Re- 
port of  the  Commissioners  themselves, 
coupled  with  the  strong  recommendation 
I  had  from  the  Viceroy,  convinced  me — 
having  gone  thoroughly  into  the  subject 
upon  the  Reports  which  I  received  from 
every  quarter — that  it  was  wise  to 
increase  the  limit  of  age  for  ex- 
amination from  19  to  23.  I  am 
in  hopes  that  we  shall  be  able 
to  secure  the  advantage  which  the  L'ni- 
versities  have  given  with  regard  to  the 
training  of  young  men  after  they  have 
obtained  their  degree.  Nothing  could 
be  better  than  the  behaviour  of  the 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge 
in  the  matter,  and  I  think  the  thanks  of 
the  country  are  due  to  them  for  the 
good  they  have  done  to  the  Indian  Civil 
Service.  I  take  this  opportunity  of  publicly 
thanking  them  for  the  manner  in  which 
they  have  received  the  change  of  age,  and 
no  doubt  still  hope  to  render  advantages 
to  the  Service.  I  think  now  that  the 
limit  of  age  has  been  altered,  it  is  right 
for  me  to  say  that  we  never  got  the 
actual  cream  of  the  public  school  boys 
because  they  were  taken  away  to  go  to 
the  crammers.  I  hope  we  shall  be  able 
to  get  them  now  before  they  fix  definitely 
their  aim  in  life,  and  that  either  before 
they  obtain  their  degree  or  afterwards 
they  will  find  such  an  opening  in  the 
Indian  Civil  Service  as  will  induce  them 
to  come  forward  for  the  purpose  of  filling 
the  appointments,  because  to  my  mind 
there  is  no  higher  profession  that  a  man 
can  take  up  than  that  of  the  Indian 
Civil  Service. 

The  Earl  of  MORLEY  :  My  Lords, 
I  should  like  to  say  with  regard  to  what 
has  fallen  from  my  noble  and  gallant 
Friend  with  reference  to  the  Army,  tliat 
I  had  myself  for  some  years  the  honour 
of  being  connected  with  the  Army  ;  and 
though  of  course  I  have  not  the  direct 
knowledge  which  he  as   an   officer  can 
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claim,  still  I  had  very  ample  opportunities 
of    knowing    what    officers   wore   some 
years  ago.     I  think  it  will  be  admitted 
by  everyone  that  officers  of  the  present 
day  are  in  knowledge  and  ability  very 
superior  to  what  they  were    20  years 
ago.     I  do  not  attribute  that  entirely  to 
the  system  of  examination,  but  I  think 
the    system   of  examination    has   done 
much  to  improve  the  education  of  officers. 
When    the   noble  Lord   says    that   the 
examinations       depend      on       memory 
ftnd  on  memory  alone,  I  entirely  diffet* 
from   him.      The  preliminary  examina- 
tion to  which   he   refers  is  a  very  easy 
one,  and  one   which  an  intelligent   lad 
ought  to  pass  without  much  difficulty. 
Then  when  you  talk  of  physique,  I  ven- 
ture to  think  that   the   officers   of   the 
present     time      are      not     inferior     in 
physique  to   the   officers  of  the  British 
Army      during      any      period     of     its 
existence.      The      noble      Lord     spoke 
of    the    necessity     of     obtaining     men 
possessing    powers     of    initiation,    but 
how  in  the  worid  are  you  to  discover 
whether  there  exists  the  initiative  power 
(the  importance   of   which    I    entirely 
admit)  in  a  lad  of  18  or  19,  whatever 
test  you  apply  ?     It  is  impossible  to  test 
those  powers  except  by  experience.     I 
am  not  in  the  least  a  fanatic  for  exami- 
nations, and  I  do  not  see  why  the  system 
of  examinations  cannot  be  improved.     I 
do  not  deny,  as  the  noble  Lord  on  the 
Cross   Benches   said,   that  your  system 
might  exclude  some  excellent  men  and 
some  fools,  but  I  would  ask  under  what 
system  can  you  avoid  this  ?     The  great 
point  is  to  admit  as  few  useless  men  as 
possible  and  to  get  as  high  an  average  as 
you    can.     I    believe    that    under    the 
present    system     of     examination    you 
exclude     those      who     are      absolutely 
ignorant,  and  you   do  not  run  the  risk 
of  excluding  more  men  than  under  any 
syst'-m    which    has    yet   been   devised. 
One's   sympathies  are  often   excited   at 
seeing    a   fine    young   fellow   who   has 
failed   to   get   into  tlie  Army,    but   we 
must  remember  that  many  fine   young 
men  who  are  now  officers  in  the  Army 
would  have  failed  to  get  in  under  the 
old    system,    and   have    had    the    door 
opened    to  them   under    this  system   of 
examinaiions.     I  do  feel   very  strongly 
that  before  we  are  called  upon  to  abolish 
or  revise  this  system,  which  has  not  been 
unsuccessful  up  to  the  present  time,  we 
The  Earl  of  MorJnj 


should  ascertain  what  system  is  likely 
to  be  successful. 

♦Earl  FORTESCLTE  :  My  Lords,  I  had 
not  intended  to  trouble  you  for  a 
moment  on  this  subject,  because  I 
understood  that  the  Debate  wfls  to  have 
turned  entirely  on  the  value  of  exami- 
nations before  official  appointmentB  are 
made.  My  noble  Friend  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  has  avoided  that  subject 
altogether  and  has  dwelt  exclusively  on 
the  Army  Examinations.  It  may  be  in 
the  recollection  of  some  of  your  Lord- 
ships that  I  have  ventured  to  contend 
that  the  tests  for  the  Army  are  incom- 
plete— not  that  intellectual  and  educa> 
tional  tests  ought  not  to  be  applied  to 
the  Army  or  that  their  application  has 
not  been  of  great  value,  but  the  physical 
strength  and  proficiency  in  martial  and 
athletic  exercises,  though  not  ignored  for 
what  has  been  called  the  scientific 
branches  of  the  Army,  the  Engineers 
and  the  Artillery,  are  entirely  ignored 
in  the  rest.  Nothing  but  a  pass  exami- 
nation takes  place  by  a  medical  man 
with  regard  to  the  appointment  of 
officers  for  the  Cavalry  and  Infantry, 
An  officer  of  Engineers  may,  as  has 
occurred  in  some  instances,  for  years 
together  never  have  occasion  to  cross 
a  horse ;  a  cavalr}*^  officer,  ex  hypotke^i^  is 
obliged  to*do  so ;  and  yet,  in  the  Wool- 
wich Examination,  proficiency  and  ex- 
cellence in  riding  counts  for  a  certain 
number  of  marks,  but  is  utterly  ignored 
in  examinations  for  the  Cavalry  or  for 
the  Infantr}'.  Surely,  while  good 
health  is  desirable  in  fulfilling  all  duties 
in  life,  and  in  occupying  any  official  posi- 
tion, yet  good  bodily  strength  is  of  most 
essential  value  in  the  case  of  officers  in 
the  Army.  I  rem«mber  an  ex-Cabinet 
Minister  once  saying  to  me  that  an  ex- 
amination which  attached  any  value  to 
riding  would  give  an  unfair  advantage 
it)  men  who  had  had  the  opportunity  over 
the  sons  of  poor  parents.     I  said  : — 

*'  I  did  not  know  before  that  you  wished  to 
have  a  handicap  competition  tor  the  honour 
of  serving  Her  Majesty  in  the  Army,  that  the 
object  was  not  to  get  the  best  possible  candidate 
but  to  get  the  best  possible  race.'* 

My  view,  on  the  other  hand,  is  that  if 
Her  Majesty  can  get  an  officer  who  is 
qualified  to  ride,  so  much  the  better. 
The  better  article  Her  Majesty  can 
obtain  at  a  given  price  and  on  given 
terms,  it  seems  to  me   the  greater  the 
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advantage  for  the  country.  I  must  not 
(let-iin  your  Lordships  longer  upon  a 
question  which  has  collaterally  arisen  in 
the  course  of  this  debate.  I  can  only 
say  with  regard  to  the  question  which 
has  baen  raised  by  my  noble  Friend,  that 
I  have  a  very  lively  recollection  of  the 
pressure  that  came  from  constituents 
nearly  half  a  century  ago  in  these 
matters  ;  and  one  of  the  Whips  long  ago 
cjonfided  to  me  that  as  a  rule  Members  for 
small  constituencies  got  a  greater  number 
of  appointments fortheirconstituents  than 
Members  for  large  constituencies;  and  for 
this  reason,  that  it  made 'comparatively 
little  differenca  in  an  election  in  a  large 
constituency  to  the  chances  of  a  candi- 
date's election  whether  he  obtained  a 
particular  nomination  for  some  particular 
friend  and  supporter  or  not,  whereas  in 
a  small  constituency  it  might  make  the 
whole  difference.  A  man  with  two  or 
three  brothers  and  cousins  in  a  small 
constituency  in  the  old  days  might 
decide  the  election*  one  way  or  the 
other,  and  therefore  not  only  had 
you  a  preponderance  of  nominations  in 
favour  of  the  relatives  of  the  least  inde- 
pandent  and  least  high-minded,  as  a  rule, 
of  the  constituents,  but  you  had  a  pre- 
ponderance of  this  kind  of  nomina- 
tion from  the  most  corrupt  and  smallest 
consti tue  ncies  of  the  c  luntry ,  Whatever 
faults  may  be  f  mnd  with  the  present 
system,  looking  back  in  my  own  remem- 
brance— and  I  had  some  facilities  at  one 
time  in  my  life  for  seeing  how  patronage 
was  bestowed — I  cannot  doubt  that  the 
tasting  of  candidatas  by  examination  is 
in  its  results  greatly  superior  to  the  old 
system  of  nomination.  As  a  noble  Lord 
has  very  truly  observed,  the  nomination 
of  an  incompetent  young  man  is  not 
likely  to  effect  prejudicially  at  once  the 
efl&ciency  of  a  public  office,  but  as  year* 
pass  by,  after  the  patron  has  gone  into 
Opposition,  or  has  been  placed  in  some 
other  office,  or.  has  died,  by  the  process 
of  seniority  the  inefficient  young  man 
rises  to  a  position  of  some  importance  and 
weight  in  his  office,  and  the  office  suffers 
accordingly,  but  no  one  remembers  after 
the  la  pse  of  so  many  years  who  was  the 
Minister  originally  responsible  for  the 
appointment.  So  that  in  using  his 
personal  influence  a  Minister  used  not 
to  be  immediately  concerned  with  regard 
to  the  litness  or  eligibility  of  the  candi- 
date.     Nothing  is  perfect  in  this  world. 


and  I  have  no  donbt  that  the  system  of 
appointment  of  candidates  may  be 
susceptible  of  further  improvement.  I 
am  quite  satisfied  that  it  is  susceptible  (>f 
a  great  deal  of  improvement  in  the  case 
of  candidates  for  the  Army,  but  I  cannot  as 
regards  the  Civil  appointments  altogether 
support  the  views  of  my  noble  Friend. 

The  Eabl  of  WEMYSS  :  My  Lords,  I 
have  only  one  word  to  say,  and  it  is 
hardly  in  reply,  but  rather  in  explana- 
tion. The  noble  Lord  who  spoke  from 
the  Back  Benches  asked  whether  I  would 
enlarge  the  scope  of  the  motion  so  as  to 
take  in  examinations  as  regards  the 
Army.  I  shall  be  perfectly  ready  to  do 
that  if  it  will  make  the  Motion  more 
acceptable  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council.  Would  it? 
♦Viscount  CRANBROOK  :  No. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  :  My  object  is 
to  get  this  Motion  carried,  which  I  believe 
would  greatly  benefit  the  prospects  of 
education  in  this  country,  but  I  suppose^ 
from  the  reply  of  the  noble  Viscount,, 
that  that  enlargement  of  the  Motion 
would  not  make  it  more  acceptable  io 
him.  I  am  bound  to  say  it  was  with 
some  astonishment  that  I  heard  the 
speech  of  my  noble  Friend.  That  speech 
was  quite  the  speech  of  a  person  in  an 
official  position,  for  he  bds?d  his  answers^ 
on  the  opinions  of  those  under  him  in  the 
Office. 

♦ViscouNi' CRANBROOK:  I  bag  the 
noble  Lord's  pardon  ;  the  Civil  Service 
Commissioners  have  nothing  whatsver  to 
do  with  me  ;  they  are  not  under  me — 
they  are  under  the  Treasury. 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS  :  I  thought 
there  was  a  connection  between  the  Civil 
Service  Commisbioners  and  the  Educa- 
tion  Department,  but  apparently  there 
is  none.  What  the  public  desire  to  know 
is  whether  thesa  official  Reports  are  as 
absolutely  trustworthy  as  they  might  be 
supposed  to  be  as  regards  the  carrying  on 
the  affairs  of  the  country.  My  noble 
Friend  has  absolutely  ignor.  d  the  mass 
of  evidence  which  he  knew,  or  ought  to 
have  known,  is  being  got  together  in  the 
shape  of  letters  from  all  sorts  and  condi- 
tions of  men,  peers,  heads  of  colleges, 
and  some  of  the  men  best  known  to 
science  in  this  country',  who  all  say  that 
the  time  has  come  for  an  inquiry  into 
the  matter.  I  say  I  am  surprised, 
because  I  am  inclined  to  believe  that  if 
the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
3  H2 
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had  not  been  a  victim  to  the  prevailing    Some  notice  was  given  to  my  request. 


epidemic  and  had  been  in  the  House  to- 
night, we  should  not  have  had  the  speech 
we  have  heard  from  the  Treasuiy  Bench. 
I  bad  hoped  the  Prime  Minister  would 
liave  been  here,  and  I  had  reason  to 
believe  from  what  I  have  been  told  by 
those  whom  I  represent  in  your  Lord- 
ships' Hous3  to-night  that  he  would  have 
acceded  to  the  appointment  of  this  Com- 
mittee. So  that  1  may  say  that  I  am 
among  those  who  have  suffered  from  the 
prevailing  epidemic.  The  Chairman  of 
Committees  argued  as  if  there  was  no 
alternative  between  the  present  system 
and  a  return  to  the  old  sysfcam  of  jobbery 
and  unfairness  ;  but  it  is  in  the  belief 
than  there  is  an  alternative,  and  in  the 
hop3  of  putting  it  forward,  that  we  are 
moving  in  this  matter.  Certainly  my 
object  was  to  show  that  those  who  are  in 
favour  of  this  inquiry  want  a  Royal  Com- 
mission in  order  to  see  whether  the  com- 
plaints against  the  pres3nt  system  are 
well  founded  or  not,  and  to  see  whether 
you  cannot  find  some  middle  course 
which  shall  be  less  disadvantageous  to 
the  country.  That  is  my  answer  to 
the  Chainnan  of  Committees.  The 
noble  Lord  has  referred  to  what  has  been 
done  in  Holland.  The  whole  of  the 
Civil  Servica  is  provided  for  in  this  way 
— not  by  examination,  but  by  the 
nomination  of  heads  of  Department,  and 
then  the  candidates  have  to  pass  an 
examination.  I  can  only  express  my 
disappointment  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  thought  it  right, 
through  my  noble  Friend  the  Lord 
President  of  the  Council,  to  decline  to 
grant  this  Commission,  but  I  hope  they 
wills3e  fit  to  alter  their  decision. 

The  LORD    CHANCELLOR :     Does 
the  noble  Lord  persist  in  his  Motion  ] 

The  Earl  of  WEMYSS:  No  ;  I  shall  not 
prjss  my  Motion. 

Motion    (by  leave  of  the  Houss"^  with- 
drawn. 

POCK  ACCOMMODATION  AT 
GIBRALTAR. 

QUESTION — OBSERVATIONS. 

♦VISCOUNT  SIDMOUTH  :  My  Lords,  I 
wish  to  rejieat  a  question  which  has  now 
been  before  us  for  three  Sessions.  Three 
Sessions  ago  I  asked  my  noble  Friend 
representing  the  Admiralty  whether  they 
lioped  to  construct  a  dock  at  Gibraltar. 
The  Earl  of  Wemyss 


but  I  was  told  that  the  Admiralty  bad 
not  made  up  their  minds  upon  the  sub- 
ject.     Since  then,  as   I  understand,    a 
member  of  the  Board  has  been  out  to  Gib- 
raltar,   and   in  company  with  scientific 
engineers    has    examined    the    various 
sites.     The  Report  appears  to  have*  been 
favourable,  and  we  are  again  told  that 
the  Admiralty  are  considering  the  ques: 
tion.    My  Lords,  I  am  afraid  the  Govern- 
ment have  been  somewhat  deterred  by  a 
speech  which  was  made  last  year  by  my 
noble    Friend   Lord    Carnarvon,  whose 
opinion  must  carry  great  weight  although 
it  is  a  non-professional  opinion.     His  ob- 
jection to  tlie   dock  was  based  on  two 
grounds.  He  first  state  d  that  the  anchorage 
at  Gibraltar  was  very  unsafe,  and  then  he 
said,  what  WEts  partially  true  no  doubt, 
that  where  vera  dock  might  be  constructed 
it  would  be  exposed  to  hostile  batteries 
from  the  Spanish  shore.     With  regard 
to  the   first  question,   I  would  merely 
remark  that  if  there  is  any  one  position 
in    which    a    ship    might    be   safer   in 
harbour   than   another,  it  is   when  she 
is  in  dry  dock  ;  and  if  the  question  of  the 
erection  of  batteries  on  the  Spanish  shore 
is  supposed  to  be  against  the  construction 
of  a  dock  at  Gibraltar,  I  can  only  say 
that  the  same  objection  applies   to   all 
docks,  arsenals,  and  works  to  which  we 
have  gone  on  adding  for  a  series  of  years. 
It  is  very  doubtful,  from  whatever  point 
hostilities  might  come,  whether  any  bat- 
teries could  be  erected  which  could  not 
be  commanded  by  the  Rock  battery ;  or 
supposing  there  should  be  anything  that 
could  harm  us,  to  which  we  could  not 
speedily     reply     by     armaments      sent 
out  from  our  own  arsenals.       If  it  is  a 
question   of  working  batteries  it  would 
be   probably    "para  mafiana"  with   the 
Spaniards      (an      expression      implying 
delay  in  Spanish),  and  I  think  we  could 
supply    heavier     guns     from     England 
than    any    hostile    Power    could    place 
to    command    the    Gibraltar    dock.      I 
hope    the    Government     are     consider- 
ing   this    question,    and    the    reason   I 
bring  it  forward  now  is  that  it  may  be 
taken    into     consideration    before     the 
Estimates  are  passed,  and  not  delayed  for 
another  year.     I   need   not  remind  my 
noble  Friend,  who  is  a  naval  man  himself, 
how  important  it  is  that  some  means  of 
repairing  our  ironclads  abroad,  or  in  the 
Mediterranean,  should  be  found  in  addition 
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to  Malta.     I  venture  to  point  out  again 
tliat  there  is  at  this  moment  a  fleet  worth 
£10,000,000    sterling   in    the    Mediter- 
ranean,  and  that  there  is  no  provision 
made    for   repairs   except   at   Malta.      I 
think  there  are  thrae  or  four  large  docks 
at  Malta  ;  but  suppose  you  go  to  war,  and 
any  of  our  large  ironclads   are  disabled, 
there   is   really   nowhera   else  to  repair 
thos3  ships  unless  they  are  taken  away 
from  the  Mediterranean  to  Plymouth,  as 
our   nearast   dockyard.     In  the   present 
stats  of  dock  accommodation  in  the  East 
Indies,  men-of-war   have  been   actually 
taken    from    the    East    India    Stations 
because    they  could  not  be  repaired  on 
the   East  India  Stations  CI  mav  sav  that 
with  regard  to  that  I  shall  have  a  ques- 
tion to  ask  by-and-bye),  and  they  have 
had  to  be  repaired  at  Malta.     If  you  go 
to    war   your   ships   will    be   subject  to 
hostile   attacks  in  tha  East  and    in  the 
Mediterranean,  and  very  likely   on  the 
coasts  of  Spain.     Your  docks  would  be 
crowded  at  Malta  ;  you  would  not  be  in 
the  position  of   Lord  Colliugwood  after 
Trafalgar,  when  there  was  no  enemy  to 
oppos3  him,  and  he  could  send  his  ships 
home   to   be   repaired ;   but  you    would 
have    to   send   your   ships    home    2,000 
or  3,000  miles    to   your  nearest  port — 
Plymouth,    in    the    face    of   an  enemy. 
I  very  much  fear  from  what  I  hear  that 
the    Government  are   grudging  the   ex- 
pense   of    £350,000    which    would    be 
necessary  for  the  construction  of  a  dock, 
and  that  they  are  offering  some  subven- 
tion to  private  companies  in  the   matter. 
I   venture  to  suggest  that  if   that  is  so, 
it    is   a    policy  unworthy   of   this   great 
country  to  hand  over   the  safeguarding 
of  the  vast  property  which   I  have  men- 
tioned to  the  enterprise  of  some  private 
company,    and  that  they  should  under- 
take   as   the   only   step   worthy   of   this 
great  country  to  at  once  commence  this 
dock  and  pay  for  it  themsalves ;  and  that 
they  should  lose  no  time  about  it,  for  it 
is  impossible  that  a  dock  could  be  con- 
structed under  two  or  thrae  years,  and 
if  any  hostile   oparations  take  place  in 
the   future   it  may   not   be  constructed 
in  time. 

Lord  BRASSEY  :  My  Lords,  before 
the  noble  Lord  replies,  there  are  two  con- 
siderations which  I  should  like  to  put  in 
the  briefest  terms  with  regard  to  what 
has  fallen  from  the  noble  Viscount. 
First,  it  is  proposed  that  the  dock  at  I 


Gibraltar  should  be  constructed  as  a  con- 
venience and  facility  to  commerce.  That 
part  of  the  saa  is  crowded  with  our 
shipping,  and  I  can  only  say,  having  been 
frequently  at  Gibraltar,  that  I  never 
visited  the  place  without  seeing  a  number 
of  steamers  under  repair  there.  It  does 
seem  unsatisfactory  that  in  the  con- 
tingency of  war  the  Mercantile  Marine 
should  be' entirely  dependent  for  its  coal 
supply  afloat  on  the  hulks  in  the  Bay  of 
Gibraltar,  every  one  of  which  might  be 
sunk  by  torpedoes  on  a  dark  night  ©r  in 
foggy  weather.  I  think  that  is  one  very 
great  argument  for  the  construction  of  a 
dock. 

♦Lord  ELPHINSTONE  :  My  Lords, 
no  one  wL|[|  has  studied  the  subject, 
especially  ^W^h  the  aid  of  a  map,  will  be 
surprised  at  the  interest  which  has  been 
shown  in  it  on  several  occasions  by  the 
noble  Viscount  when  he  has,  from  time 
to  time,  brought  the  matter  before  this 
House.  This  is  not  the  second,  or  even 
the  third,  time  that  he  ha<?  brought  it 
forward.  Naval  Commanders-in-Chief 
in  the  Mediterranean  have  from  time  to 
time  pointed  out  to  the  Admiralty  the 
advantage  we  shpuld  derive  from  having 
a  first-class  dock  at  Gibraltar,  and  the 
Admiralty  fully  concur  in  the  view 
which  has  been  so  generally  pressed 
upon  them  on  the  subject.  The  Ad- 
miralty fully  admit  the  absolute  neces- 
sity in  time  of  war  of  having  at  that 
station  such  a  dock  as  would  be  capable 
of  accommodating  our  largest  ships. 
Hitherto  there  have  been  difficulties  in 
the  way  into  which  I  need  not  ent:r, 
but  which  your  Lordships  will  readily 
understand.  Even  now,  the  Estiraatts 
having  been  framed  for  this  year,  it  has 
been  thought  better  that  the  works 
should  be  undertaken  by  private  enter- 
prise rather  than  by  Her  Maj  sty's 
Government.  Various  Bodies  have  ap- 
proached the  Admiralty  with  the  view 
to  undertaking  the  construction  of  the 
dock,  and  now  we  are  only  waiting  for 
some  further  particulars  before  deciding 
upon  the  details  of  the  matter.  The 
Director  of  Works  was  recently  out  on 
the  spot,  and  of  the  various  sites  sugges- 
ted he  selected  one  upon  the  new  Mole 
Parade  Ground,  in  close  proximity  to 
the  dockyard.  The  new  dock  which  it 
has  been  decided  to  construct  is  to  be 
520ft.  long  and  100ft.  wide,  and  capable 
of  taking  a  ship  drawing  32ft.  of  water 
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on  the  blocks.     In  the  event  of  a  ship  entertained   for  a   moment  by   any  Pe 

being  partially  damaofed,  havinpf  one  of  partment    of    IJer     Majesty's    Gk)veni- 

her  compartments  full  and  not  being  on  ment. 

an  even  keel,  we  shall  be  able  to  dock  a  *ViscousT  SIDMOUTH  :  Then  I  under- 

ahip  drawing  35ft.  of  wat2r  without  the  stand  ray  noble  Friend  to  say  that  tlie 

blocks,  and  at  high  tide  as  much  as  37ft.  of  dock    is    to    be  constructed    partly  by 

water.  Our  longest  man-of-war  is  41  Oft.  in  private  enterprise  ? 

length,  and  the  greatest  draught  of  water  #lord  ELPHINSTONP] :  No  ;  entirely. 

of  any  of  our  ships  is   28ft.,  so  that  we  ^^.              c^Tr^nrr^Tm^Tr     -ht-h  ^i_  ^^  * 

Hlmll  have  ample  space.    Another  matter  *Viscount  SIDMOUTH  :  Will  that  fact 

which  has  been  considered  of  the  grd^atest  <^casion  any  delay  ? 

imj)ortance  is  the  ext-nsion  of  the  Mole,  *Lord  ELPHINSTONE  :  We  hope  not : 

jind  it  has  been  thought  desirable  that  we    hope  to   get  the   specifications  in  a 

the  work  should  be  undertaken  simulta-  very  few  dnys. 

neously  with  the  dock.     It  is  proposed 

that  it  should  be  increased  in  length  by  CATHEDRAL  CHURCHES  BILL.— 

1,600ft.,    and   it    is    thought    that    the  (yo.  14.) 

(.xcavations  of   rock  to  form  the  dock,  jj^^^    ^^   Committee    (according  to 

which    will    be    80ft.    m    depth    from  ^^^^^.    pin   reported  without   amend- 

the    surface     will    go    a    long   way,    if  ^^^^.  ^„^  ^^y^    ^.^^^    3.   ^^   Tuesday 

not    completely,     towjirds     the     forma-  ^o^t 

tion     of     the     new      Mole      extension. 

The  advantage  of  the  sifce  chosen  for  the  House  adjourned  at  Seven  o'clock, 

docks    is   that  it  will   be   protected    by  ^^  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

,         J        J.1      1         £      V  •  TL  before  Eleven  oclock. 
rising  ground   under  the  lee  of  which 

it  will  be  placed  from  the  fire  of  ships  at 

sea.     On  that  rising   ground,    there  are  '     

ramparts     already    placed.     A     further 

fidvantage  will  be  that  the  entrance  will  HOUSE     OF     COMMONS 

have  the  protection  of  the  Mole.     It  will 

not  interfere  in  any  way  ^yitll  the  very  ^.„y„      oSth  February,  1890. 

limited  spacj  which  now  exists  mside  the 

Mole    for     anchorage.      Moreover,     the  -  _       __  ._ 

coat  of  the  works  on  this  side  will  be  less 

tlian  on  any  other  that  has  been  proposed.  QUEEN'S     SPEECH    (ANSWER    TO 

I  will  take  this  opportunity  of  referring  ADDRESS). 

to  a  matter  upon  which  a  good  deal  has  The       COMPTROLLER       of       thk 

b?en  said.     The  idea  has  got  abroad  that  HOUSEHOLD   reported   Her  Majesty's 

Her  Majesty's    Government  i)ropf  so    to  Answer  to  the  Address,  as  foUoweth  : — 

(•onstruct  docks  or  the  protection  for  the  .  j  ^^^^  ...^j^^^  ^j^^^  satisfaction  your  loyal 

docks,  on  ground  belonging  to  Spam.    No  ^^^  dutiful  Address. 

such  idea  has  ever  entered  the  heads  of  ,             « ■,    ^  ,       , 

Her  Majesty's  Government.     It  is  true  ^  *""  confident  that  the  matters  which  I  have 

that   among    the    many    schemes    from  recommended  to  your  consideration  will  receive 

time  to  time  suggested  to  the  Admiralty  >°"'  ^'^""''^  attention.  And  you  may  rely  on 

there    was    one    for     making    a    canal  ^^X  co-operation  in  your  endeavours  to  promote 

along  the  north  side  of   the  Rock,  and  '*^^  ^^^^'^'^S  and  happiness  of  my  people.- 

that    scheme    proposed    that   the    canal 

should  be  used  for  coaling  and  docking  CIVIL  SERVICES   AND  REVENUE  DE- 

purposes ;  but  though  supported  by  Sir  PARTMENT8  (RE-ARRANGEMENT  OF 

John  Bargoine  it  was  strongly  condemned  VOTES.) 

by  Lord  Napier  and  especially  by  Sir  J.  Copy  ordered  [February  27] — 

Adye,   the    late    Gov.^rnor  of   Gibraltar,  ..Qf  SUtement   showinjc  Arrangement    of 

on    military    grounds.       So    far    as    the  Votes  ia  the  Kslimatesfor  1890-91. ascompared 

Admiralty    are    concerned    the     scheme  ^i^^  ^^^^  >"  ^^e  Estimates  for  1  h89-90.— (JTr. 

has     never     even    been     before     them  '^^^^'*^*'-) 

ottieially.     The  scheme,  I  can  only  say,  Copy    presented   accoi'dingly ;    to   lie 

has  been  condemned,  and  wlierever  the  upon    the    Table,     and    to   be   printed. 

idea     originated     it     has     never     been  [No.  73.] 


SHIPS    (UNITED    KINGDOM). 

Return  ordered — 

^*  Of  ships  arriviog  at  Ports  in  the  United 
!Kingdom  from  Foreign  Ports  in  the  years  1888 
and  1889  with  live  cattle  onboard,  showing  the 
*name8  of  the  vessels,  ports  of  departure,  and 
<theloss  of  human  and  animal  life  from  such 
•vessels.'* — {Mr.  Howard  Vincent). 

QUESTIONS. 
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Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  iff  a 
fact  that  Mr.  J.  E.  O'Mahony,  editor  of  the 
Tipperary  Nationcdist,  now  undergoing 
a  sentence  of  six  weeks*  imprisonment 
under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act,  has  been  removed  to  Tulla- 
more  Gaol  from  Clonmel  Gaol,  where  he 
had  been  in  consultation  with  his 
solicitors,  Messrs.  Burke  and  Crean,  of 
Clonmel,  regarding  his  defence  in  cases 
of  libel  brought  against  him  by  Colonel 
Caddell,  R.M.,  and  R.  Power,  bailiff,  for 
publications  in  his  paper  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Mr.  0'Mahony*s  removal 
deprives  him  of  the  opportunity  of  holding 
necessary  consultations  with  his  solicitors  ; 
whether  he  will  order  Mr.  O'Mahony's 
re-transference  to  Clonmel  Gaol,  so  as  to 
be  near  his  solicitors ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  although  Drs.  Creau  and 
Flynu  certified  that  Mr.  O'Mahony  had 
been  suffering  immediately  before  his 
imprisonment  from  a  sjvere  attack  of 
influenza,  from  which  he  had  not  fully 
recovered, 'he  was  placed  on  prison  diet 
in  Clonmel  Gaol,  and  that  Alderman 
Cantwell,  Visiting  Justice,  protested 
against  Mr.  O'Mahony's  treatment ;  what 
is  Mr.  O'Mahony's  condition  of  health  at 
present ;  and  what  steps  have  been 
taken  to  give  effect  to  the  recommenda- 
tions of  Drs.  Crean  and  Flynn,  that 
Mr.  O'Mahony  requir<^d  **  very  careful 
treatment  and  a  nourishing  regime  *'  ? 


ELE  M  E  NT  AR  Y  80HOO  LS. 
(3.10.)  Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (Uni- 
versity  of  London)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  whether  an  elementary  school 
which  takes  English  and  geography  as 
class  subjects  can  present  children  for 
examination  in  history  and  elemsntary 
-science  as  spacial  subjects  ? 

♦The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dvke,  Kent, 
Dartford) :  There  is  nothing  to  prevent 
to  such  a  plan,  as  that  indicated  ':i  the 
question,  being  carried  out,  provided  that 
n  graduated  scheme  of  tesiching  History 
^ind  Elementary  Science,  as  specific  sub- 
jects, be  submitted  to  and  approved  by 
the  Inspector. 

THE  NEW  MAGAZINE  RIFLF. 

General  Sir  WILLIAM  GROSSMAN 
((Portsmouth)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  Sbate  for  War  if  he  would  state 
to  the  Hou'ie  who  is  the  inventor  of  the 
new  Magazine  Rifle  now  being  issued  to 
the  Army ;  what  reward  has  he  received, 
or  is  he  to  receive  ;  is  the  invention  pa- 
tented ;  what  is  the  nature  of  the  cart- 
ridge and  powder  now  used  with  this 
rifle  ;  who  is  the  inventor  ;  what  reward 
'  has  he  received,  or  is  he  to  receive  ;  and, 
is  the  invention  patented? 

*The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincoln,  Horn- 
•castle) :  The  Magazine  Rifle  is  a  com- 
posite weapon,  portions  of  which  are  due 
to  different  inventors,  and  the  same 
remark  applies  to  the  cartridge.  Patent 
rights  are  claimed  as  regards  some  of  the 
parts,  and  they  will  be  fully  and  care- 
fully investigated  before  the  question  of 
reward  is  decided.  Up  to  this  time  no 
rewards  have  been  paid. 

IRELAND-CASE  OF  MR.  J.  E. 
O'MAHONY. 
Mr.  CONDON  (Tipperary,  E.) :   I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretan'  to  the  Lord 


Mr.  J^TiYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  I  have  also 

to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary,  in  reference 

to  this  case,  whether  the  General  Prisons 

Board  have  received  any  Report  as  to  the 
condition  and  treatment  of  Mr.  O'Mahony, 
editor  of  the  Tipj)erary  Xationalisty  in 
Clonmel  Graol ;  if  he  has  seen  the  state- 
ment made  by  Alderman  Cantwell,  a 
Visiting  Justice,  that  he  found  Mr. 
O'Mahony  in  a  **  very  weak  condition," 
and  that  Mr.  O'Mahony,  whilst  suffering 
from  a  bad  attack,  was  left  on  a  plank 
bed  and  on  prison  diet,  with  nothing  to 
drink  but  cold  water,  the  result  being 
"  complete  prostration  and  utter  loss  of 
appetite";  and  if  he  will  direct  the 
Prisons  Board  to  order  an  inquiry  into 
the  facts  of  this  case  ?  I  also  desire  to 
know  if  it  is  true  that  Mr.  O'Mahony, 
editor  of  the  Tipperary  Nationalist,  has 
been  removed  from  Clonmel  Gaol  to 
Tullamora  Gaol ;  what  is  the  reason  for 
transfer;  and  what  is  the.  approximate 
cost  of  the  removal  1 
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*Mr.  K  stanhope  :  No,  Sir ;  cer- 
tainly not  When  the  work  is  com- 
menced in  earnest  they  will  be  removed. 

LONDON  SEWAGE. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.B.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Tiocal  Govern- 
ment Board  whether,  before  any  scheme 
for  the  disposal  of  London  sewage  is 
adopted,  a  Government  Inquiry  would  be 
iield,  at  which  the  inhabitants  of  Sonth- 
East  Essex  would  have  tlie  opportunity 
of  expressing  their  views,  and  giving 
evidence  ? 

♦The  PRESIDENT  of  thk  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  :  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  London  County  Council 
have  no  definite  scheme  for  the  disposal 
of  London  sewage  under  their  considera- 
tion ;  but  they  have  instructed  the  Main 
Drainage  Committee  to  secure  the  ser- 
vices of  an  eminent  civil  engineer  to  join 
the  engineer  of  the  Council  in  a  thorough 
examination  of  the  whole  sewage  system 
of  the  Metropolis.  As  no  definite  scheme 
is  at  present  before  the  County  Council 
I  am  not  in  a  position  to  say  wJiat  oppor- 
tunity can  be  afEorded  to  the  inhabitants 
of  South-East  Essex  of  expressing  their 
views  and  giving  evidence. 

Major  RASCH  :  If  the  London 
County  Council  have  the  disposal  of  the 
sewage  and  decide  upon  getting  rid  of  it 
at  Candy  Island,  will  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  be  in  a  position  to  protect 
the  inhabitants  of  Soutliend  from  a 
nuisance  ? 

*Mr.  RITCHIE  :  It  would  not  neces- 
sarily come  before  the  Local  Government 
Board.  It  is  proposad,  I  believe,  to 
make  some  alteration  in  the  existing  ar- 
rangements in  reference  to  the  London 
County  Council  finance,  and  if  these 
proposals  are  assented  to  by  Parliament 
the  present  position  might   be  «affected. 

CARRIAGE  OF   RUSSIAN  PKTROLEUM. 

Sir  EDWARD  REED  (Cardift) :  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Severe tary  of  State 
f  3r  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  is  aware 
tliat  British  ships  trading  to  the  Port  of 
Batoum  on  the  Black  Sea,  and  euffajjedin 
the  (carriage  of  Russian  petroleum  to  the 
markets  of  Europe,  are  subjected  to 
considerable  danger  at  that  port  owing 
to  the  very  conti-acted  limits  of  the  deep 
water  space  within  the  port,  and  to  the 
unequal  depth   of  water  alongside   the 


loading  quays ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  danger  is  increased  by  the  publica- 
tion of  notices  in  the  Russian  Press  which 
represent  the  depth  of  water  in  Batoam 
to  be  greate:*  than  it  is  ;  and  whether  an j 
communication  has  been,  or  will  be,  made 
to  the  Russian  Government  upon  this 
subject  ? 

*The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOE  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fer- 
GUSSON,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  The  atten- 
tion  of  the  Russian  Grovernmeut  has 
been  called  by  Her  Majesty's  Am- 
bassador at  St.  Petersburg  to  the 
difBculties  owing  to  want  of  space 
in  the  harbour  of  Batoum.  Importfint 
works  have  been  undertaken  there,  and 
are,  I  believe,  still  being  carried  on. 
Hitherto  there  have  been  no  loading 
qnays  available  for  foreign  vessels  to  lie 
alongside,  and  all  discharging  of  cargo 
has  been  done  by  barges.  I  believe  that 
a  quay  will,  however,  shortly  be  com- 
pleted. I  have  never  heai^  of  any 
notices  having  been  published  in  the 
Russian  Press  concerning  the  depth  of 
water  in  Russian  harbours. 

THE  BERLIN  LABOUR  CONFERENCE. 
Mr.  CCTNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
S;;eretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AfEairs  if 
it  is  to  be  understood  that  the  British 
delegates  at  the  Berlin  Conference  will 
be  debarred  from  discussing  the  Inter- 
national limitiition  of  the  hours  of  labour 
(adult),  while  the  representatives  of 
Foreign  Powei-s  will  be  empowered  to  do 
so  ? 

*SiRj.  FERGUSSON:  I  do  not  admit 
any  such  understanding  as  the  hon. 
Member  supposes.  I  stated,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Nottingham, 
the  terms  in  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  replied  to  the.  preliminary 
proposal  of  the  German  Govemment.- 
The  detailed  programme  lias  now  been 
received,  and  as  soon  as  it  has  been 
considered  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
the  whole  of  the  correspondence  will  be 
laid  upon  the  Table. 

WAR    OFFICE   CONTRACTS. 

Mu.  HANBURr  (Preston)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Financial  Secretary  for  War 
whether  it  is  yet  the  duty  of  any  Govern- 
ment ofBcial,  of  the  War  Office  or  others 
wise,  to  see  that  the  Factory  Clanse^  wben 
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inserted  in  War  Office  contracts,  is  duly 
observed  ;  and  whether  the  due  obser- 
vance of  that  clause,  as  one  security 
against  sweating,  is  also  provided  for  by 
pecuniary  penalties  in  all,  or  in  what 
proportion  of  oases  ? 

The  financial  SECRETARY  for 

WAR  (Mr.  Brodrick,  Surrey,  Guildford)  : 

Factories  where  Army  clothing  is  made 

are  insp3cted  from  time  to  time  to 
ascertain  that  the  Factory  Clausa  is 
observed,  and  in  a  recent  instince  a 
penalty  was  inflicted  for  its  neglect. 
Th3  insertion  of  the  Factory-  Clause  with 
penalty  is  insisted  on  where  prjicticable, 
iind  in  the  majority  of  cases. 

ARMY  MEDICAL  STORES. 
Mh.  HANBURY  :  I  beg   to  ask  the 
Financial  Secretary  for  War  what  is  the 
reason  for  "the  considerable  difference  in 

price  batween  the  supplies  for  Army  and 
Navy  Services  "  in  the  case  of  medical 
stores,  as  commented  upon  by  the  Auditor 
General ;  and  why  the  Director  of  Con- 
tracts has  decided  not  to  adopt  the  system 
of  competition  which  prev.xils  in  the  Navy 
for  similar  stores,  and  to  ignore  the 
recommendation  of  the  Auditor  General 
*'  to  take  staps  for  ascertaining  by  public 
tender  whether  the  supply  of  these  stores 
for  the  use  of  the  Army  could  not  be 
more  economically  obtained  ?  " 

Mr.  BRODRICK:  The  question  of 
obtaining  medical  stores  for  the  Army  by 
public  competition  has  been  very  care- 
fully considered,  and  as  the  paramount 
consideration  is  to  obtain  medicines  of 
the  best  quality  for  the  use  of  the  troops 
the  supply  has  been  for  some  years 
intrusted  to  two  firms  of  high  standing. 
As  the  packing  and  distribution  of  the 
stores  is  undertiken  by  the  contractors 
for  the  Army,  w^hich  is  not  the  ca?e  in  the 
Navy,  this  must  be  taken  into  account 
in  estimating  the  difference  between  the 
price  paid  by  the  Army  and  Navy 
respectively.  My  hon.  Friend  will  there- 
fore se3  that  the  question  cannot  be 
decided  s:)lely  on  the  question  of  the 
pric9  of  the  article,  and  further  information 
will  be  afforded  when  the  question  comes 
baforo  th'3  Public  Accounts  Committee. 
If  that  Committee  is  not  satisfied  witli 
the  explanation,  the  matter  will  be  re- 
considered. 


IRELAND— PROSECUTIONS  UNDER  THE 
STATUTE  OF  EDWARD  III. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  CORBET  (Wicklow, 
E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  if  he  will  give  as  a  Return  the 
revised  edition  of  the  Statute  of  34 
Edward  III.,  c.  1,  passed  in  the  year 
1360-61,  for  the  appointment  of  Justices 
of  the  Peace,  and  defining  their  powers 
and  jurisdiction  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddex,  University  of 
Dublin)  :  I  will  make  inquiry  whether 
it  would  be  in  accordance  with  precedent ; 
but  I  have  no  objection  to  give  the 
Return  asked  for. 

AFFRAY  AT  KILLALOE. 
Mr.  O'KEEFFE  (Limerick)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  a  report  in  the 
Standard  of  the  26th  instant,  that  on 
Sunday  last,  in  Killaloe,  County  Clare, 

'*  A  patrol  of  police  fell  ia  with  three  men, 
Hnd  that,  on  their  refusing  to  give  their  names 
and  declining  t)  be  arrested,  a  constable  dis- 
charged five  shots  from  his  revolver ;  that  a 
policeman  thereupon  drew  his  sword  and 
stabbed  one  of  the  persons  in  question  ;" 

and   if   he  will  direct  an   inquiry   into 
this  occurrence  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Constabu- 
lary Authorities  report  that  the  facts  are 
not  as  stated  in  the  newspaper  report 
mentioned.  Two  policemen  had  under 
arrest  a  man  who  had  given  a  false  name 
and  address  when  found  upon  licensed 
premises  during  prohibited  hours.  His 
two  companions  endeavoured  to  rescue 
him,  and  were  with  difficulty  kept  back 
by  the  second  constable.  The  prisoner 
subsequently  violently  assaulted  the  other 
constable,  knocking  him  down,  and 
escaped.  The  constable  pursued  the 
prisoner,  and,  after  calling  upon  him  to 
stand,  fired  shots  into  the  air  to  frighten 
him,  but  the  prisoner  got  away,  and  was 
not  re-arrested  until  the  next  day.  No 
person  was  stabbed.  The  matter  is  being 
further  looked  into.  • 

THE  CORK  UNION. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Sc?cretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  he  has  seen  the  report  of  apublic 
meeting  held  in  Cork  on  the  24th  instant, 
on  the  subject  of  outdoor  relief,  iu  the 
Cork   Union,  and  which   was  presided 
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over  by  the  Mayor  and  attended  by  the 
High  Sheriff  and  a  large  number  of 
prominent  citizins,  and  at  which  a 
resolution  was  passad  condemning  the 
practice  of  compelling  old  people  to  go 
into  the  workhouse  as  conti'ary  to  the 
practice  which  prevails  in  England ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  strong  remon- 
strance of  that  meeting,  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  will  direct  the  Vice  Guardians 
at  Cork  to  treat  the  question  of  outdoor 
relief  on  a  more  liberal  basis  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  understand 
that  a  meeting  on  tlie  subject  mentioned 
has  been  held.  As,  however,  I  have 
already  stated,  the  grave  abuse  which 
existed  in  the  administration  of  the 
outdoor  relief  renderv3d  it  imperative  for 
the  Guardians  to  take  action  to  check  it. 
The  Local  Government  Board  have  no 
evidence  before  them  nor  reason  to 
8uppos3  that  the  Vice  Guardians  have 
proceeded  in  a  harsh  or  illiberal  manner. 

In  answer  to  a  further  question  by 
Mr.  Flynn, 

'  Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said  that  the 
statistics  he  had  referred  to  the  other 
day  showed  an  enormous  increase  in 
outdoor  relief  in  the  Cork  Union  between 
1879  and  1889.  He  had  not  got  the 
figures  by  him  now. 

Mr.  flynn  :  Has  not  the  increase  of 
outdoor  relief  Ixjen  accompanied  by  a 
diminution  of  the  general  expenditure  of 
the  Union  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  that  question. 

Mr.  FLYNN:  Will  the  ri.crht  hon. 
Gentleman  get  the  Vice  Guardijins  to 
consult  with  the  late  Board  on  the 
matter? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  There  is  no 
reason  to  believe  that  the  Vice  Guardians 
are  either  harsh  or  indifferent  in  their 
administration  of  the  Poor  Law. 

Mr.  flynn  :  May  I  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  if  he  can  state  what  is  the  cost 
to  the  Union  per  head  (including  estab- 
lishment charges)  of  the  pauper  inmates 
of  the*  Cork  Workhouse  ;  and  what  is 
the  saving  to  the  rates  which  the  Vice 
Guardians  hopj  t)  effict  by  forcing 
James  Madden  (recently  afflicted  with 
blindness),  and  his  family,  to  enter  the 
Cork  Workhousa  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  From  the  last 
available  accounts  of  the  Cork  Union 
the  weekly  cost  of  the  maintenance  and 
Mr.  Flynn 


clothing  of  a  pauper  in  the  workhouse  is 
about  3s.  2^d.,  and  the  proportion  of  the 
salaries  of  the  staff  about  lO^d.,  making 
a  total  of  about  4  s.  Ojd.  per  week.  As 
regards  the  case  of  James  Madden,  I 
have  already  explained  that  the  Vice 
Guardians  did  not  make  the  order  for  his 
admission  into  the  workhouse  with  a 
view  to  effect  a  saving  to  the 
rates,  but  in  order  that  he  might 
be  taken  into  the  workhouse  hospital, 
as,  from  information  before  them,  they 
believed  it  would  bo  to  his  advantage  to 
remain  in  the  hospital  for  some  time  to 
have  his  eye  affection  suitably  treated. 
It  does  not  appear  that  the  reception  of 
this  man  into  the  workhouse  would 
have  precluded  his  family  from  receiving 
outdoor  relief  if  they  were  found  to  bo 
destituto.  It  would  have  been  the  duty 
of  the  relieving  officer  to  see  to  their 
condition.  / 

Mr.  flynn  :  I  must  press  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  make  further  inquiry. 
I  believe  that  the  amount  of  outdoor 
relief  comes  to  4s.  OJd.  per  head,  which 
for  a  family  of  six  is  a  little  over  £\  4s. 
per  week.  Is  it  not  more  economical  in 
such  a  caso  to  give  outdoor  relief  tlian 
to  rei^uire  these  people  to  enter  the 
workhouse  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  no 
wish  to  enter  into  a  general  discussion  of 
the  question  of  outdoor  relief.  It  has 
been  found  wise,  in  certain  circumstances, 
not  to  grant  outdoor  relief. 

CHARGE  AGAIXST  AN  EMERGENCV 
MAN,  M'KEEVER. 

Mr.  flynn  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieut 3nant  of 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  ca  e  htard  at  Woodford  Petty 
Sessions  on  the  24th  inst.  before  Messrs. 
Hickson,  R.N.,  and  Burke,  J. P.,  in 
which  an  emeigency  man  named 
M*Keever  was  summoned  by  Constable 
Sheehan  on  a  chai'ge  of  being  "  drunk  in 
the  streets  of  Woodford  on  the  14th 
inst.,  and  having  a  loaded  revolver  in  his 
possession ; "  if  it  is  true  that  a  few 
hours  after  his  arrest  he  was  brought 
before  Mr.  Burke,  J.P.,  by  whom  he  was 
discharged,  and  who  added  that  no 
further  action  should  be  taken  ;  has  his 
attention  been  called  to  the  report  of  the 
trial,  from  which  it  appears  that  it  was 
proved  by  Constable  Sheehan  that 
M*Keev3r,  on  being  arrestsd,  threatened 
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to  shoot  him ;  that  Mr.  Burke,  notwith- 
standing the  protest  of  the  presiding 
magistrate,  persisted  is  cross-examining 
the  policeman,  and  finally  called  him  a 
"  blackguard  ;"  and  that  after  M*Keever 
had  been  fined  £*2  and  costs,  and  had 
paid  that  sum,  Mr.  Burke  stood  up  in 
Court,  advisad  M'Kee\ner  to  appeal,  and 
ordered  the  money  to  be  handed  back ; 
and  if  the  above  facts  are  correctly 
stated,  whether  the  Lord  Chancellor  will 
make  inquiry  into  the  action  of  this 
magistrate? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  not 
b3en  able  to  obtain  a  Report  upon  this 
mattar,  and  I  must  ask  the  hon.  Member 
to  repeat  the  question. 

MR.  JOHN  SLATTERY. 

Mr.  FLY:NT^:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  if  be  has  yet 
received  any  information  as  to  whether 
Mr.  John  Slattery,  of  Cork,  hsCs  had  an 
appeal  lodged  against  the  sentence  of  six 
jnonths'  imprisonment,  in  default  of 
giving  bail  to  be  of  good  behaviour ; 
and  if  an  application  to  have  a  case 
stated  is  made  in  the  Superior  Court, 
will  the  Irish  Law  Officers  undertake  not 
to  oppose  the  application  1 

Mr.  madden  :  I  have  just  received 
information  that  proceedings  in  the  case 
referred  to  are  being  taken  in  the  shape 
of  an  application  for  habeas  corj)us. 

THE  CLONGOREY  ARRES'IS. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Cliief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  the  charges  of  unlawful 
assembly  against  a  number  of  Clongorey 
workmen  were  yesterday  dismissed  by  the 
Court  at  Newbridge  on  the  ground  that 
tlie  precept,  disobedience  to  which  was 
the  foundation  of  the  charge,  had  not  been 
served  according  To  Law  ;  and  whether, 
as  Father  Kinsella  and  17  workmen  are 
now  in  prison  for  the  same  acfc,  in  respect 
to  which  the  charges  were  yesterday 
dismissed,  their  release  will  be  ordered  1 

Mr.  CAREW  (Kildare,  N.)  :  I  wish 
niso  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  whether 
he  is  aware  that  at  Newbridge  Petty 
Sessions  yesterday,  the  cases  against  the 
several  persons  who  were  charged  with 
disobeying  the  precept  issued  by  Colonel 
Forl)es,  R.M.,  ordering  them  to  desist 
from  committing  waste  on  Mrs.  Kelly's 
farm  at  Clongorey,  were  dismissed  by 
Messrs.  Bowlby  and  McSheehy,  on  the 


ground  that  the  precept  was  not  legally 
served  ;  and  whether,  as  Father  Kinsella, 
and  17  other  persons,  are  now  in 
Kilkenny  Gaol  for  unlawfully  assembling 
to  disobey  the  said  precept,  which  is  now 
found  not  to  have  been  at  any  time  of 
valid  force,  he  will  at  once  order  their 
release  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  Perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  answer  these  questions.  The 
charges  of  unlawful  assembly  were  not 
dismissed  ;  the  hearing  was  commenced 
yesterday,  and  is  still  proceeding.  The 
case  against  the  persons  charged  with 
aiding  and  abetting  in  the  disobedience  of 
the  precept  was  dismissed  without  preju- 
dice on  the  ground  that  the  precept  was 
not  legally  served,  on  which  point,  how- 
ever, the  magistrates  have  agreed  to  state 
a  case. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  May  I  ask,  under 
these  circumstances,  as  all  these  men 
were  proceeded  against  for  precisely 
the  same  act,  and  as  one  body  of 
workmen  charged  with  disobedience  to 
the  precept  are  not  to  suffer  punishment 
— the  magistrates  having  dismissed  the 
case  on  the  ground  that  the  precept  was 
not  legally  served,  as  I  contended  in  this 
House  a  few  nights  ago — whether  Father 
Kinsella  and  the  17  workmen  who  are 
now  in  gaol  will  be  discharged  from 
custody,  as  the  other  two  bodies  of  men 
apprehended  for  precisely  the  same  charge 
have  been  released  1 

Mr.  madden  :  The  question  will  be 
carefully  considered  by  the  Government ; 
but  the  incident  only  occurred  this  day. 
It  has  evidently  been  communicated  to 
the  hon.  Member  by  telegram  ;  it  has  not 
yet  reached  the  Irish  Office. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  But  the  question  is 
one  of  the  imprisonment  of  these  persons. 
I  will  therefore  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
whether,  as  the  whole  of  the  proceedings 
against  the  three  bodies  of  men  have  been 
founded  on  the  precept,  he  will  not  treat 
them  all  alike,  and  order  the  third  batch 
of  men  to  be  released,  or  at  any  rate 
suspend  the  imprisonment  until  the 
Superior  Court  before  which  the  case 
will  ultimately  come  has  given  a  decision  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  will  see  that  a  telegraphic 
communication  to  him  is  scarcely  a  suffi- 
cient ground  for  me  to  give  a  pledge  to 
the  House  on  the  spur  of  the  moment  as 
to  what  course  the  Government  will 
adopt. 
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Mr.  SP]XTON  :  Then  I  bag  tj  give 
notice  that  I  will  call  attention  to  the 
matter  on  the  Vote  on  Acconnt,  and  press 
the  question  whether  the  third  body  of 
persons  are  not  entitled  t)  have  tJie 
punishment  suspended  until  the  decision 
(rf  the  Superior  Court  has  been  given. 

THE  CORK  POST  OFFICE. 

Mr.  lane  (Cork  County,  E.)  :  I  beg 
to  Hfik  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
his  attantion  has  been  called  to  the  fact 
that  an  inexperienced  telegraphist  from 
a  country  railway  station,  who  is  not 
only  unable  to  manipulate,  but  has  never 
seen  several  of  the  instruments  used  in 
the  Cork  office,  has  been  appointed  this 
week  to  fill  one  of  the  vacancies  in  Cork, 
over  the  heads  of  skilled  learners,  who 
have  been  waiting  over  four  years  for 
this  position ;  whether  others  have  been 
recently  appointed  in  a  similar  manner 
to  the  Cork  office,  who  knew  nothing 
whatever  of  the  Wheatstone,  quadruplex, 
or  duplex  working,  and  liad  to  learn 
those  instruments  aftijr  appointment ; 
and  will  he,  in  future  appointments, 
consider  the  claims  of  learners  trained  at 
Cork,  who  are  thoroughly  acquainted 
with  the  various  instruments  in  us?,  and 
with  every  description  of  public  work  ? 
♦The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  Cambridge  University)  :  No  tele- 
graphist, experienced  or  otherwise,  has 
this  week  been  appointed  to  the 
Cork  Office ;  but  a  telegraphist  has 
been  recommended  for  transfer  from 
a  country  railway  station  to  Cork. 
This  telegraphist  is  an  expert  manipu- 
lator, and,  though  he  is  stated  to  be 
at  present  unaccpiainted  with  some  of 
the  apparatus  in  use  in  a  large  office, 
would  probably  soon  supply  the  defect. 
The  same  remark  applies  to  other  tele- 
graphists who  have  b^en  recently  trans- 
ferred to  Cork.  The  learners  at  Cork 
have  no  claim  to  apjxuntment,  it  being  a  < 
condition  of  their  becoming  learners  that 
they  sign  an  understanding  to  that 
effect.  I  sliall,  however,  in  making 
ap|X)intments,  always  be  glad  to  consider 
the  learners  as  eligible  candidates  when 
they  h'.ive  made  s-.itisfactory  progress. 

WELSH  EMIGRANTS. 
Mr.     DAVID    THOMAS     (Merthyr 
Tydvil)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
tlie  Board  of  Trade  if  in  future  Emigra- 
tion Returns  he  will  cause  to  be  stated  ■ 


separately  the  number  and  destiDations 
of  passengers  of  Welsh  nationalify  leaving 
the  United  Kingdom  for  places  out  of 
Europe  in  each  year,  as  is  at  present 
done  in  the  case  of  Irish  and  Scotch 
emigrants  ? 

•The  PRESIDENT  of  thk  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  M. -Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.)  :  Tlie  Acts  under  which  the  Returns 
are  obtained  do  not  confer  power  for 
effecting  the  modifications  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Member. 

PICKETS  IN  TRADE  DISPUTES. 

Mr.  NORRIS  (Tower  Hamlets,  Lime- 
house) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  can  define  the  law  as  relating  to 
pickets  in  trade  disputes  between  em- 
ployers and  employed ;  if  men  subjected 
to  intimidation,  inquiry,  or  demand, 
either  within  or  without  the  dock  gates, 
or  other  places,  as  to  whether  they  belong 
t.>  Unions  cr  not,  and  refusing  to  be 
interrogated,  will  receive  the  protection 
of  the  ix)lice  ;  if  the  apparent  unsatis- 
factory state  of  the  law  relating  to  com- 
binations, Trade  Societies,  and  UnionSy 
is  receiving  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  reference  to  the  rights  of  free 
labour,  so  as  to  ensure  and  safeguard 
such  legitimate  rights  ;  and  whether  it 
is  proposed  to  legislate  on  the  matter 
during  the  present  Session  ? 

Mr.  C.  GRAHAM :  May  I  ask  whether 
such  an  unsatisf actor v  state  of  the  law  as 
is  alleged  in  the  second  paragraph  of  the 
question  really  exists  ? 

The  SECREl^ARY  of  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews. 
Birmine:ham,  E.)  :  I  cannot  defi.ne  the 
law  relating  to  pickets  otherwise  than 
by  referring  my  hon.  Friend  to  the 
third  and  seventh  sections  of  the  Con- 
spiracy and  Protection  ^f  Property  Act, 
1875.  The  |)olice  are  instructed  to  give 
protection  to  all  })erson8  against  violence, 
intimidation,  and  the  other  forms  of 
coercion  and  annoyance  which  are  made 
punishable  offences  by  Statute,  or  are 
punishable  by  law.  The  staid  of  the  law 
on  the  subject  referred  to  has  received, 
and  is  receiving,  the  careful  attention  of 
the  Government.  It  has  not  yet  been 
made  appai'ent  by  judicial  decision  or 
otherwise  that  the  Statute  and  Common 
Law  taken  together  are  insufficient  to 
insure  and  safeguard  the  legitimate 
rights  of  free  labour.     Until  it  has  been 
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Hhown  that  fibe  law  falls  short  of  what  is 
necessaiy  for  thut  putpoae  the"  Govern- 
ment thiak  it  is  prjmataro  to  consider 
fresh  legislation. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbary,  E.)  : 
Has  the  right  hon.  Gentlemim  received 
information  which  leads  him  to  the  con- 
clnsioa  that  the  authorities  have  not  jet 
power  enongh  for  dealing  with  the  whole 
questions  arising  ontof  the  dock  strike  1 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  During  the  dock 
strike  complaints  were  received  from 
I>ersons  who  stated  that  they  had  been 
intimidated. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS ;  Is  there  not 
sufficient  power  under  the  existing  law 
to  deal  with  nndne  intimidation  ? 

Mb.MATTHEWS:  No, 

THE  DELHI-USIBALLA-KALKA 

RAILWAY. 

Sir    GEORGE    CAMPBELL    (Kirk- 

caldy) :  I  bag  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  Statj  for  India  if  be  can  lay 
Papars  upon  the  Table  showing  by  whom 
and  on  what  terms  the  railway  direct 
from  Delhi  to  Umballa  and  Kalka-,  at  the 
foot  of  the  hills,  has  bsen  taken  up ; 
whether  tile  use  of  any  part  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  and  Bridges  has  bsen  concsded  to 
the  uudertakcre ;  nnd  whether  anything 
has  been  arranged  for  cirrying  the  rail 
on  into  the  hills  1 

The  under  SECRETARY  oi  STATE 
FOR  INDI A  (Sir  J.  GoRST,  Chatliam):Paper8 
containing  the  contract  with  the  Delhi  and 
Kalka  Railway  were  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment on  the  28th  of  May,  1889.  I 
believe  that  the  hon.  Member  will  find 
the  Papers  in  the  Library.  As  to  the 
second  paragraph  of  the  question,  no  use 
of  any  part  of  the  Grand  Trunk  and 
Bridges  has  baen  conceded  to  the  under- 
takers, so  far  as  the  Secretary  of  State  is 
informed.  In  regard  to  the  third  para- 
graph, no  arrangement  has  been  made 
for  carrying  the  rail  on  into  the  hills. 

THE  DUCKIXGHAM  RURAL  SANITARY 

AUTHORITY. 

CAPrArN  VERNEY  (Bucks,  N.)  :  I  beg 

to  ask  the  Sacretory  to  the  Local  Grovem- 
ment  Board  whether  his  attention  has 
b^en  drawn  to  the  Report  presented  this 
month  to  tlte  Bnckingham  Rural  Sanitary 
Authority  by  their  Medical  Officer  of 
Healtli,  Dr.  George  H.  De  Ath,  in  which 
he   states  that  a  cottage   at   Chamdon, 


which  abont'  18  months  ago  was  con- 
demned as  unfit  for  human  habitetion,  is 
still  occupied  by  the  same  family,  namely, 
man  and  wife  and  four  children,  one  over 
20  years  of  age  ;  that  this  cott(^  has. 
only  one  sleeping  room,  which  is  in 
the  roof,  and  has  no  closet  and  no  drains  : 
that  the  defective  water  supply  and 
drainage  of  Water  Stratford  has  been 
frequently  brought  before  the  authority, 
and  nothing  has  been  done,  although  in 
heavy  rains  the  water  runs  in  at  the  back 
doors  and  oui  of  the  front  doors  of  some 
of  the  cottages  ;  that  a  new  public  housp 
called  the  "  Crown "  has  been  built  at 
Twyford,  and  occupied  under  "The 
Public  Health  Act,  1878,"  notwithstand- 
ing that  the  nearest  supply  of  water  is  a 
quarter  of  a  mile  sway;  that  tho 
Inspector  of  Nuisances  has  reported  of 
Padbury,  the  scene  lately  of  diarrhoea 
epidemic,  that  the  general  drainage  is. 
bad  and  the  water  supply  unsatisfactory, 
and  that  no  steps  are  being  taken  to  deal 
with  these  grievous  defects  ;  and  whether 
the  Local  Government  Board  proposs  to 
take  any,  and,  if  so,  what  s^ps  to 
compel  the  authority  to  deal  with  these 

*The  SECRETARY  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Lo\g, 
Wilts,  Deviaes)  ;  The  Local  Government 
Board  have  within  the  last  few  days 
received  a  copy  of  the  Annual  Report  for 
1889  made  to  the  Rural  Sanitary 
Authority  of  the  Buckingham  Union  by 
their  Medical  Officer  of  Health,  and  it 
contains  statements  to  the  effect  of  tliose 
mentioned  in  the  question.  As  regards 
some  of  these  matters  the  Board  have  no 
control  over  the  Sanitary  Authority  ;  but 
with  respect  to  sewerage  and  water 
supply,  I  may  refer  the  hon.  Member  to 
the  answer  I  gave  to  the  question  which 
he  put  to  ■me  yesterday,  and  I  may 
repeat  that  if  a  complaint  were  made  to 
the  Board  under  Section  299  of  the  Public 
Health  Act  that  the  Sanitary  Authority 
had  made  default  in  these  matters,  it 
would  reeeive  prompt  attention. 


SUCCESSION  DUTY  IN  SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St.  Roh 
lox)  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Eichequer  whether  it  is  the  eass  that 
personalty  (including  heritable  bonds 
and  sums  secured  over  realty  by  bond  or 
m-jrtgage)  pay  a  Probote  Duty  of  .1  per 
cent.,  one-lwlf  whereof  goes  to  the  relief 
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,  of  local  taxation  ;  whether  feu  duties  aud 
ground  annuals  pay  no  local  taxes,  and 
pay  only  a  Succession  Duty  of  1^  per 
cent.,  no  part  of  which  goes  to  the  relief 
of  local  taxation ;  whether  any,  and 
what,  good  reason  exists  why  feu  duties 
and  ground  annuals  should  not  contributa 
towards  local  taxation;  whether  per- 
sonalty (including  as  aforesaid)  pays  the 
full  Probate  Duty  (3  per  cant.)  on  the 
capital  value,  cash  down,  whilst  feu 
duties  and  ground  annuals  pay  the  Suc- 
cession Duty  (H  per  cent.)  only  on  the 
life  interest  of  the  party  succeeding,  and 
tliat  by  eight  half-yearly  instalments,  the 
undue  instalments  being  cancelled  in  the 
event  of  the  predecease  of  the  successor  ; 
and  whether  any,  and  what,  good  reason 
exists  for  this  exceptional  treatment  of 
feu  duties  and  ground  annuals  as  com- 
pared with  personalty  ? 

♦The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  It  is  impossible  to 
deal  with  all  the  points  raised  by  the 
lion.  Member  within  the  limit  of  an 
iinswer.  His  question  opens  up  the 
whole  relation  between  personality  and 
reality,  betwsen  Imperial  Taxation  and 
Local  Taxation,  and  between  taxes  on  the 
living  and  taxes  on  the  dead.  The  hon. 
Membor's  question  is  further  compli- 
cated by  a  point  in  connection  with  per- 
manent ground  rents,  which  I  believe  to 
be  the  same  as  ground  annuals  in  the 
phraseology  of  Scotch  Law.  But  this  is 
a  subject  which  will  possibly  come 
within  the  proper  investigations  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  Town  Holdings.. 

THE  TURKISH  COURTS  AT  ALEPPO. 

Mr.  SUMMERS  (Huddersfield)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  tlie  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  a  Copy  of  the  Correspondence 
that  has  taken  place  with  regard  to  the 
case  of  Mrs.  Barker  ;  and,  if  ho  is  unable 
to  do  this,  whether  he  will  cause  a  Copy 
of  the  Correspondence,  and  especially  of 
the  R3port  and  Letters  of  Consul 
Henderson,  to  be  placed  in  the  Library 
of  the  House  of  Commons  ? 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  do  not  think 
that  it  would  be  justifiable  to  print  this 
voluminous  correspondence  which  relates 
solely  to  the  legal  proceedings  of  a  single 
British  subject  in  a  foreign  country. 
We  have  had  no  discussion  in  regard  to 
it  with  the  Turkish  Government,  and 
Mr.  Caldwell 


we  liave  no  ground  beyond  Mrs. 
Barker's  assertions  for  believing  that 
there  has  been  any  failure  of  justice  in 
the  tribunals.  If  the  hon.  Member 
desires  to  peruse  the  correspondence  I 
shall  be  happy  to  enable  him  to  do  so  at 
the  Foreign  Oflfice. 

fl.M.S.  riCTORIA—TBKjllO'TOlif  GUNS. 
Mr.  HANBURY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  the 
contracts  for  the  two  110-ton  guns  for 
H.M.S.  Victoria  were  entered  into  by 
the  War  Office  ;  whether  in  the  case  of 
one,  at  least,  the  form  of  contract  was 
that  generally  used  for  the  purchase  of 
ordinary  stores  ;  whether  it  did,  in  fact, 
contain  provisions  quite  inapplicable  for 
the  supply  of  such  an  article  as  a  110-ton 
gun  ;  whether,  on  the  other  hand,  neither 
the  contract  itself,  nor  the  schedule 
attached  to  it,  contained  any  provisions 
as  to  the  materials  to  be  used  in  the 
construction  of  the  gun  ;  whether  it  con- 
tained no  details  as  to  the  proof  the  gun 
was  to  undergo  before  its  final  acceptance 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government ;  whether 
he  will  lay  a  copy  of  this  contract 
(omitting,  if  necessary,  the  cost)  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House ;  and  by  whom, 
when,  and  how,  was  each  of  these  guns 
tested  ;  upon  whose  certificate  were  they 
passed ;  and  when,  in  each  case,  was 
payment  for  them  made  to  the  con- 
tractors ? 

*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  The  contracts 
for  the  two  1 1 0-ton  guns  for  Her  Majesty's 
ship  Victoria  were  entered  into  by  the 
War  Office  in  1886.  The  same  form»of 
conti-act  was  used  for  both  ;*in  fact,  we 
have  only  one  form  of  contract  for  all 
store  and  clothing  contract.**,  and  the 
general  provisions  are  applicable  to  guns, 
but  any  special  provisions  should  appear 
in  the  schedule.  The  Audit  Office  hgs 
raised  the  point  that  the  form  of  con- 
tract is  not  applicable  to  guns,  because  of 
the  provision  in  Clause  2  that  a  con- 
tractor should  replace  rejections  in  10 
days,  altogether  ignoring  the  proviso 
**  after  he  is  required  by  notice  to  do  so.'* 
The  contract  did  not  specify  the  material 
to  be  used,  or  the  tests  to  be  applied,  as 
there  was  a  resident  Inspector  at  Els- 
wick,  and  there  were  authorised  tests  for 
steel  in  which  the  Elswick  Company 
had  already  concurred.  A  representa- 
tive of  the  Elswick  Company  is  sum- 
moned on  important  occasions  to  sit  with 
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the  Ordnance  Committee.  The  contract 
did  provide  for  proof  and  also  for  rejec- 
tion of  inferior  supplies,  but  gave  no  de- 
tails as  to  proof.  Since  that  time  provi- 
sion has  been  made  for  inserting  in  the 
schedule  to  the  contract  full  details  as  to 
all  these  matters.  The  question  now 
raised  refers  to  a  contract  made  four 
jeara  ago.  For  the  examination  and 
proof  of  these  and  all  other  guns  the 
Director  of  Artillery  is  responsible.  One 
of  these  guns  was  paid  for  in  1888-9  ;  the 
other  is  not  yet  finally  paid  for. 

Mb.    HANBURY:    What   I  want   to 

know   from  my    right   hon.    Friend   is, 

whether  in  regard  to  the  guns  the  tsst 
they  were  to  undergo  was  merely  the 
result  of  a  verbal  understanding  between 
the  War  Office  and  the  contractors,  or 
was  there  any  contract  in  existence  re- 
quiring the  contractors  to  accept  the 
test? 

*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  It  was  certainly 

not   a    verbal   understanding.      It  was, 

however,  a  deliberate  understanding 
entered  into  with  the  contractors  at  the 
sitting  of  the  Ordnance  Committee. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  Did  it  in  any  way 
constitute  a  contract  batween  the  War 
Office  and  the  contractors? 

*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  Most  undoubt- 
edly ;  and  the  Elswick  Company  knew 
that  if  they  broke  their  faith  they  would 
never  be  employed  by  the  War  Office 
again. 

EXPLOSION  OF    TORPEDOES  IN  THE 
RIVER  MEDWAY. 

Mr.      EDWARD      KNATCHBULL- 

HUGESSEN  (Rochester)  ;  I  beg  to  ask 

the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  if  his 

attention   has   been  called   to  the   fact 

that,  by  reason  of  frequent  explosions  of 
torpedoes  in  the  River  Medway,  the  fish 
are  destroyed  in  large  quantities,  and  that 
the  results  of  the  trade  of  the  freemen 
fishermen,  secured  to  them  by  Act  of 
Parliament,  are  seriously  damaged ;  and 
if  steps  can  be  taken  to  remedy  this  1 

Mr.  STANHOPE  (who  replied)  said : 

The  attention  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 

Admiralty  had  not  been  drawn  to  any 
extensive  destruction  of  fish  by  torpedo 
explosions  in  the  Medway. 

VOL.    CCCXLI.      [TffiRD  SERIES.] 


DISTUrCT  COUNCILS. 
Mr.  TOLLEMACHE  (Cheshire,  Ed- 
disbury)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Parliamen- 
tary Secretary  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether  the  statement  in  his 
speech,  on  Thursday  20th  instant,  a& 
to  the 

'*  Inconvenience  which  resulted  in  many  cases 
from  the  want  of  District  Councils  to  relieve 
County  Councils  of  the  care  of  the  highways," 

is  to  be  taken  as  indicating  an  intention 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  in  any 
future  legislation,  to  place  main  roads 
under  the  control  of  District  Councils  ? 

*Mr.  long  :  No,  Sir ;  certainly  not. 
The  words  quoted  by  my  hon.  Friend 
refeiTed  merely  to  the  difficulties  under 
which  County  Councils  labour  in  re- 
ference to  the  maintenance  of  highways, 
not  main  roads. 

BTSLEY    COMMON. 
Mr.    HANKEY    (Surrey,    Churtsey)  r 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  it  is  the  case  that  during 
several  months   past  troops   have    been 
brought  from  Portsmouth  and  Aldershot 
to  Bisley  Common,  to  work  tliere  for  the 
National  Rifle  Association  ;  whether  he 
will  state  the  amount  of  the  daily  wage 
paid  to  each  man  for  the  work  thus  done  ; 
and  whether  in  view    of    the    hardship 
which   the    use    of   military    labour,    as 
above-mentioned,  has  entailed  upon  the 
local  labouring  population,  by  depriving 
tliem   of    the    employment   which  they 
would  otherwise  have  obtained,  he  will 
forthwith  direct  that  such  a  diminution 
in  the  number  of  soldiers  now  daily  sent 
to  Bisley  Common  should  be    made  as 
will   admit  of  employment  being  found 
at  once  for  the  local  labouring  population  ? 
*Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  :  The  first  para- 
graph  of    my    hon.     Friend's   question 
must   be  answered    in    the    affirmative. 
The  endeavour  is  always  made  to  carry 
out  military  works  by  mi.itary  labour  ; 
and   during    the  winter  months,    when 
drill   is  largely   suspended,  such  labour 
is  found  to  be  of  great  physical  benefit 
to   the   soldier.      Having  this   in  view, 
soldiers  have  been  employed  at  Bisley  in 
preparing  butts  which  will  not  merely 
supply  the  needs  of  the  National  Rifle 
Association,   but  will  also  be  of  g^eat 
use  for  the  shooting  of  the  Army  and, 
under  regulations,  for  the  Volunteers  of 
the  Metropolis  and  fbe  Southern  Coun- 
3  I 
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ties.  We  have  always  rendered  assist- 
ance of  a  similar  character  at  Wimbledon. 
The  working  pay  of  the  men  is  9d.  a  day, 
Hnd  the  National  Ri  ie  Association  has 
benefited  by  the  cheapness  of  the  labonr. 
But  it  is  only  fair  to  remember  that,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  establishment  of  the 
camp  at  BIsley  will  here«fter  be  a  source 
of  considerable  financial  advant^i^e  to 
t\\v  n(*i*rhbourhood. 

LETTERS    TO   THE    AUSTRALIAN 
COLONIES. 

Sib  GEORGE  BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  Genoral  whether  he  can 
state  what  quantities  of  h;tters  were 
received  from  and  despatched  tx>  the 
Australian  ColDuies  during  the  year 
1889  respectively  by  the  direct  sea 
route  at  the  rate  (»f  4d.  per  lett(ir,  and  by 
the  overland  route  {yid  Brindisi  and 
Naples)  at  the  nite  of  6d.  per  letter  ? 

*Mb.  RAIKKS  :  The  answer  to  my 
lion.    Friend's   question    is   as    follows : 

-Weight  of  letteiu  cid  Brindisi  or 
Naples,  postage  6d.  —  despatched  to 
Anstralat-ia,  59,000  lb.  ;  received  from 
Australasia,  52,000  lb.  Weight  of  letters 
sent  by  all  sea  route,  postage  4d. — de- 
spatched to  Australasia,  3,9001b.  ;  re- 
ceived from  Australasia,  3,800  lb. 

POST  OFFICE  AUXILIARY  SORTERS. 
Mb.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  auxiliary  sorters  employed  in 
tlie  Post  Office  are  paid  as  low  as  Is.  6d. 
for  from  four  to  four  and  a  half  hours' 
work  ;  and,  if  so,  how  many  such  sorters 
iwe  employed  in  London  at  that  wage  ; 
and  whether  any  increased  rate  of  pay 
is  allowed  to  auxiliaries  for  night  duty  ? 

*Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  am  not  aware  that 
there  are  any  auxiliary  sorters  paid  as 
low  as  Is.  6d.  for  from  four  to  four  and 
a  half  hours*  work.  When  such  tem- 
jjorary  assistance  b.»comes  necessary  in 
times  of  pressure  the  rule  is  to  offer  28. 
for  the  job,  with  a  higher  rate  per  hour 
for  night  duty. 

POSTAL  EMPLOYES. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAMK  GRAHAM:    I 

l)eg    to    ask    the     Postmnster    General 

whether,  in  cases  where  deductions  are 

made  from  the  wages  of  postal  ernployh^ 

Mr,  E,  Hitanhope 


they  are  nevertheless  compelled  to  sign 
a  receipt  for  the  full  wage  ;  and  whether 
this  is  the  general  practice ;  and,  if  not^ 
whether  any  cases  have  come  under 
his  notice  of  Postmasters  compelling 
men  to  sign  a  receipt  for  more  money 
than  they  actually  received? 

*Mr.  RAIKES:  The  practice,  the  in- 
variable practice  of  the  Post  OfiBce 
is  to  require  its  servants  to 
sign  for  the  amount  of  salary  or 
wages  which  is  actually  chargeable  to 
the  Vote,  the  deductions,  where  deduc- 
tions are  made — as,  for  instance,  for  In- 
come Tax — being  shown  in  the  form  of 
receipt.  But  perhaps  the  hon.  Member 
is  referring  to  payments  made  by  local 
Postmasters  to  those  who  are  their  own 
servants,  and  not  the  servants  of  the 
Department.  Here  a  certain  laxity  of 
practice  has,  in  some  comparatively  few 
instances,  been  found  to  prevail.  Post- 
masters not  infrequently  receive  a  specific 
allowance  for  a  specific  purpose,  and  it 
has  occasional 'y  happened  that  from  such 
purpose  a  part  of  the  allowance  has  been 
diverted.  Wherever  this  has  been  found 
to  be  so  the  Department  has  adopted 
very  stringent  measures. 

COUNTY      (:( >U  RTS      CONSOLIDATION 

BILL. 

Mr.  BRYN  ROBERTS  (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney 
General,  with  reference  to  the  Amend- 
ments which  were  proposed  to  the  County 
Courts  Consolidation  Bill  to  secure  thi^ 
appeals  from  the  County  Courts  in  equity 
matters  should  be  heard  in  the  Chancery 
Division,  and  withdrawn  on  the  under- 
standing that  the  end  would  be  secured 
by  rules  of  Court,  whether  the  Judges  have 
framed  such  rules  ;  and,  if  not,  will  he 
press  the  matter  on  their  attention  f 

*The  attorney  general  (Sir  R. 
Webster,  Isle  of  Wight)  :  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  I  stated 
when  before  the  Grand  Committee,  as  is 
the  fact,  that  arrangements  for  providing 
that  appanls  from  County  Courts  in 
equity  matters  should  be  heard  in  the 
Chancery  Division  could  be  made  by 
rules  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice. 
The  Judges,  have,  I  believe,  not  at  pre- 
sent framed  such  rules  ;  and  having  re- 
gard to  the  condition  of  business  in  the 
Chancery  Division,  I  think  that  any 
change  of  the  kind  might  tend  to  delay 
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and  embaiTassment.  1  will,  however, 
bring  the  matter  to  the  attention  of  the 
Rule  Committee. 

MISAPPROPRIATION  OF  TRUST  MONEY. 

Mr.  H.  S.  WRIGHT  (Nottingham, 
S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General 
whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  bankruptcy  of  Messrs.  Towle  and 
Gilbert,  Solicitors,  Nottingham,  and  to 
the  misappropriation  by  them  to  their 
own  use  of  considerable  trust  moneys, 
and  of  large  sums  of  money  belonging  to 
and  received  from  or  on  behalf  of  clients 
chiefly  for  investment  on  mortgage,  thus 
causing  serious  loss  and  deprivation  to 
numbers  of  persons ;  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Treasury  to  prosecute 
the  delinquents  ;  and  if  the  present  Law 
does  not  meet  the  case  of  such  delinquen- 
cies, whether  the  Government  will  con- 
sider the  desirability  of  introducing  some 
amendment  of  the  Law  ? 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  this  matter.  I  am  aware 
great  injury  was  inflicted  on  many  poor 
persons.  I  am  in  hopes  that  evidence 
will  be  forthcoming  to  enable  proceedings 
to  be  taken  to  bring  the  parties  to  justice. 
It  is  not,  I  think,  desirable  that  I  should 
say  more  upon  this  subject.  The  law 
does  not,  in  my  opiuion,  require  amend- 
ment. The  question  is  one  of  obtaining 
the  necessary  evidence. 

INCOMPETENT  CLERGYALEN. 

Mr.  DAVID  THOMAS  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Goyemment  to 
introduce  this  Session  any  meajsure 
providing  for  the  exercise  of  more 
effective  disciplinary  power  over  clergy- 
men who  are  unfit  occupants  of  their 
livings,  having  regard  to  the  statements 
made  by  the  Prime  Minister  two  years 
ago  that  some  such  measure  ought  to  be 
passed  by  Parliament  without  loss  of 
time ;  that  it  was  a  matter  of  much 
interest  in  Wales  ;  and  that  the  cost  of 
putting  the  present  Law  into  operation 
was  "  practically  prohibitive  1 " 

♦The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  A  Bill  dealing  with  Church 
discipline  was  passed  through  the  House 
of  Lords  in  the  Session  of  1888  ;  but  it 
was  not  proceeded  with  in  this  House,  as 
there  appeared  to   be  little   probability 


that  it  could  be  passed  into  law  without 
an  amount  of  time  which  was  not  then 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Government ;  but 
if  I  am  to  understand  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  question  that  there  would 
be  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  assist 
in  passing  such  a  measure,  I  will  com- 
municate with  my  friends  in  another 
place,  and  I  have  no  doubt  the  desired 
opportunity  will  be  afforded. 

CARDIFF  TELEGRAPH  CLERKS. 

Sir  EDWARD  REED :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
he  is  aware  that  certain  telegraph  clerks 
of  Cardiff,  who  were  interrogated  as  to 
certain  newspaper  letters,  and  called 
upon  to  find  out  who  had  written  them, 
were,  failing  to  do  tliis,  summarily  ordered 
away,  at  a  few  hours*  notice,  to  other 
towns  iM  a  punishment  ;  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  speech  of 
the  Postmaster  Gtjneral,  reported  in  the 
new8pai)ers  of  14  th  February,  in  which 
he  said  that — 

''If  his  conduot  in  oonneetion  with  this 
matter  was  questioned  in  Parliament,  he  should 
be  quite  prepared  to  justify  it :" 

and  whether,  in  view  of  these  facts,  he 
will  afford  facilities  for  this  subject, 
which  is  greatly  disturbing  the  members 
of  the  Telegraph  Service  throughout  the 
country,  being  brought  promptly  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House  of 
Commons  f 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  informed 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Postmaster 
General  that  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  does  not  accurately  represent  the 
facts  of  the  case  ;  but  I  would  suggest 
that  there  will  be  a  better  opportunity  of 
raising  the  question  when  the  Telegraph 
Vote  comes  up  for  consideration,  and  I 
do  not  think  the  delay  will  injuriously 
affect  the  Telegraph  Sei-vice. 


TERRITORIAL  STANDI 
COMMITTEES. 


G 


SiB  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  he  yet  intends  to  propose  any 
Territorial  Standing  Committees,  and 
especially  one  to  deal  with  such  Bills  as 
may  be  referred  to  it  regarding  that 
northern  part  of  Britain  which  has  such 
distinctive  institutions,  laws,  and  nomen* 
clature  as  are  not  understood  by  the 
3  1  2 
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more  southern  branuhes  of  the  Anglian 
and  Celtic  races  ? 

*Mk.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  is  not  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  establish 
Territorial  Standing  Committees,  and  I  can 
hardly  think  that  the  hon.  Member  can 
seriously  propose  such  a  course. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  beg  to  jrive 
notice  that  I  shall  take  a  further  oppor- 
tunity of  proposing  to  the  House  that 
there  shall  be  a  Standing  Committee  for 
dealing  with  that  part  of  the  country 
commonly,  but  erroneously,  called  Scot- 
land. 

THE  CIVIL  SERVICE. 
Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  when  the  last  competitive  ex- 
amination was  held  for  admission  to 
Class  I.  of  the  Home  Civil  Service  ;  how 
many  vacancies  in  the  Home  Civil  Service 
were  filled  up  by  open  competitive  ex- 
amination'during  the  years  1880  to  1886, 
inclusive,  and  how  many  cj^ndidates  sub- 
mitted tliemselves  for  examination  ; 
whether  he  can  state  about  the  per- 
centage of  those  in  the  Civil  Service 
who  are  entitled  to  retire  upon  pensions, 
but  who  continue  to  draw  full  salaries, 
without  doing  the  full  work  ;  whether, 
since  the  discontinuance  of  these  exami- 
nations, Treasury  clerks  have  been 
selected  for  lucrative  appointments  in 
other  offices,  so  that  there  has  been 
unusual  rapidity  of  promotion  at  the 
Treasury,  and  a  block  of  promotion  at 
other  offices,  and  that  clerks  have  been 
transferred  from  one  oftice  to  another  in 
which  the  work  is  totally  different ;  can 
he  state  in  approximately  how  many 
cases,  public  sei^vants  who  obtained  their 
appointments  by  competitive  examination 
have  had  "  selected  "  men  from  other 
offices,  who  have  not  been  examined, 
put  over  their  heads ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  many  parents  with  small  in- 
comes have  spent  substantial  amounts 
upon  a  special  education,  with  a  view  to 
their  children  entering  for  the  competitive 
examination,  and  that  in  many  cases,  in 
consequence  of  a  system  of  patronage 
being  substituted  for  examination,  they 
have  been  obliged,  at  a  critical  time  of 
life,  to  change  their  plans ;  and  whether 
it  is  intended  to  return  t<)  the  system  of 
opeu  competitive  examinations  ;  and,  if 
so,  when? 

Sir  Georgp  CarnpbeU 


*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  question  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  having  only  been 
put  down  last  night  did  not  come  to- 
my  knowledge  until  this  morning,  and 
I  am  unable  to  give  all  the  ddtails  for 
which  he  asks.  The  last  open  cam- 
petition  for  Class  I.  of  the  Upper  Divi- 
sion  was  held  in  December,  1886. 
During  the  time  that  the  present  Gk>- 
vernment  have  been  in  office  they  have 
been  reducing  the  number  of  the  higher- 
and  more  largely-paid  Establishments, 
and  they  have  been  able  to  supply 
vacancies  by  transfer  thereto  of  redun- 
dant clerks,  and  in  this  way  several 
vacancies  at  the  Treasury,  among  other 
offices,  have  been  filled  up.  Tliis  reduc- 
tion of  the  Higher  Establishment  is  fnllj 
endorsed  by  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Civil  Establishments.  We  are  not,  there- 
fore, able  to  agree  with  the  hon.  Member,, 
who  would  urge  us  to  hold  competitive 
examinations  for  posts  that  are  not  re- 
quired in  order  to  provide  for  youths 
who  would,  no  doubt,  for  sufficient  reason, 
prefer  the  Public  Service  to  open  pro- 
fessions, and  it  is  not  our  intention  ta 
hold  open  competitive  examinations  for 
Class  I.  as  long  us  it  is  practicable  to  fill 
vacancies  by  transfers.  As  iax  as  I  am 
aware,  three  appointments  have  been 
made  from  the  Treasury  to  Staff  posts. 
In  the  filling  of  such  posts  we  are  re- 
sponsible, and  are  ready,  when  necessary, 
to  explain  our  acts. 

THE  SMALL  HOLDINGS  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Birmingham,. 
Bordesley)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  when  the  Gt>vemment 
will  be  prepared  t  »  re-appoint  the  Small 
Holdings  Conmiittee  1 

*Me.  COBB:  Before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  replies  to  the  question  may 
I  ask  him  whether,  if  the  Committee  are 
able  to  make  an  early  Report,  there  is 
any  chance  of  legislation  on  the  subject 
this  Session? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  for  Rugby  (Mr.  Cobb)  will  be 
able  to  form  his  own  judgment  upon 
that  matter,  having  regard  to  the  various 
measures  which  are  to  be  brought  before 
the  House.  In  reply  to  the  question  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bordesley  (Mr. 
Collings),  I  have  to  say  when  I  hay* 
ascertained  that  it  is  the  general  wiak 
of  Members  of  this  House  I  will  b» 
prepared  to  take  the  necessary  steps. 
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GRANTS  TO  SCOTCH  SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  CALDWELL :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Loixi  of  the  Treasury  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  Report  of 
the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  General,  in 
the  accx)unt8  for  the  year  ended  31st 
March,  1889,  Class  IV.,  Vote  10,  that— 

**  During  the  year  1888-9  Grants  amounting 
altogether  to  £2,876  ds.  were  paid  to  Billhead, 
Hamilton  Crescent,  and  Bellahouston  Schools, 
Oovan,  and  to  Harris  Academy,  Dundee, 
although  the  average  fee  from  each  scholar 
■exceeded  9d.  per  week.  Similar  payments 
were  reported  last  year,  the  Department  plead- 
ing in  justification  the  terms  of  the  Code  of 
1887.  The  Code,  however,  in  that  respect  was 
admittedly  in  opposition  to  the  terms  of 
section  3  of  the  Elementary  Education  Act  of 
1870,  and,  consequently,  inoperative;  but, 
under  the  circumstances,  Uie  Treasury 
sanctioned  the  payments,  on  the  understanding 
that  they  were  not  to  be  continued  beyond  the 
year  1887-8.  As  stated  in  my  last  Report,  the 
payments  have  been  continued  in  uie  year 
1888-9,  in  opposition  both  to  the  Act  and  to 
the  Amended  Code  of  1888  ;" 

whether  these  schools  are  still  on  the 
list  of  State-aided  schools  entitled  to 
■Government  grant  ;  and  whether  the 
Treasury  intend  taking  any  steps  in  the 
matter  1 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  question 
raised  in  the  Report  of  the  Comptroller 
and  Auditor  General  turns  upon  certain 
•differences  in  the  interpretation  placed 
upon  the  latter  of  the  Treasury.  The 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  refers 
to  the  explanation  given  by  the  Account- 
ing Officer,  but  states  that  he  is  unable 
to  accept  the  responsibility  of  passing  the 
grants  without  noticing  them  in  his 
Report.  The  question  will  now  come 
lunder  the  review  of  the  Committee 
on  Public  Accounts,  and  the  Treasury 
will  await  the  judgment  of  that  Com- 
mittee. The  schools  referred  to  have  not 
been  removed  from  the  list  of  schools 
conditionally  entitled  to  State  aid, 
but  they  will  not  continue  to  receive 
Government  grants  should  the  average 
fee  be  found  t<)  exceed  9d  a  week. 

CONDUCT  OF   BUSINESS— THE 
EHTIMATES—ABRANGBMENT  OP    THE 

VOTES. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
^(Stirling,  &c.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  there  is 
any  precedent  for  asking  a  Vote  from 
the  House  on  account  of  Estimates  not 
jet  in  the  hands  of  Members  ? 


*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  think  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  will  find  that  in  1869-70 
the  Estimates  were  delivered  on  April  13, 
the  first  Vote  on  Account  having  been 
taken  on  April  9.  There  are  other  pre- 
cedents for  Votes  on  Account  being 
taken  practically  simultaneously  with  the 
delivery  of  the  EiStimates.  I  would 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
passing  a  Vote  on  Account  does  not  bind 
the  House  to  the  approval  of  any  new 
expenditure,  and  I  would  refer  him  to 
the  statement  on  this  point  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  South  Edinburgh 
in  1866.  The  course  taken  by  the 
Government  is  in  order  to  suit  the 
convenience  of  the  House,  as  next 
week,  when  the  time  would  liave  been 
available  for  Supply,  has  been  devoted 
to  other  purposes. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle-on- 
lyne)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether  the  Estimates  in 
the  Vote  on  Account  are  not  presented 
in  a  new  form,  reducing  the  number  of 
Votes  from  137  to  106;  whether  this 
change  has  been  apjin^ved  by  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee  :  and  whether  the 
House  will  have  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
amining any  scheme  for  the  re-arrange- 
ment of  the  Estimates,  and  pronouncing 
upon  it,  in  conformity  with  the 
recommendations  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  Estimates  Procedure  in  1888, 
and  of  the  Public  Accounts  Committee  of 
the  same  year  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  Yes,  Sir ;  the 
Estimates  covei'ed  by  •  the  Vote  on 
Account  have  been  presented  in  a  form 
showing  a  reduction  in  the  number  of 
separate  Votes  to  106.  The  change  has 
not  yet  been  approved  by  the  Public 
Accounts  Conmiittee,  but  it  is  proposed 
to  invite  the  assistance  of  that  Com- 
mittee and  to  ask  them  to  consider,  and, 
I  hope,  to  approve  of  the  change.  Any 
suggestions  or  alterations  which  that 
Committee  may  recommend  will,  I  am 
sure,  receive  the  careful  consideration  of 
the  House  and  of  the  Gk)vemment,  with 
a  view  to  giving  effect  to  them  ;  and  it  ia 
clearly  understood  that  in  giving  tho 
Vote  on  Account  the  House  does  not 
commit  itself  to  approval  of  the  new 
orm  of  the  Estimates.  In  1860-61  the 
Civil  Service  Votes  numbered  198  ;  im 
1861-62  they  were  reduced  to  183;  in 
1865-66  they  were  182  ;  in  1866-67  tiiej 
were  169;  in  1867-68  they  were   168; 
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aud  ill  1868-69  they  were  146.  In 
reduciiig  the  number  of  Votes  we  are 
only,  the  refore ,  following  precedent.  The 
Government  were  so  impressed  with  the 
necessity  of  making  some  change  in  the 
form  of  the  Estimates  which  wonld 
reduce  the  number  of  Votes  and  insure 
their  being  better  grouped  that  they  did 
not  like  to  delay  making  their  proposals 
for  another  year.  Accordingly,  we 
determined  that  the  Estimates  should 
be  prepared  and  presented  in  the  new 
form,  and  in  so  doing  we  believed  that 
the  House  and  the  Committee  of  Public 
Accounts  would,  witliout  committing 
themselves  to  accepting  the  form  for 
more  tlian  one  year,  be  better  able  to 
judge  of  the  change  with  a  view  to  its 
future  adojjtion.  Thf  Estimates  when 
in  the  liands  of  Members  will  show  that 
the  means  of  comparison  are  preserved. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  May  I  ask  whether 
it  is  true  that  the  Government  first  of  all 
adopted  the  change  in  the  form  of  the 
Estimates,  and  then,  last  night  at  a  late 
hour  put  on  the  Paper  the  proposal  to 
refer  the  matter  to  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee.  I  would  further  ask 
whether,  in  the  ca.se  of  all  the  precedents 
the  right  hon.  (rentleman  has  mentioned, 
the  change  had  not  been  first  submitted 
to  the  Public  Accounts  Committee,  and 
whether  that  Committee  had  not  in  1888 
almost  ordered  that  bt.»f()i*e  any  change 
was  made  in  the  form  of  the  Estimates 
they,  as  well  a.s  the  House,  should  first 
have  an  opportuiiity  of  considering  the 
matter  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  In  answer  to  the 
first  question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
I  may  say  that  [  am  under  the  impres- 
sion that  the  Committee  could  not  deal 
with  the  question  unless  it  was  referred 
to  them  by  the  House.  With  regard  to 
the  second  question,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  find  that  none  of  the 
changes  to  which  I  have  referred  had 
been  submitted  to  the  previous  approval 
of  the  Committee  of  Public  Accounts. 
In  answer  to  the  third  question,  I  admit 
that  the  Committee  did  express  a  desire 
that  changes  generally  should  be  sub- 
mitted to  them  for  ap{)roval. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  only  want  to 
ioiow  whether  we  are  to-night  going  to 
consider  a  Vote  on  Account,  cast  in  a  form 
which  has  never  been  approved  by,  or 
submitted  to,  the  Committee  of  Public 
Accounts  r 

Mr.  W.  //.  NWM 


•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  House  will 
not  in  the  slightest  degree  commit  itself 
to  the  form  in  which  the  demand  is  sub- 
mitted. There  is  no  change  in  the 
method  of  accounts,  and  there  is  no 
change  whatever  in  the  services  to  be 
provided  for.  The  fact  is,  that  certain 
Votes  have  been  put  together. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Is  it  not  the  case 
that  the  Civil  Service  Estimates  have 
been  printed  in  a  changed  form,  which 
has  afterwards  to  be  approved  of  1 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  have  stated 
that  they  are  undoubtedly  presented  in 
a  changed  form,*  as  they  were  presented 
in  a  changed  form  in  1860,  1861,  1865, 
and  1866-7-8. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) :  Is 
it  not  a  fact  that  the  Estimates  Procedme 
Committee  of  1888  reported  that  a 
scheme  of  grouping  should  receive  the 
attention  of  the  Treasury  and  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  House.  Was  not  this 
Resolution  substantially  adopted  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  behalf 
of  the  Gf)vernment,  when  he  said  that 
no  large  alteration  would  be  made  of  so 
serious  a  character  as  to  need  the 
approval  of  the  House  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  is  perfectly  teie 
that  the  Committee  did  desire  and  did 
instruct  the  Treasury  to  group  the  Est^ 
mates  more  carefully  together,  and  the 
Treasury,  having  followed  their  instruo- 
tions,  have  only  been  wanting  in  one 
thing — namely,  that  they  have  not  sub- 
mitted a  scheme  to  the  House  for  con- 
sideration in  any  other  form  than  in  the 
conc(»ntrated  form  of  the  Estimates- 
themselves.  The  only  way  in  which 
the  Instruction  of  the  Committee  of 
1888  conld  [ye  carried  out  was  in  the 
way  now  submitted  to  the  House  in  the 
Estimates  of  the  year. 

Mr  JENNINGS  (Stockport) :  May  I 
ask  whether,  by  this  new  system  of 
classifying  Votes,  it  is  no  longer  the  case 
that  there  will  be  a  separate  Vote  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, the  maintenance  of  the  British 
Museum,  aud  the  MetropoHtan  Police 
Courts  :  and  whether  these  changes  are 
not  calculated  to  lesseti  the  power  of 
criticism  {assessed  by  the  House  over 
these  Estimate  s .' 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  Even  if  these 
Votes  were  not  submitted  as  separate 
and   sulwtantive   Votes,  thev   would  all 
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appear  as  so  many  sub-heiids,  and   the 
House  would  possess  the  same  control. 

*SiR  U.KAY-SHUTTLE  WORTH  (Lan- 
cashire, Clitheroe)  :  The  right  hon  Gen- 
tleman referred  to  the  precedent  of  1867, 
and  said  that  changes  were  in  that  year 
made  in  the  Civil  Service  Estimates 
without  submitting  them  first  to  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee.  But  is  it 
not  the  fact  that  the  changes  were  sub 
mitted  to,  and  approved  by,  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee  in  that  year  and 
also  in  1881  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  will  make 
inquiry. 

*Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
1  would  like  to  ask  you,  Mr.  Speaker, 
whether,  if  we  pass  this  Vote  on 
Account,  it  will  notcommitus  tothechange 
proposed,  or,  at  any  rate,  preclude  us  from 
re-opening  the  question  this  Session  ? 

*Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  for  the  House 
to  judge  whether  it  will  preclude  any 
(question  from  being  raised  again ;  it  is 
not  a  question  of  order. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR :  May  I  ask  the 
i^'irst  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  the 
putting  of  one  question  from  the  Chair 
for  a  number  of  Services  will  not  place  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Government  the 
balances  unexpended  on  all  those  separate 
Services  as  if  it  were  one  Vote,  instead 
of  two  or  three  ? 

*]VIr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  If  the  House 
attaches  any  importance  to  the  point 
which  has  been  raised,  there  will  be  no 
hesitation  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  giving  an  assurance  that 
the  surplus  under  one  sulnhead  shall  not 
be  expended  in  the  Services  under 
another  sub-head. 

*SiR  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Univer- 
sity)  :  I  should  be  glad  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  inform  the  House 
whether  the  assurance  he  has  just  given 
applies  to  the  sub-heads  generally,  or 
whetlier  it  is  only  intended  to  apply  to 
those  which  it  is  suggested  to  alter  / 

*AlR.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  That,  I  think,  is 
a  question  rather  for  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  to  consider,  and  I  may  say 
that  any  suggestions  which  may  be  made 
in  this  Committee  will  certainly  receive 
the  moj:t  careful  and  respectful  considera- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  [(Edinburgh,  W.): 
I  beg,  Sir,  to  ask  leave  to  move  the  Ad- 
journment of  the  House  for  the  purpose 
of  calling  attention  to  a  matter  of  urgent 


public  importance,  namely,  to  the  con 
duct  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  iu 
introducing  lai*ge  alterations  in  the  mode 
of  submitting  the  Estimates  to  this 
House  without  having  previously  sub- 
mitted them  to  the  approval  of  the 
House. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  I  would  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  that  is  a  ques- 
tion which  would  come  better  at  a 
subsequent  period  on  Committee  of 
Supply. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN :  Am  I  to  under- 
stand. Sir,  that  I  should  be  in  order  in 
moving  to  report  Progress  on  a  Vote  of 
Account  in  order  to  call  attention  to  this 
subject  in  Committee  ? 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man's Motion  could  be  made  when  the 
House  is  in  Committee.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  then  be  in  order  in  raising  the- 
question  as  to  the  form  in  which  the 
Votes  are  to  be  taken  in  this  House. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR :  I  wish.  Sir,  ta 
ask  a  question  on  a  point  of  order.  The 
Government  have  intimated  that  they 
propose  to  have  the  subject  of  the  new 
form  of  taking  the  Estimates  referred  ta 
the  Public  Accounts  Committee.  The 
functions  of  the  Committee  are  laid  down 
on  the  Standing  Orders,  and  they  are  not 
concerned  in  any  way  with  the  mode  of 
putting  the  Votes  from  the  Chair  in  thia 
House,  or,  indeed,  with  the  question 
of  procedure  in  this  House.  The 
reference  of  such  a  question  as  is 
now  suggested  to  the  Public  Ac- 
counts Committee  would  be  really  an 
extension  of  the  province  and  powers  of 
that  Committee.  I  therefore  ask  you. 
Sir,  as  a  point  of  order,  whether  such  a 
proposal  can  be  adopted  without  the 
passing  of  a  Stiinding  Order  upon  the 
subject 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  I  think  that  if  the 
existing  powers  of  the  Committee 
should  be  exceeded  then  an  instruction 
would  be  required  to  enable  the  Com- 
mittee to  consider  the  special  question 
to  Ix*  referred  to  it. 

♦Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTIiEWORTH :  1 
should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  his  attention  has  been  -called  to 
tlie  liist  paragraph  of  the  Report  of  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  which  haa 
just  lx»en  made,  and  which  has  reference 
to  the  point  now  raised.  The  Committee 
state  that  they  do  not  desire  to  deal  with 
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any  question  relating  to  the  voting  of  the 
Estimates  in  Committee  of  Supply.  I 
would  point  out  that  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  is  an  exceptional  Committee 
acting  under  a  Stan  tog  Order  of  this 
House,  and  it  would  bo  highly  incon- 
venient to  submit  to  them  such  a 
question  as  has  now  been  raised.  \CHe8 
of  "  Order,  order  !  "]  I  am  only  eluci- 
dating the  question  I  desire  to  put  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  as  I  think  it  would  be 
higlily  inconvenient  to  mix  up  these 
technical  matters,  as  to  the  accounts  and 
control  over  moneys  that  have  been 
voted,  with  the  question  of  procedure  in 
the  voting  of  the  Estimates  in  this 
House. 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  paragraph  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  which  seems  to 
negative  the  power  of  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee  to  entertain  the 
question  as  to  the  form  in  which  the 
Votes  are  to  be  submitted  to  the  House, 
and  to  suggest  that  the  responsibility 
should  rest  upon  the  Government  them- 
selves. The  Government  has  accepted 
that  responsibility ;  but  they  desire  to 
obtain  the  assistance  of  the  Committee 
on  Public  Accounts  in  order  tliat  tliat 
Committee  may  satisfy  tliemselves  that 
tlie  form  in  which  the  Votes  are  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  is  satisfactory. 

•Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON  (Hohnfirth)  :  Did 
1  undei-stand  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  rule 
that  the  question  submitted  by  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Buchanan)  was  not  a  matter 
of  urgent  public  importance  ? 

*Mk.  SPEAKER:  No;  I  suggested  that 
it  would  more  properly  arise  at  a  later 
stage,  when  the  House  is  in  Committee. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


SUPPLY- CIVIL    SERVICES    AND 
REVENUE    DEPARTMENTS. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

VOTE   ON   ACCOUNT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**That  u  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,725,103,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  account,  for  or 
towards  defraying  the  Charge  for  the  following 
Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments  for 
the  year  ending  on  the  3l8tday  of  March,  1891, 
Ti£ : — 


Services^  dse. 
CIVIL  SERVICES. 

Class  I. 
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Royal  Palaces  and  Marlborough  flooae 
Royal  Parki  and  Pleasure  Gkutlens  .  • 
Public  Buildings,  Qreat  Britaia 
Admiralty,  Extension  of  Buildixigs  •  • 
Miscellaneous  Legal  Buildings,  (ireat 

Britain  •  •  •  • 

Art  and    Science    Buildings,    Ghreat 

Britain  . .  . .  •  • 

Diplomatic  and    Consular  BuildingB 
Revenue  Department  Buildings 
Surveys  of  the  United  Kingdom 
Harbours,  &o.  under  Board  of  Trade, 

and  Lighthouses  abroad  . .  .  • 

Peterhead  Harbour  •  •  .  • 

Caledonian  Canal . .  •  • 

Rates  on  Government  Property  (Ghreat 

Britain  and  Irelai'd) 
Public  Works  and  Buildings,  Ireland 

Class  II. 

United  Kingdom  and  ESngland : — 

House  of  Lords,  Offices        •  • 

House  of  Commons,  Offices. . 

Treasury  and  Subordinates  Depart- 
ments . .  •  •  •  •  • . 

Home  Office  and'  Subordinate  Depart- 
ments . .  •  •  •  •  ■  • 

Foreign  Office 

Colonial  Office 

Privy  Council  Office  and  Subordinate 
Departments      ..  ••  •• 

Board  of  Trade  and  Subordinate  De- 
partments 

Bankruptcy  Department  of  the  Board 
of  Trade 

Board  of  Agriculture 

Charity  Commission  ••  •• 

Civil  Service  Commission    •• 

Exche(iu6r  and  Audit  Department    •. 

Friendly  Societies,  Registry 

Ix)cal  Government  Board     •  • 

Lunacy  Commission 

Mercantile  Marine  Funds  Grant  in  Aid 

Mint  (including  Coinage)    . . 

National  Debt  Office 

Public  Works  Loan  Commission 

Record  Office 

Registrar  General's  Office  . . 

Stationery  Office  and  Printinfj^ 

Woods,  Forests,  &c.,  Office  of  • . 

Works  and  Public  Buildings,  Office  of 

Secret  Service       . .  . .  , , 

Scotland : — 

Secretary  for  Scotland 

Fishery  Board       .. 

Lunacy  Commission  ••  •• 

Registrar  General's  Office   .  • 

Board  of  Supervision  •  •  .  • 

Ireland : — 

Lord  Lieutenant  and  Chief  Secretary 
Charitable    Donations    and   Bequests 
Office  . .  . .  . . 

Local  Government  Board  . . 

Public  Works  Office 

Record  Office        . .  . .  .  • 

Registrar  General's  Office  . . 
Valuation  and  Boundary  Survey 


£ 

5,000 
12,000 
30,000 

4,000 

8,000 

6,000 

7,000 

66,000 

40,000 

8,000 
6,000 
1,000 

83,000 
60,000 


6,000 
6,000 

16,000 

16,000 

10,000 

6,000 

2,600 

27,000 

3 

6,000 
6,000 
7,000 

10,000 
1,600 

27,000 
2,000 

20,000 
2,600 
1,600 
4,000 
8,000 

70,000 
6,000 
8,000 
6,000 


2,000 
4,000 
1,200 
1,000 
1,600 


8,000 

400 

16,000 

10,000 

1,000 

8,000 

0,000 
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Services f  dsc. 


Class  III. 

United  Kingdom  and  England:—- 

Law  Charges         ..             ..             ..  12,000 

Miscellaneous  Legal  Expenses  ••  8,000 
•Supreme    Court    of   Judicature    and 

Land  Registry  . .             ..             ..  65,000 

CJounty  Courts      ..             ..             ..  20,000 

Police  Courts  (London  and  Sheerness)  3,000 

Police,  England  and  Wales              . .  10,000 

Prisons,  England  and  the  Colonies  . .  110,000 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools, 

Great  Britain    . .              . ,              . .  80,000 

Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum  6,000 

Scotland : — 

Lord  Advocate,  and  Law  Charges  and 

Courts  of  Law    . .             . .             . .  10,000 

Register  House      . .             . .             . .  6,000 

Crofters' Commission           ..             ..  1,500 

Prisons,  Scotland  ..             ..             ..  15,000 

Ireland : — 

Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Prosecu- 
tions    ..             ..             ..             ..  15,000 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  and  other 

Legal  Departments           ..             ..  20,0^0 

Land  Commission  . .             . .             . .  20,000 

County  Court  Officers,  &c.  . .             . .  18,000 

Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  &c.        . .  20,000 

Constabulary          ..              ..              ..  300,000 

Prisons,  Ireland     ..             ..             .,  20,000 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools  ..  30,000 

Dundrum  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum..  1,500 

Class  IV. 

United  Kingdom  and  England  : — 

Public  Education,  England  and  Wales  800,000 
Science   and  Art  Department,  United 

Kingdom 
British  Museum     . . 
National  Gallery   . .  . . 

National  Portrait  Gallery  . . 
Learned  Societies,  United  Kingdom.. 
Universities     and     Colleges,     Great 

Britain.. 
London  University 

Scotland : — 

Public  Education  . . 
National  Gallery  . . 

Ireland : — 

Public  Education. . 
Endowed  Schools  Commissioners 
National  Gallery  . , 
<iueen's  Colleges  .. 


45,000 
27,000 

3,000 
600 

7,000 

10,000 
3.000 


160,000 
400 


200,000 
200 
300 
500 


Class  V. 

Diplomatic     Services   and    Consular 

Services 
Slave  Trade  Services 
Colonial  Services,    including    South 

Ainca  ••  •••  .■  •• 

Cyprus,  Grant  in  Aid  ••  .   .. 

Subsidies    to    Telegraph  Companies, 

At 

^Wy*  ••  ••  ••  •• 

Class  VI. 

Superannuation  and   Retired  Allow- 
ances       ..  •«  «,  «■ 


100,000 
8,500 

2^,000 
16,000 


Merchant  Seamen's  Fund  Pensions, 

Friendly  Societies  Deficiency 
Miscellaneous  Charitable  and  other 

Allowa.  ces,  Great  Britain 
Pauper  Lunatics,  Ireland  . . 
Hospitals  and  Charities,  Ireland.     . . 


1526 


1,000 


500 

70.000 

4,000 


Class  Vn. 


Temporary  Commissions 
Miscellaneous  Expenses 


Total  for  Civil  Services 


9,000 
4,000 

£3,055,103 


REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS. 

Customs  ..              ..  ..  ..  100,000 

Inland  Revenue  ..  ..  100,000 

Post  Office              ..  ..  ..  100.000 

Post  Office  Packet  Service  . .  . .  20.000 

Post  Office  Telegraphs  ..  ..  350,000 


Total  for  Revenue  Departments     £670,000 

Grand  Total       £3,725,103 


120,000 


*(4.40.)  Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edin- 
burgh, W.)  :  1  desire,  Sir,  to  raise 
the  question  which  I  attempted  to 
biing  by  fore  the  House  before  the 
Speaker  left  the  Chair.  I  should  like  to 
state  very  shortly  what  has  actually 
taken  place  with  i-egard  to  this  matter, 
and  what  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  the  action  they  desire  to  take, 
really  amount  to.  The  whole  subject 
originated  in  the  Estimates  Procedure 
Committee,  1888,  which  considered  the 
possibility  of  grouping  the  Votes  in 
Supply,  and  a  scheme  was  submitted  to 
jbheni,  which  was  by  no  means  identical 
in  essence  or  detail  with  the  scheme  or. 
which  the  Estimates  now  before  the 
Committee  is  based.  The  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Procedure  Committee  is  that 
the  scheme  should  be  submitted  to  the 
consideration  of  the  Treasury  with  a  view 
to  a  scheme  being  submitted  to  the 
House.  In  the  autumn  of  1888  a 
different  scheme  was  sent  to  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee,  and  the  scheme 
upon  which  the  arrangement  of  the 
present  Estimates  is  based  is  a  modifica- 
tion of  the  scheme  of  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee.  That  scheme  should  have 
received  the  approval  of  the  House  before 
being  applied  to  the  Estimates.  On  April 
30, 1889,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
said  it  could  only  be  with  the  full  assent 
of  the  House  that  the  G^ovornment  would 
take  any  steps  to  limit  discussion  on  the 
Votes.  The  subject  is  not  merely  a 
teclmiwil  or  finaiu'ial  one.     It  is  closely 
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connected  with  the  efficient  i;onduct  of 
the  business  of  the  House.  The  dis- 
cussions in  Committee  of  Supply  are 
upon  questions  of  administration,  and  as 
such  they  are  highly  valued  by  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
No  doubt  questions  of  jidministration 
are  sometimes  discussed  in  Committee 
at  undue  length  ;  but  that  is  compara- 
tively a  small  evil,  for  it  is  by  the 
discussion  of  those  questions  that  the 
way  is  paved  for  substantial  reforms. 
Discussions  in  Supply  are  very  highly 
valued  by  hon.  Members  on  both  sides 
of  this  House  save,  perhaps,  those  who 
sit  on  the  two  Front  Benches.  The 
financial  value  of  the  discussion,  of 
course,  has  often  been  considered  and 
often  minimised.  Discussions  on  ques- 
tions of  administration  are  often  doubt- 
less continued  at  very  great  length  and 
go  into  minute  details  ;  but,  taking  them 
all  round,  they  are  essentially  of  very 
great  value  for  l^slation  and  the  effec- 
tive discharge  of  their  duties  by  Mem- 
bers of  this  House.  Speaking  particu- 
larly on  behalf  of  Scotland  and  a  body 
of  Members  who  form  a  small  minoriiy 
in  this  House,  I  may  say  that  these 
discussions  in  Committee  of  Supply 
afford  us  practically  the  only  opportunity 
we  have  of  bringing  forT\*ard  subjects  in 
which  we  are  interested  and  which 
cannot  otherwise  gain  tlie  general  atten- 
tion of  the  House.  I  urge  upon  inde- 
pendent Members  of  this  House  not  to 
allow  any  substantial  limitations  of  their 
opportunities  for  discussion  until  they 
have  a  fuller  knowledofe  of  what  the 
limitations  are  and  have  had  the  chance  of 
debating  the  proposals  in  detail  before 
agreeing  to  them.  We  are  practically, 
however,  excluded  from  a  due  considera- 
tion of  them — at  any  rate,  for  this  Session 
—and  we  are  required  to  act  upon  the 
proposals  and  vote  estimates  in  accord- 
ance with  them.  In  the  short  time  that 
has  been  at  disposal  it  is  very  difficult  for  a 
Member  of  this  House  to  gather  the  extent 
of  the  alteration  which  has  l)een  made  by 
the  scheme  now  submitted.  First  of  all, 
large  and  important  Votes  cm  which 
discussions  took  place  in  former  years 
a  re  being  put  together.  The  Diplomatic 
and  Consular  Votes  are  no  longer  taken 
separately — Votes  which  last  Session 
formed  almost  the  only  op|K)rtunity  we 
had  of  discussing  Foreign  Affairs. 
The  Colonial  and  South  African 
Mr.  Bnchaiuiit 


Votes,  too,  are  no  longer  capable  of 
b«ing  discussed  as  separate  Votes ;  thej 
are  to  be  taken  as  a  single  Vote.  Un- 
doubtedly, we  have  hitherto  debated  these 
Votes  separately,  not  as  to  financial 
detail,  but  in  regard  to  our  colonial 
administration^  which  is  interesting  not 
merely  to  Members  of  this  House,  bat  to 
the  public.  Then  the  Votes  of  the  Chief 
Secretary-  and  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  are  taken  as  a  single  Vote.  Every- 
one is  aware  that  these  two  Votes  foam 
the  subject  of  discussions  in  this  House. 
Similarly,  with  regard  to  subordinate 
Dejiartments,  large  numbers  of  which, 
hitherto  separate,  have  been  put  together. 
Take  the  Scottish  Votes.  This  scheme 
does  not  include  under  one  Vote  all  dis- 
cussion of  Scotch  matters  as  did  the 
scheme  submitted  to  the  I^ublic  Accounts 
Committee,  but  it  considerably  minimises 
our  opportunities.  The  Vote  for  the 
Registrar  General  for  Scotland  and  an- 
other Vote  under  Class  II.  have  disap- 
peared from  the  list.  Then  the  Exchequer 
Vote  for  Scotland ;  that  lias  also  disap- 
peared, and  I  think  it  has  been  dis- 
tributed  among  several  Votes.  I  cannot 
find  it,  but  amongst  the  payments  con- 
nected with  the  IVeasury  under  the  new 
scheme  is  the  "  Exchequer  (Scotland) — 
Salaries  only.''  The  Exchequer  (Scotland) 
Vote  has  disappeared. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  L.  Jackson,  Leeds):  II 
is  in  Class  VII. 
*Mb.  BUCHANAN:  That  makes 
it  still  more  confusing  than  I  imagined  it 
to  be,  and  it  only  illustrates  the  very 
great  difficulty  we  sliall  have  in  the 
future  in  knowing  exactly  what  we  are 
voting.  Take,  for  example,  the  Diplo- 
matic and  Consular  Buildings  Vote.  We 
spent  .£26,000  last  year  (the  estimate 
for  this  year  is  £40,000),  and  a  Vote  of 
£7,000  on  account  is  asked  for  to-night.  1 
am  quite  at  a  loss  to  understand  this  Vote, 
and  we  are  left  perfectly  in  tlie  dark  by 
the  Government  as  to  whether  this  is  a 
large  and  substantial  increase  in  the  ex- 
penses, or  whether  it  is  due  to  the  new 
scheme  now  being  adopted.  No  doubi 
when  we  have  the  Memorandum  of  the 
changes  submitted  to  us,  we  will  bt»  able 
to  understand  it.  It  is  essentially  the 
duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  before 
they  insert  in  the  Estimates  alterationa 
of  this  sort,  to  lay  a  statement  before  the 
House  and  Committee  that  we  may 
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with  what  we  are  dealing.  The  Public 
Accounts  Committee  had  a  scheme  sub- 
mitted to  them  in  1888,  and  they  re- 
ported. Acc5ording  to  two  letters  ad- 
dr-'38ed  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee by  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
—  the  Treasury,  not  the  Government- 
found  it  desirable,  comparing  the  Esti- 
mates of  1890-91,  to  efEect  some  re- 
ar i*angement  of  the  Votes,  the  result 
being  a  reduction  of  the  number  of  Votes. 
As  I  understand,  a  statement  explanatory 
of  that  was  not  submitted  at  the  same 
time. 

*SiR  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH : 
A  statement  was  submitted  at  the  time. 
Unfortunately,  it  has  not  been  printed. 

Mji.  BUCHANAN  :  Of  course  it  is  not 
printed.  I  am  sorry  I  fell  into  the  error. 
But  it  was  only  laid  on  the  Table  last 
night  without  notice  being  put  upon  the 
[^lpe^.  Had  proper  notice  been  given, 
jjrobibly  it  would  have  saved  a  great 
deal  of  discussion.  I  understand  that 
part  of  the  scheme  before  the  Procedure 
Committee,  but  not  included  here,  was 
that  the  Votes  should  go  before  a  Select 
Committee,  who  should  make  certain  of 
the  Votes  the  subject  of  several  large 
liesolutions.  That  has  all  fallen  out.  I 
think  such  a  substantial  alteration  in  the 
financial  procedure  of  the  country  as  that 
now  proposed  ought  certainly  to  be  con- 
sidered by  the  Grovernment  before 
submitting  it  to  the  House.  I  earnestly 
call  the  attention  of  hon.  Members  to  the 
subject  as  one  which  vitally  affects  their 
interests  not  only  in  respect  of  their 
financial  control,  but  as  regards  the 
effective  discharge  of  their  duty  in 
discussing  the  conduct  of  the  Administra- 
tion. Though  no  doubt  a  little  of  the 
tliminution  of  the  number  of  Votes  is 
due  to  the  Local  Government  Act  and 
other  causes,  yet  this  is  an  alteration  of 
a  very  different  character,  and  one  of 
such  importance  that  it  ought  to  liave 
been  submitted  to  this  House.  I  beg. 
Sir,  to  move  to  report  Progress,  and 
that  you  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed* 
*'That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (Mr. 
Bnchanaii). 

(5.2.)  The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  I  am  sorry  that  the 
hou.  Member  takes  so  serious  a  view  of 


the  situation.  The  Government  believe 
that,  in  submitting  the  accounts  in  the 
present  form,  they  are  carrying  out  the 
recommendation  of  the  Committee 
which  sat  on  tHe  question.  If  the 
method  of  presenting  tl^e  accounts  had 
been  brought  before  the  House  endless 
debate  would  have  arisen  almost  on 
every  group  of  Votes.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  perliaps  some  others,  haye 
somewhat  magnified  the  importance  of 
the  changes  which  have  been  made.  It 
is  said  that  Votes  liave  been  grouped 
together,  each  of  which  deserve  the 
fullest  discussion.  But  I  can  assure 
the  Committee  that  there  is  no  single 
Vote  or  sub-head  of  a  Vote  which,  under 
the  new  system,  cannot  be  discussed  as 
amply  as  under  the  old,  though  fewer 
Votes  will  be  presented.  I  may 
appeal  to  the  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Accounts,  certainly 
to  those  who  were  on  the  previous  Com- 
mittee whether  they  do  not  think  the 
system  of  grouping  advantageous.  The 
hon.  Member  himself  doubted  the  value 
of  a  system  of  grouping,  and  opposed  that 
system  rm  the  Committee.  But  it  was 
distinctly  recommended  by  the  Com- 
mittee, who  said  that  some  conve- 
nience and  probably  some  economy  of 
time  would  result  from  the  adoption 
of  a  system  of  grouping  two  or  more 
Votes  which  were  now  sei)arately  sub- 
mitted to  the  Committee  of  Supply. 
It  will  be  remembered  that  it  was  the 
light  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  who  started  the 
idea,  that  the  proceedings  of  Supply 
might  be  simplified  by  grouping  and 
presenting  fewer  Votes  to  the  House. 
It  may  be  that  though  each  Vote  may  be 
discussed  a«  amply  as  before,  there  will 
be  less  temptation,  if  I  may  say  so,  to- 
frequent  discussion.  Tlie  grouping 
system  has  commended  itself  to  the 
majority  of  the  House.  It  might  have 
been  lietter  to  have  referred  the  matter 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Accounts^ 
rather  than  to  put  the  Votes  in  the 
amended  form  at  once  before  the  House,, 
but  I  shall  be  surprised  if  any  Member 
of  that  Committee  objects  to  the  scheme 
of  the  Government  as  a  whole. 

An    hon.  Membeb  :     It   should   have- 
been  referred  to  the  House. 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  thought  the  com- 
plaint was  that  we  had  not  referred  it  ta» 
the  Committee  on  Public  Accounts. 
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•(5.5)  SirU.KAY-SHUTTLBWORTH: 
To  make  it  clear,  I  would  point  out  to  the 
right  hoii.  Gentleman  that  the  complaint 
of  the  Public  Accounts  Committee  is  that, 
instead  of  submitting  a  scheme  of  the 
proposed  changes  first  to  the  House,  and 
through  the  House  to  the  Committee, 
'the  Government  first  made  the  chiinges 
in  the  mode  of  submitting  the  Estimates, 
and  then  came  to  the  Public  Accounts 
•Committee  with  the  changes  already 
adopted,  and  a^ked  them  to  criticise  or 
adopt  those  changes.  The  changes  were 
already  made  before  the  Committee  were 
consulted.  That  is  not  the  plan  which 
the  Procedure  Committee  recommended. 
The  Government  have  not  consulted 
either  the  House  or  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee. 

*(5.7.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN:  1  thought 
the  complaint  was  that  we  had  not 
submitted  the  changes  to  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee,  but  I  now  find 
that  the  Committee  do  not  make  a 
'<Jomplaint. 

*(5.7.)  Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WORTH  :  I  am  afraid  the  right  hon. 
« Gentleman  does  not  understand  me.  It 
is,  in  one  sense,  a  complaint  because 
the  change  has  been  made  befoi'e  either 
«the  House  or  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  had  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering the  scheme.  The  Committee 
do  complain  of  the  way  in  which  they 
have  been  treated. 

*(5.8.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  right 
hon.  Member  interrupted  me  too  soon.  If 
-the  House  had  baen  consulted,  the  reform 
proposed  would  have  been  delayed  for 
another  Session.  If  the  House  studies 
the  accounts    in    this  new  form,    as  it 

•  cannot  fail  to  do  in  the  practical  working 

•  of  the  scheme,  they  will  find  it  more 
convenient  than  the  old.  As  to  the 
complaint  that  w^e  are  only  referring  the 
change  to  thj  Public  Accounts  Committee 
after  it  has  been  effected,  I  can  assure 
the  hon.  Member  that  we  only  propose  to 
refer  the  matter  to  the  Committee, 
because,  from  what  we  have  learnt,  we 
believe  it  to  be  their  desire  to  have  the 
matter  before  them.  But  I  am  quite 
willing  even  now  to  adopt  any  course 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  on  con- 
sultation with  the  Government,  may 
desire  for  bringing  the  matter  before  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee.  Although 
there  will  be  undoubtedly  some  e(V)nomy 


of  time,  I  think  the  importance  of  the 
cliange  has  been  unduly  magnified. 
*(5.10.)  Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WORTH:  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  disarmed  criticism  by  the  extremely 
CQurteous  way  in  which  he  expresses  it 
to  be  his  desire  to  treat  the  Committee 
over  which  I  have  the  honour  to  pre- 
side, and  in  which  he  endeavours  to 
make  amends  for  any  mistake  he  may 
have  made.  I  understand  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  admit  that  a  different 
course  should  have  been  pursued,  and  to 
say  that  he  regrets  what  has  been  done. 
Speaking  as  a  Member  of  the  Public 
Account^  Committee, and  not  as  belonging 
to  either  Party  in  the  House,  I  desire  to 
say  that  the  Committee  on  Public 
Accounts  are  always  unanimous,  and  by 
an  old  and  invariable  tradition  ar.*  abso- 
lutely free  from  Party  influences.  And 
I  hope  that  so  long  as  I  am  connected 
with  the  Committee  it  will  always  be 
free  from  Party  influences.  What  was 
done  last  Wednesday — and  the  Seci-etary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  will  bear 
me  out  in  this — was  done  with  perfect 
unanimity,  and  no  one  objected  to  a  word 
in  the  Report  we  presented  to  the  House. 
There  was  a  word  which  fell  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  which  I 
wish  to  draw  attention  for  a  moment. 
Ho  said  that,in  introducing  these  changes 
on  the  responsibility  of  the  Government, 
be  was  acting  according  to  the  principle 
laid  down  in  the  Report  of  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee.  That  is  not  the 
view  of  the  Committee,  because  they 
think  it  is  too  great  a  power  to  leave  in 
the  hands  of  I)e])artment8  for  them  to 
present  their  accounts  in  any  form  they 
please — for  instance,  to  reduce  consider- 
ably the  number  of  the  Votes.  From 
the  public  accounts  point  of  view,  we  do 
not  enter  into  the  question  of  the  effect 
the  changes  may  have  upon  the 
mode  in  which  money  is  voted  in 
Parliament.  We  look  to  the  clear- 
ness and  continuiiy  of  the  aooountt 
and  the  cfiiciency  of  Parliamentary  con- 
trol over  the  money  voted.  K  the  num- 
ber of  Votes  is  diminished,  it  will  be 
easier  to  transfer  money  voted  for  one 
service  to  the  use  of  another.  For 
example,  in  one  Vote  for  Public  Buildings 
in  Great  Britain  money  is  to  be  voted 
for  the  Office  of  Works,  and  in  place  ol 
the  three  existing  familiar  Votes  there 
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are  three  heads  of  the  Vote — one  for 
the  Houses  of  Parliament,  another  for 
other  public  buildings,  and  a  third  for 
furniture  for  public  offices.  The  Office 
of  Works  may  spend  money  voted  for 
one  of  these  purposes  on  another.  Under 
the  present  system  of  three  separate 
Votes  that  could  not  be  done,  because 
it  is  impossible  to  transfer  money  voted, 
say,  for  the  Houses  of  Parliament  to 
other  public  buildings  without  a  Reso- 
lution of  the  House ;  but,  supposing 
this  change  is  adopted  without  such  a 
safeguard  as  that  to-day  suggested  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  the  money  could 
be  transferred,  and  there  would  be 
no  sufficient  Parliamentary  control 
over  the  expenditure.  The  object  of 
Parliamentary  control  would  be  defeated. 
TheSECRBTARYtotheTREASURY 
(Mj  Jackson,  L^^eds,  N.)  :  It  would  be 
stated  in  the  Appropriation  Account. 

*SiR  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
Yes,  but  it  would  not  be  necessary  to 
come  to  the  House  to  sanction  the  trans- 
fer from  one  Vote  to  another.  This,  I 
think,  shows  the  danger  of  the  change, 
and  this  is  the  justification  of  the  view 
which  has  been  repeatedly  taken  by  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee,  and  which 
was  stated  in  1888 — that  important 
clianges  in  the  Estimates  should  not  be 
effecto»d  at  the  sweet  will  of  any  Depart- 
ment of  the  Government,  but  should 
be  submitted  first  for  consideration 
to  this  House  and  the  Public  Ac- 
counts Committee.  I  have  no  doubt, 
on  mature  consideration,  the  Members 
of  the  Government  will  take  exactly 
the  same  view  as  the  Parliamentary 
Accounts  Committee.  All  that  I  wish 
and  claim  is  this  :  that  we  shall  be 
perfectly  free  to  consider  this  change 
as  if  it  had  not  been  made — as  if  all 
that  had  been  done  had  been  to  sub- 
mit a  scheme  for  the  re-arrangement 
of  the  Estimates,  applying  not  only  to 
these,  but  to  the  Army  and  Navy 
Estimates  also.  We  should  be  in  no 
way  committed  by  the  unfortunate  fact 
that  the  Estimates  have  been  re-cast 
in  this  form  without  consultation  with 
the  House  and  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee.  As  to  the  point  I  alluded 
to  some  time  ago  in  putting  a  ques- 
tion, I  hope  I  may  be  allowed  to  say 
that  as  to  the  matter  of  voting  money 
in  Committee  of   Supply,  to  which   the 


hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  alluded,  I 
think  it  would  be  a  very  proper  sub- 
ject for  the  consideration  of  a  Special 
Committee.  I  would  deprecate  the 
throwing  of  that  matter  on  to  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee,  as  it  is  not  at  all 
gei^nane  to  their  functions. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(5.20.)  Original  Question  again  pro- 
posed. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton)  : 
I  rise.  Sir,  to  move  the  reduction  of 
the  Vote,  and  I  base  the  Motion  upon 
the  fact  that  certain  official  persons,, 
whose  salaries  are  included  in  it,  have 
conspired  together  to  defeat  the  course 
of  justice. 

Mr.  MACLURE  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Stretford)  :  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 
I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
strangers  are  present. 

Notice  taken,  that  strangers  were 
present. 

Whereupon  Question,  "  That  Strangers 
be  ordered  to  withdraw,"  put,  and: 
negatived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  was  saying 
that  practically  my  charge  is  that  certain 
official  persons  confederated  together  U> 
defeat  the  course  of  justice  by  interfering  to  • 
prevent  their  friends  being  put  on  trial 
f 6r  a  crime  in  regard  to  which  two  persons 
were  tried  and  convicted.  Before  stating 
the  ^t)8,  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the 
preseut  position  of  the  law  in  these 
matters.  There  is  no  doubt  that  of  late 
years  a  certain  offence — I  will  not  give 
it  a  name— has  become  more  rife  than  it 
ever  was  before.  Before  1885  the  law 
was  insufficient  to  deal  with  it,  because 
the  ofEence  had  to  be  proved  by  an 
accessory,  and  many  other  ofEences  very 
much  of  the  same  nature  were  not 
regarded  as  crimes  at  all.  Li  1885, 
when  the  Criminal  Law;  Amendment 
Bill  was  before  a  Committee  of  the  House, 
Mr.  Stead — who,  it  will  be  remem- 
bered, took  a  very  active  part  in  urging 
that  Bill  on  the  attention  of  the  House 
— sent  me  a  report  with  reference 
to  this  ofEence,  giving  particulars 
and  evidence  which  went  to  show  the 
extent  of  its  prevalence .  I  was  requested 
to  read  this  report,  to  the  House,  but  I 
did   not  think   it  desirable   to    do 
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tilthougli  I  thought  tlia  caec'  wag  pretty 
well  proved.  1  propOBed  the  nddition 
til  the  Rill  of  a  special  clause  which  I 
topk  fr-rni  the  French  Codu,  und  this 
olauae  was  sobmitted  to  the  Attorney 
General  iicd  Ijord  Cross,  and,  withsonie 
verbal  filterationB,  nccepted  and  inoor- 
pomted  in  the  Bill,  and  la  now  the  law  of 
the  land.  Therefore,  in  1H85,  Parlia- 
msnt  armed  the  gnardians  nf  public 
morality  with  fall  powers  to  deal  with 
this  ofEence.  In  doini;  ao,  they  recognised 
that  the  offence  was  on  the  inureaBe,  and 
they  eipresseil  tlieir  desire  that  it  shonld 
be  stamped  oat  :  iiiid.  {)reautnnbly,  it  was 
intended  that  tlie  kw  should  be  nsed 
equally  ii^rainst  high  and  luvr.  I  will 
now  atiite  the  faets  of  this  rase.  It  is 
very  likely  that  I  may  fall  into  slight 
errors  of  detail,  hut  1  think  I  shall 
be  able  to  submit  enough  to  psiahlish  a 
jiri/nd/i'cif  cas„-  tliut  theri^  hOiS  been  a 
gross  BiBindiil,  and  that  then.'  is  gronnd 
for  investigation  into  the  ixmduct  of 
tliose  who  are  responsihli;  for  it.  in  the 
beginning  of  last  July  a  boy  in  the  Post 
Office  was  found  to  be  in  possession  of 
ranch  larger  sums  of  money  tlian  it  was 
likely  he  would  have  ohtaiued  in  a  legiti- 
mate way.  On  the  4th  of  .Tuly  the  boy 
was  sent  for  by  Mr.  Phillips,  an  official 
of  the  Post  Office,  and  Conatnble  Hankti, 
attached  tu  the  Post  Office,  and  the  boy 
confessed  that  he  had  received  the  money 
for  a  certain  offeace  committed  in  ahinist' 
in  Cleveland  Stre.^t,  occn]>ied  by  oa^ 
[iammond,  and  that  other  boys  in  the 
Post  Office  wure  equally  guilty.  These 
■other  boys  were  examined,  ami  thev  also 
lonlesaed,  nil  stating  that  Lhuy  had  bf»en 
induced  tii  go  to  tbe  honge  by  a  certain 
Newlove.  a  clerk  in  the  Post  Office. 
Newlove  was  interrogated  and  confessed 
to  the  cliarge.  Nowlove  was  arrested  on 
the  7th  of  July,  taken  before  the  niagis- 
trati-  on  the  8th,  and  by  siicci-ssive 
remands  det&ined  until  the  aOth  of 
August.  On  that  day  a  nian  named 
Veuk  WII&  arrested.  He  was  associated 
with  Hammond  in  this  hoase.  Newlove 
aad  Veck  were  charged  together;  on  the 
1 1th  of  September  they  were  ommitted 
for  trial ;  and  on  the  I8tb  were  tried  at 
the  Old  Bailey.  Veck  was  indicted  for 
felony  aud  for  misdemeanour  ;  and  New- 
love was  indicted  alone  for  misdemeanour. 
Both  pleaded  guilty  to  misdemeanour 
&nd  wero  suntrfncjd,  Veck  to  nine 
months'  and  Newlove  b>  fimr  luontha' 
ffr.  Laboiir./utr' 


imprisoument,  'I'he  sentenue  on  Viick 
waH!4candaloaaIy  inadequate.  Veck,  who 
was    called   "  'i'hi'    Rev. — -Bomething — 

■  Veck  "  —  I  do  not  know  whether  hi/' 
'  was    in     holy    orders,     but    he      went 

about  drissed  as  a  clergyman  —  had 
not  only  committed  these  olfeiices  hiaawlf 
'  ^^'ith  the  bcya,  but  wan  the  associate  and 
[lartner  of  Uammond,  and  induced  hoys 
:  ti>  go  to  Cleveland  Street  for  money,  and 
I  in  order  to  serve  his  prival-o  ends.  U 
I  ever  a  man  deiiervod  thf  full  sentence  ai 
I  the  law  this  man  Veck  did.     The  Ccm- 

■  mittee  will  remember  how  if  a  poor  mnn, 
'  urged  by  primary  necessity  steals  some 
'  small  thing,  he  is  sent  to  prison  often  for 

more  than  nine  months,  and  how  in  Ire- 
land men  are  sent  to  prison  for  longer 
[lerioda  for  offences  which  sssoredlj  even 
DO  Gentlenidn  on  the  o]jposite  side  of  ths 
House  will  assort  are  in  the  tenst  to  be 
comp'ired  with  that  of  this  maa  Vet-k. 
Whether  this  inadequate  sentence  vnm  a 
condition  of  tliese  men  pleading  gniltj, 
or  whether,  as  they  did  pl<'ad  ^ilty,  it 
hap[>ened  that  the  depositions  at  the 
Police  Court  were  not  shown  to  the 
Recorder,  and  he  did  not  know  bow 
monstrous  the  case  was.  1  dc  not  know. 
Bat  t  think  it  is  pretty  clear  that  the 
real  object  was  to  stop  all  further  dis- 
closures, hush  tlie  Tnatter  up,  and  get 
these  mfn  oat  of  the  wiiy,  I  belicvt< 
that  Newli've  aud  Veck  would  never 
have  been  prosecuted  had  it  not  been  fur 
the  action  of  the  Postmaster  General  and 
the  seoretaiy  of  the  Post  Office.  The 
matter  occurred  in  the  Post  OtEce,  wid 
they — I  honour  and  respect  them  for  it 
— iuiriBt«d  that  action  should  be  token  in 
the  matter.  The  Solicitor  to  the  *!>>■»- 
snry,  who  is,  I  believe,  under  the  ordi  rs 
of  the  right  lion.  Grntleman  the  Home 
Secretary,  and  the  Treasury — and  I  dure 
say  tlie  Home  S.-cretary  also— kntw 
[lerfectty  well  hy  this  time  that  ccrtAiii 
persons  had  frequented  this  honae  in 
Cleveland  Street ;  they  knew  that  Ihi! 
police  hud  got  certain  clues;  thej  knew 
certain  names  had  been  mentioned ;  and 
they  determined,  so  f&r  as  they  wi-re 
concerned,  that  if  they  were  obliged  Ifl 
prosecute  tlieso  two  men  tlie  case  should 
go  no  farther  if  they  could  prevent  it. 
Having  thus  arranged  matters  in  regard 
to  these  two  men,  what,  the  House  will 
wonder,  had  become  of  Hammond,  th« 
proprietor  of  the  house  f  H  Hammond 
had   been    HiT;.'sted,  he    wimld  no  donbl 
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have  been  able  to  make  revelations. 
These  wretches  live  not  only  by  this 
particular  offence,  but  by  a  system  of 
levying  blacknfail ;  and  it  is  incredible  to 
suppose  that  Hammond  did  not  himself 
know  the  names  of  many  of  the  persons 
who  had  frequented  the  house.  I  stated 
that  on  the  4th  of  Julv  these  matters 
were  investigated  at  the  Post  Office  by 
Mr.  Phillips,  with  Constable  Hanks,  and 
that  Newlove  and  the  other  boys  told 
what  they  knew  about  Hammond.  Ham- 
mond was  not  watched  on  the  4th  of 
July  ;  far  from  it.  It  may  be  reasonably 
supposed  that  information  of  what  was 
passing  was  conveyed  by  Newlove  to 
Hammond,  who,  not  being  watched,  fled 
the  country.  When  he  had  got  well 
away,  on  the  6th  of  July,  a  warrant  was 
obtained  against  him.  The  Treasury 
were  informed  by  Mr.  Monro  that 
Hammond  was  not  present,  but  the 
police,  unlike  the  Treasury,  were  per- 
fectly in  earnest  in  this  matter.  The 
Postal  Authorities  wrote  at  the  same  time 
to  ask  that,  if  possible,  Hammond  should 
be  secured  and  brought  back  to  England. 
On  the  25th  of  July  the  Treasury  for- 
warded to  the  police  a  letter  from 
Lord  Salisbury  saying  that  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  ask  that  Hammond 
should  be  extradited  from  France.  By 
this  time  the  Post  Office,  who  were 
still  anxious  to  pursue  Hammond,  had 
sent  Mr.  Phillips  over  to  Paris,  and  on 
the  7th  of  August  a  telegram  was 
I'eceived  from  him  asking  that  someone 
should  be  sent  over  to  complete  arrange- 
ments for  the  expulsion  of  Hammond 
from  France.  On  the  8th  of  August 
Inspector  Abberline  was  sent  over  ;  but 
he  did  not  stay  long,  and  he  was 
succeeded  by  Inspsctor  Lowe.  I  do  not 
know  exactly  what  was  being  done  with 
the  French  Government,  but  nothing 
came  of  it,  and  Hammond  remained  in 
France  for  about  a  month.  On  the  1 2th 
of  September  Hammond,  whether  ex- 
pelled or  not,  went  over  the  Belgian 
frontier,  and  Inspector  Lowe  followed 
him  and  reported  to  Scotland  Yard  that 
Hammond  was  at  a  town  in  Belgium. 
Mr.  Phillips  also  went  to  Belgium  on 
tlie  12th  of  September,  and  it  appears 
tliat  on  the  14th  he  was  already  in  com- 
munication with  the  Belgian  police,  for 
be  telegraphed  that  the  moment  an 
assurance  could  be  given  that  demand 
for   extradition    would    be    made,     the 


Belgian  police  would  arrest  Hammond. 
On  this  the  English  police  applied  to  the 
Treasuiy.  The  reply  was  that  an 
answer  should  be  sent  as  soon  as  possible, 
but  that  the  question  was  not  free  from 
difficulty.  On  September  16,  the 
secretary  to  the  Post  Office,  who  was 
also  in  earnest,  wrote  to  the  police 
urging  that  immediate  steps  should  be 
taken  to  secure  Hammond's  arrest.  On 
September  17,  Inspector  Greenham  was 
sent  to  Belgium  and  reported  himself  at 
Brussels.  On  the  same  day  the  Treasury 
wrote  to  the  police  that  there  was  no 
evidence  before  them  of  an  extraditable 
offence,  and  therefore  they  could  not 
ask  for  Hammond*s  extradition.  On 
October  6  a  strong  letter  was  written  by 
Mr.  Monro  to  the  Treasury,  drawing 
attention  to  the  stigma  which  would 
rest  on  the  English  police  if  Hammond 
were  allowed  to  escape.  On  that  day  he 
did  escape.  Remember,  this  man  was 
sun-ounded  by  English  police.  He  was 
being  watched  by  the  Belgian  police,  but 
he  went  to  Antwerp  and  embarked  on 
board  a  ship  called  The  Fe7inland,  which 
was  bound  for  the  United  States. 
During  the  time  Hammond  had  been 
in  Belgium,  the  Belgian  police  reported 
that  he  was  accompanied  by  an  English 
boy.  This  boy  had  been  abstracted  from 
his  parents  presumably  for  vile  purposes. 
Now,  whilst  Hammond  was  in  Belgium, 
whilst  the  English  andBelginn  police  were 
surrounding  him,  Mr.  Newton  was  with 
the  solicitor  to  Lord  Arthur  Somerset 
and  also  to  Veck  and  Newlove,  either 
went  to  Belgium  himself  or  sent  some- 
one there.  Tliis  Mr.  Newton,  or  this 
other  person,  gave  Hammond  a  large  sum 
of  money,  and  also  paid  for  the  ticket  not 
only  of  Hammond,  but  also  of  the  boy 
who  had  fallen  into  such  a  terrible 
position.  Any  one  can  find  that  out  by 
going  to  Cook's  office. 

♦The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
R.  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight):  Who 
obtained  the  tickets  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Newton  or  his 
representative.  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  if  the  Government  had  been  in 
earnest,  they  might  have  obtained  the 
extradition  of  Hammond,  because  our 
Extradition  Treaties,  both  with  France 
and  Belgium,  cover  such  charges  as  those 
of  indecent  assault,  either  by  the  prin- 
cipal or  by  accessories.  It  was  put  in 
evidence   before   the  magistrate,   and   I 
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do  uot  think  it  was  questioned,  that 
Hammond  induced  bojs  to  come  to 
his  house,  that  he  tcx)k  tliem  into  a  room 
and  handed  them  over  to  the  creature 
who  was  going  to  assault  them.  1  should 
say  thab  that  was  being  an  accessory  to 
an  indecent  assault,  but  £  admit  the 
point  admits  of  a  good  deal  of  discussioii. 
As  this,  however,  wsts  not  a  political  ; 
ofEence,  and  as  both  the  French  Govern- 
ment and  the  Belgian  Government  and 
everybody  in  either  country  would  liave 
been  glad  to  have  had  the  men  turned 
out  of  their  country,  I  think  they  would 
in  all  probability  have  stretched  a  point 
if  the  mattar  had^  been  fairly  put  before 
them.  But  there  is  another  course. 
There  is  such  a  thing  as  exj^elling  men 
from  a  country.  I  remember  when  I 
was  in  the  Diplomatic  Service  being 
engaged  in  a  case  of  expulsion.  You 
can  always  get  a  Government,  when  it  is 
going  to  expel,  to  expel  on  the  frontier 
nearest  to  your  own  frontier,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  we  could  have  induced  the 
French  or  the  Belgian  Government  to 
have  expelled  Hammond  by  putting  him 
on  a  British  ship  which  would  have 
brought  him  to  this  country.  Certainly, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  police  and  the 
Postal  Authorities,  something  might  have 
been  done,  but  nothing  was  done  by  the 
Treasury  or  the  Foreign  Office ;  or,  if 
anything  was  done,  it  was  done  in  a  per- 
functory manner,  so  that  no  result 
should  be  achieved.  If  it  had  not  been 
intended  to  extradite  Hammond,  if  the 
Government  had  no  plan  by  which  they 
intended  to  get  hold  of  him,  what  was 
their  object  in  hunting  this  man 
from  Fmnce  to  Belgium  and  from 
Belgium  to  America,  and  then  leaving 
him  alone  ?  I  think  the  object  is  pretty 
obvious.  They  wanted  to  send  him 
away  as  far  as  possible  from  this  country. 
I^heir  object,  in  fact,  was  much  the  same 
as  that  of  Mr.  Newton,  who  gave  him 
money  and  paid  his  passage,  and  also 
that  of  the  boy  with  him,  to  America. 
Both  of  them,  each  for  different  reasons, 
wanted  him  not  to  turn  up  in  England. 
The  Government  did  not  wish  for  revela- 
tions ;  they  wished  to  hush  up  the 
matter.  Now,  Cleveland  Street  was 
frequented  by  a  considerable  number  of 
persons.  They  were  persons  who  used 
these  boys,  and  most  unquestionably  it 
was  desirable  to  get  at  them.  I  shall 
not  trouble  the  Committee  with  more 
Mr.  Lahoitchere 


than  one  extract.  I  am  going  to  read  an 
extract  which  I  think  will  surprise  the 
Members  of  the  Committee.  It  is  from 
the  evidence  given  by  a  c6nsbable  named 
Sladden,  who  was  put  to  watch  the  house 
to  see  who  came  to  the  house  after 
Hammond  bad  fled.  This  is  his  evi- 
dence : — 

'*  I  hay«  been  eoga^d  in  watching  the  home 
No.  19,  Cleveland  Street.  I  commenced  on 
July  9th.  On  that  day  I  saw  at  6.10  p.m. " 

*SiB  R.  WEBSTER:  Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  say  from  what  he  is  read- 
ing ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Depositions. 

*SiB  R.  WEBSTER:  There  are  na 
depositions  of  Sladden  as  far  as  T  know. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE :  1  think  I  can 
convince  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle* 
man.  They  may  not  have  been  pub- 
lished, and  perhaps  I  am  wrong  in  using 
the  word  depositions. 
'  *SiB  R.  WEBSTER :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  he  is  reading  from  depositions ; 
I  accept  his  word. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:  1  am  reading 
the  evidence  of  Constable  Sladden  at  the 
Marlborough  Police  Court.  I  will  pro- 
duce the  official  copy.     Sladden  said,  "  I 

commenced   on   July   9th "      I   can 

understand    why    the    hon.    Gentleman 
does  not  want  this  evidence  read. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  I  do  not  rise  for 
my  o\^^l  personal  protection ;  but  I  ven- 
ture to  submit,  for  the  honour  of  this 
House,  it  is  not  right  that  such  observa- 
tions should  be  made  respecting  one  who, 
in  the  discharge  of  his  public  duties,  is 
watching  to  see  what  is  being  put  before 
the  House. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Northampton  must 
see  that  that  observation  is  a  most  offen- 
sive one,  which  ought  not  to  be  made 
across  the  floor  of  this  House. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE :  I  will  with- 
draw it,  but  perhaps  I  may  be  allowed 
to  explain  that  my  case  is  that  the  Gh>- 
vernment  wish  to  hush  this  matter  np. 
I  put  the  matterin  a  general  way  and  not 
in  reference  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman in  particular.     Sladden  said — 

'*  I  commenced  on  July  9th.  On  that  day  I 
saw  at  5.10  p.m.  a  corporal  of  the  2nd  Ufa 
Quards  arrive  at  the  house.  A  gentleman  ar- 
rived at  4.50  p.m.  knocked  at  the  door,  and  was 
answered  from  the  door.  He  and  the  corporal 
shook  hands,  talked  for  about  five  minntea,  and 
walked  away  without  entering  the  house.    Oft. 
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July  1 3th  I  saw  the  same  men  call  again.  The 
house  was  empty,  and  they  went  away.  On 
that  same  day  a  great  many  gentlemen  called 
at  the  house.  On  July  14th  a  gentleman  and 
a  Royal  Artilleryman  called.  On  July  30th  I 
saw  other  gentlemen  come,  and  finding  the 
house  empty  went  away.** 

Now,  I  think  I  have  proved  my  case. 
The  house  is  in  no  obscure  thoroughfare, 
but  nearly  opposit3  the  Middlesex  Hos- 
pital. Surely  it  must  have  been  known 
to  the  police,  and  if  it  was  not  known  to 
them  itought  to  have  been.  In  noothercity 
in  the  world  are  such  abominations  openly 
carried  on.  Parliament  has  done  its  best 
to  put  down  houses  of  ill-fame,  but  com- 
pared with  this  place  a  house  of  ill-fame 
is  respectable.  K  it  were  desired  to 
make  an  example  of  the  ofEenders,  why 
was  not  a  policeman  stationed  at  the 
house  to  follow  the  persons  who  came 
there  1  The  obvious  answer  is  that  it 
was  not  desired  to  follow  them  up  and 
punish  them.  One  person  guessed  the 
police  were  on  his  track.  I  do  not  wish 
to  mention  any  names  except  those  which 
have  already  been  made  public,  but  I  will 
give  the  name  of  this  person  because  a 
warrant  is  out  for  his  arrest.  It  is  Lord 
Arthur  Somerset.  A  warrant  is  out  for 
his  arrest  and  he  has  fled.  I  am  not  cer- 
tain whether  the  police  got  on  his  track  by 
seeing  him  come  to  the  house  or  whether 
his  name  was  given  by  one  of  the  boys,  or 
by  Veck  or  Newlove,  but  in  any  case  on 
the  23  rd  of  July  several  of  the  boys  were 
taken  to  Knightsbridge  Barracks,  where 
Lord  Arthur  Somerset  was  quartered, 
and  the  boys  identified  him  as  a  person 
who  had  been  with  them  in  the  house. 
I  know  that  evidence  of  informers  is 
generally  tainted,  but  the  evidence  of  the 
boys  is  not  near  so  tainted  as  would  have 
been  the  evidence  of  one  of  these  pro- 
fessional wretches.  These  boys  were 
employed  at  the  Post  Office.  They  have 
been  more  sinned  against  than  sinning, 
and  it  is  not  likely  that  they  would 
have  identified  Lord  Arthur  Somer- 
set unless  they  honestly  believed  he  was 
the  man  who  tempted  them.  On  the 
23rd  of  August,  further  evidence  was 
obtained  against  Lord  Arthur  Somerset. 
A  boy  named  Allies  said  he  had  received 
money  from  him  in  post-office  orders. 
The  boy  lived  at  Sudbury,  and  on  going 
to  the  post  office  there,  the  police  found 
two  post-office  orders  signed  by  Allies. 
The  orders  had  also  come  from  the 
Knightsbridge  District  Office.     This,  at 
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least,  was  confirmatory  of  the  statement 
of  Allies.  On  the  24th  of  July,  these 
boys  were  taken  to  identify  Lord  Arthur 
Somerset,  and  on  the  27th  of  July  Mr. 
Monro  reported  to  the  Treasury  the  evi- 
dence of  the  boys.  On  the  24th  of 
August  he  further  reported  the  evidence 
of»  Allies.  The  Treasury  gave  no 
sort  of  instructions,  but  after  these 
Reports  were  made,  the  pohce  were 
enjoined  to  take  no  further  action 
until  they  heard  again  from  the 
Treasury.  The  object  of  the  Treasury 
was  to  hush  up  the  matter,  not  to  have 
prosecutions.  The  matter  was  referred 
to  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown.  The 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  I  need  not 
say 

*SiR  R.  WEBSTER  :  What  date  is  the 
hon.  Gentleman  referring  to  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  do  not  know 
at  what  date,  but  I  need  not  say  the  Law 
Officers  did  not  advise  a  prosecution.  Let 
me  ask  the  Attorney  General  whether 
all  the  evidence  was  before  the  Law 
Officers  ?  [Sir  R.  Webster  assented.]  May 
I  ask  whether  the  questions  that  were  put 
to  the  boys  at  Marlborongh-street  were 
arranged,  in  any  sort  of  way,  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  himself,  or  by  any  of 
his  subordinates  ?  [The  ArroRNEY  Gene- 
ral made  no  reply.]  The  hon  and 
learned  Gentleman  will  not  answer 
that. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman must  not  say  that.  I  prefer  to 
answer  when  I  make  my  statement. 

Mr  LABOUCHERE :  1  know  that  the 
cross-examination  was  so  conducted  as  not 
to  bringiuLord  Arthur  SomersetorotherSy 
because  Mr.  Newton  was  solicitor  to  Lord 
Arthur  Somerset,  and  also  solicitor  ta 
the  prisoners  Veck  and  Newlove.  I  have 
the  evidence  that  was  submitted  at 
Marlborough  Street,  and  not  one-half  of 
the  statements  of  the  boys  to  the  police 
were  brought  out,  and  it  was  only  stated 
in  cross-examination  that  they  had  made 
statements  at  the  Treasury,  the  obvious 
intention  being  to  limit  the  prosecutions 
to  Veck  and  Newlove.  On  August  3rd 
the  police  were  watching  Lord  Arthur 
Somerset.  Two  constables  saw  him  at 
the  Knightsbridge  barracks  when  he  was 
on  his  way  to  take  part  in  the  review  on 
the  7  th  of  August,  on  the  occasion  of  the 
German  Emperor's  visit  to  this  country. 
On  the  22nd  of  August  a  constable  again 
saw  him  at  the  barracks.     On  the  11  tk 
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i'f"  St}j)t 'mber  he  called  at  the  barnicks 
jk.T'(l  was  inform cd  that  Lonl  Arthur 
^••rru^rset  had  obtained  four  months' 
Ifivo  of  absence  and  had  gone  abroiid. 
[Vlw  Attorney  (tEnebal  ;  That  is  not 
ijiiite  correct.]  Anyhow  he  did  ^o 
abrojd;  I  do  not  know  when,  (hi 
t'.i*'.  8rh  of  Octo.  er  the  funeral  of 'the 
l)<)sva<4'cr  Duchess  of  Beaufort  took  phice 
ijf  iJ.idminton.  A  constable  was  sent 
<iuvvii  by  Mr.  Monro  because  it  was 
t'Miuirht  Lord  Arthur  Somerset  would 
or.u'  there.  I  suppose  it  was  tliought 
d'sirvble  to  give  the  Treasury  one  more 
oiM)ortnnity  of  acting.  [*' (3h  ! "]  An 
hoii.  (lentleman  SL^ems  to  question  my 
fvcts.     The  constable  repoi'ted 

•'  I  boj»  to  repr)rt  that,  in  accordance  witli 
instructions,  I  attended  the  funeral  of  th*»  late 
T)owaj^er  Duchess  of  Heaufort,  and  saw  Lord 
Arthiir'fcfomerset  was  present  at  the  obsequies.'* 

*Sni  R.  WEBSTER:  Will  the  lion. 
(fcntKiinan  give  the  name  of  the 
constable  ] 

Mr  LABOUCHERE  :  Luke  Hanks,  of 
the  (ieneral  Post  Office.  The  Report 
Hanks  made  was  sent  to  the  Treasury, 
jsnd  no  doubt  the  Home  Secretary  lias  a 
('•»py  of  it.  I  believe  that  a  suggesti  n 
w;is  made  that  action  should  be  taken. 
Th(^  reply  of  the  Treasury  took  the  form 
of  a  direction  to  at  once  withdraw  the 
const^kble.  Finding  no  action  was  tJiken, 
Lord  Arthur  Somerset  remained  in 
'111 Inland,  and  went  to  his  clubs  s»s 
i{'  nothing  had  occurred.  Duriiig 
ti'ih  time  inquiries  had  lx)en  made 
or  the  iiolice  and  the  Tn'asury  by 
tiie  (!ommanding  officer  of  Lord  Arthur 
{Somerset's  regiment,  and  by  ag'ntleman 
connerted  with  the  Household  of  the 
Prince  of  Waits,  Lord  Arthur  Somerset 
1  irns  if  being  a  member  of  that  House- 
I  old.  The  police  refused  to  give  any  infor- 
ri:ition  in  the  matt.T,and  al)out  the  middle 
(»'  October  the  gentleman  representing 
t-v  Hous-diold  of  the  Prince  of  Wahs 
t 'lt»:;raphed  to  Lord  Salisbury,  asking 
f  »r;'n  interview  with  him. 

*SiK   R.    WKBSTER:     Will   the   hon. 
Mc?!iber  give  the  gentleman's  name? 

M;r.  LABOUCHERE:  Sir  Dighton 
l*:-obyn.  On  the  ISth  of  October  this 
i^.'iitleman  had  an  inti^rview  witli  Lord 
^^lisbury.  At  the  end  of  the  conversa- 
Uoi\  Lord  Salisbury  said  —I  am  not 
]u'r-fectly  c.M'taiu  of  the  words — that  a 
V. arr.iiit  would  b'  obtained  to-morrow  or 
a  wnr:"mt  should  be  obtained  immediately. 
Mr.  Labonchere 


I  think  this  fact   was   communicated  to 
the  commanding  officer   of  Lord  Arthnr 
Somer.se t's   regiment,  and  Lord  Arthur 
Somerset   then  fled  the  country.     I  am 
not    in    the  least    complaining    of    the 
gentleman  connected  with  the  Household 
of    the    Prince    of    Wales   nor    of    the 
commanding     officer    of     Lord     Arthur 
Somerset's  regiment.      In   view  of  their 
[)osition  I  can  well  understand  the  course 
they  adopted.     Probably  they  know  the 
family  of  Lord  A.  Somerset,  and   they 
can  hardly  be  blamed  for  desiring  that 
his    lordship     should    get    out    of    the 
country  to  avoid  a  trial.     I  am  not  quite 
certain  that  if  I  liad  been  in  the  same 
]K)sition  as  they  were  I  should  not  liave 
done  as  they  did ;    but  their  position  is 
very  different  from  that  of  Lord  Salisbury. 
Tlie  importance  of  the  point  here  is  why 
did  liord  Salisbury  interfere  in  the  mat- 
ter y     What   right  had  he  to  interfere  ? 
Wius  it  the  business  of  a  Prime   Minister 
and  Foreign  Secretary  to  mix  liimself  up 
in   such  matters?     But  if  he  did  intend, 
or   know  that  a  warrant  was  about  to  be 
i.ssued,  surely  the  last  thing  a  man  in  his 
official  position  should  have  done  was  to 
communicate  the  fact  to  a  friend  of  Lord 
A.Somerset's.     The  object,    however,  is 
perfectly  clear.      Lord  Salisbury  had  had 
iiis  hands  forced.       Public  attention  had 
been  drawn  to  the  matter ;    it    bec»arae 
necessary  to  issue  a  warrant,  and  it  was 
intended  that  a  hint  should  be  conveyed 
to  Lord  A    Somerset  to   get  out   <f  the 
jui'isdiction  of  the  law  before  the  war- 
i-ant  could  be  served  on  him.     But   this 
is  not  all.     Let  us  admit  this  to   have 
l)een  a  mere    indiscretion  on  the  part  of 
liord  Salisbury  ;  but  was  any  time  lost  in 
tlie  i.ssue  of  the    writ?    Was   it    issued 
immediately?       No;     the    conversation 
with    Lord  Salisbury   took   place  on  the 
1 8th  of  October,  and  the  warrant  was  not 
issued  until  the   1 2th  of  November,  in 
order  that  it  might  be  absolutely  certain 
that  Ijord  A.   Somerset  had  received  the 
information  that  a  warrant  was  going  to 
be  issued  and  to  give  liim  time  to  get  out 
of  the  country.  So  palpable  was  thLs  that 
when  the  warrant  was  issued  it  was  per- 
fectly >vell-known  that  he  was  out  of  the 
countr}'.     It  was  a  mere  brututn  fulmen^ 
and  the  police  so  regarded  it.   They  took 
no  trouble  to  look  after  Lord  A.  Somerset, 
because    they    knew    he     was    out    of 
England.       I  would  ask  in  regard  to  the 
warrant    what    further  evidence  there 
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was  on  the  18th  October  than  there  was 
wlieu  Lord  A.  Somerset  was  in  Enofland  ? 
Wliat  further  evidence  was  there  on  the 
12th  November  than  was  known  on 
October  18?  We  know  there  was  no 
further  evidence.  Why  was  not  the 
warrant  issaed  as  soon  as  Lord  Salisbury 
stated  it  was  to  b3  issued  on  October  18, 
und  when  Lord  A.  Somerset  was  in  the 
<-ountry  ?  Why  was  it  put  off  until  No- 
vembor  12?  Perhaps  the  Attorney  General 
when  he  speaks  will  tell  us  that.  For 
luy  part,  1  think  the  reason  is  pretty 
<'lear.  If  the  Committee  are  somewhat 
.surprised  at  these  transactions  in  which 
Lord  Salisbury  is  concerned,  they  will  be 
.still  more  surprised  when  they  learn  what 
( )ccurred .  Lord  A .  Somerset  was  a  major 
in  one  of  her  Majesty's  regiments  of 
Guards,  and  on  the  9th  of  November  it 
was  announced  in  the  Gazette  that  his 
resignation  had  been  accepted.  Now, 
this  form  of  resignation  is  an  honour- 
able discharge.  If  ati  officer  in  the  Army 
is  not  considered  worthy  of  an  honoiir- 
<ible  discharge,  it  is  inserted  in  the 
(hizette  that  his  S3rvices  are  dispensed 
with.  Can  anyone  think  that,  if  the  man 
liad  bL'en  a  mere  Lieutenant  J(mes  or 
w  Captain  Smith,  this  would  liave 
occurred?  It  is  an  insult  to  every 
officjr  in  the  Army  and  to  every  man 
ill  the  c:)untry  who  is  anxiou^i  tliat  the 
Army  should  remain  an  honoured 
aud  an  honourable  profession.  This  is 
not  all.  It  will  be  found  on  investiga- 
tion that  Lord  A.  Somerset,  who  is  a 
tui^itivd  from  justice,  is  still  a  magistrate 
for  two  counties.  He  went  to  Constan- 
tinople, and  showing,  as  he  was  able  to 
«lo.  that  he  had  been  allowed  to  honour- 
ably resign  his  position  in  the  Army, 
and  that  he  was  a  magistrate  for  two 
<!(»unties  in  England,  he  asked  for  some 
official  position  in  the  Court  of  the 
Sultan.  By  this  time,  public  attention 
luid  been  drawn  to  a  certain  extent  to 
what  was  going  on,  and  Ministers  began 
to  think  they  were  getting  into  a  mess. 
They  were  a  little  frightened  at  what 
might  happen,  and  so  they  looked  around 
for  a  Jonah,  and  they  found  him  in  the 
[ierson  of  Mr.  Newton,  solicitor  to  Lord 
A.  Somerset,  and  they  prosecuted  him 
f<)i-  gjtting  witnesses  out  of  the  way. 
r  do  not  blame  Mr.  Newton ;  so  far  as  I 
know,  he  only  aided  Lord  Salisbury  in 
defeating  justice,  but  it  seems  to  me 
tliat  if  Mr.  Newton  is  pros?cuted,  Lord 


Salisbury  and  several  other  gentlemen 
ought  also  to  be  prosecuted  and 
charged  under  the  same  indictment. 
I  can  well  understand  that  there  might 
h'd  an  indisposition  to  bring  scandals  of 
this  kind  before  the  public,  but  it  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  Ministers  have  no 
dispensing  powers  with  regard  to  the 
English  law,  and  I  hold  that  they  were 
utterly  false  to  duty  when  they  did  not 
make  every  effort  to  bring  to  justice  a 
man  whom  they  had  reasonable  ground 
to  believe  was  guilty  of  such  an  offence. 
It  must  not  be  forgotten  what  has  taken 
place  in  regard  to  this  case.  Two  men 
have  been  sent  to  prison,  but  they  are 
poor.  Their  confidant  was  left  alone. 
Their  confidant  had  Attorney  General, 
Solicitor  General,  and  Heaven  knows 
what  at  his  back  to  take  his  part  and  to 
give  him  information  and  advice  to  get 
away  as  fast  as  he  could.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers may  remember  that  one  of  the 
charges  brought  against  my  lion.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cork  before  the  Special 
Commission  was  tliat  he  gave  money  to 
Byrne  to  aid  him  to  escape  from  justice, 
and  I  should  like  to  ask  what  differ^iu^e* 
there  is  between  giving  money  to  a  man 
to  escape  and  giving  him  information 
which  enabled  him  to  do  so.  But  en- 
tirely apart  from  what  I  hold  to  be  the 
criminality  of  Lord  Salisbury  there  can 
b3  no  doubt  that  Lord  Salisbury  at  least 
acted  very  foolishly  in  the  matter.  He 
aggravated  the  scandal.  Foreign  news- 
papers took  notice  of  the  case,  and  they 
have  represented  this  country  as  a 
nation  of  hypocrites,  and  made  very 
strong  and,  I  believe,  in  many  cases 
unjust  reflections  on  pereons  in  high 
stations.  It  is  the  common  talk  in  the 
worksh'^ps  of  this  country  respecting  the 
case  that  the  law  is  not  fairly  adminis- 
tered as  between  the  rich  man  and  the 
poor  man,  that  justice  is  not  fairly 
meted  out  between  man  and  man, 
regardless  of  rank  and  social  position, 
and  thus  great  harm  has  been 
done  by  the  course  which  has  been 
adopt  3d.  We  have  heard  a  good  deal 
lately  about  criminal  conspiracy.  What 
is  this  case  but  a  criminal  conspiracy  by 
the  very  guardians  of  public  morality 
and  law,  with  the  Prime  Minister  at  their 
head,  to  defeat  the  ends  of  justice? 
Neither  the  upper  classes  nor  the 
Treasury  have  any  reason  to  thank  Lord 
Salisbury  for  his  action  in  the  matter,  for 
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both  have  been  considerable  snfferers  by 
it.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  during  the  time 
the  matter  was  before  the  public  the 
name  of  many  a  gentleman  was  insidi- 
ously and  unjustly  whispered  about  as 
being  concerned  in  the  scandals  ?  I  my- 
self heard  the  names  of  several  persons 
in  high  position  hinted  at  and  whispered 
about  in  connection  with  the  case,  and 
after  what,  has  occurred  I  feel  it  my  duty 
to  say  that,  so  far  as  I  know — and  as  the 
result  of  close  inquiry  I  know  as  much 
about  the  case  as  any  man — not  one  of 
those  gentlemen  whose  names  have  been 
mentioned  abroad  and  at  the  clubs  was 
directly  or  indirectly  in  any  sort  of  way 
connected  with  the  scandals.  In  short, 
no  name  was  spared,  however  high  the 
position  of  the  man  who  held  it.  I  have 
seen  the  name  of  a  gentleman  of  very 
high  position  mentioned  in  foreign  news- 
papers in  connection  with  the  case,  but 
having,  as  I  have  just  said,  looked  very 
narrowly  into  the  whole  matter,  I  am 
absolutely  certain  that  there  is  no  justifi- 
cation for  the  calumny.  In  connection 
with  this  I  may  add  that  1  know  that  a 
still  more  eminent  gentleman,  closely 
connected  with  the  gentleman  to  whom 
I  have  alluded,  has  used  all  his  efforts  to 
liave  the  fullest  publicity  given.  I  think 
that  it  is  due  to  that  eminent  gentleman 
that  the  Government  have  at  last  been 
forced  into  the  qualified  action  which  has 
been  taken  against  Lord  A.  Somerset.  I 
think  that  this  ought  to  be  known.  As 
I  think  all  know,  I  myself  took  strong 
Aaews  upon  the  matter  of  Royal  Grants, 
but  I  expressed  my  views  openly,  and  1 
protest  against  the  good  name  of  any 
man,  be  he  prince  or  peasant,  being 
whispered  and  hinted  away,  I  honour 
and  respect  the  eminent  gentleman  to 
whom  I  have  alluded  for  his  action  in 
this  matter.  I  consider  it  wisa  and  noble, 
and  worthy  of  the  great  position  he 
holds.  However,  I  only  allude  to  this  in 
order  io  show  how  incalculable  are  the 
evils  that  might  have  arisen  from  this 
system  which  the  Government  has 
adopted  of  hushing  up  these  matters. 
But  the  action  of  the  Government,  the 
guardians  of  public  morality,  does  not 
affect  individuals  alone;  it  encourages 
persons  of  any  social  station  to  think  that 
they  may  commit  this  sort  of  offence  with 
absolute  impunity.  The  statement  of 
Constable Sladden  is  perfectly  astounding, 
but  I  do  not  think  it  can  be  contradicted. 
J/r.  Lahouchere 


I  think  the  Home  Secretary  can  bear  me 
out.  A  considerable  number  of  years 
ago  Sir  E.  Henderson  sent  a  Report 
complaining  of  inaction,  and  no 
action  was  taken  because  the  law  made 
it  almost  impossible  to  convict.  The 
Home  Secretary  will  bear  me  out  when 
I  say  that  this  offence  has  been  on  the 
increase  of  late,  but  every  constable  or 
inspector  takes  care  not  to  arrest  any 
cognate  person,  because  they  believe  that 
by  doing  so  they  would  make  themselves 
marked  men  and  be  sent  out  to  the 
suburbs.  In  the  streets,  in  the  music 
halls,  you  have  these  wretched  creatures 
openly  pursuing  their  avocation.  They 
are  known  to  the  police,  yet  the  police 
do  nothing  to  stop  this  sort  of  thing.  It 
is- scandalous  that  such  a  state  of  things . 
should  exist  in  London.  There  is  no 
capital  where  it  exists  more  openly. 
This  was  not  the  case  10  years  ago,  and 
I  ascribe  the  increase  entirely  to  the 
immunity  granted  to  the  criminals.  I 
quite  agree  that  it  is  most  undesirable  on 
many  accounts  to  parade  these  scandals 
in  tlie  public  Press,  but  I  maintain  that 
it  is  far  more  undesirable  that  poor  per- 
sons should  be  prosecuted,  and  cognate 
persons  allowed  impunity  when  they 
happen  to  be  wealthy.  These  poor  and 
wretched  creatures  live  to  minister  to 
the  vices  of  those  in  a  superior  station. 
Is  there  any  man  who  will  not  feel 
indignant  that  boys  employed  in  one  of 
our  public  offices  should  be  tempted  into 
indecencies  more  gross  than  were  ever 
committed  under  Louis  XV.  ?  Instead  of 
making  every  effort  to  punish  offences, 
as  far  as  I  can  see  every  effort  has  been 
made  to  hush  up  the  matter.  I  do  not 
know  what  the  defence  of  the  Govern- 
ment may  be,  but  I  venture  to  advis3 
them  not  to  put  up  any  lawyer  with  a 
brief  in  his  hand,  who  will  by  special 
pleading  and  evasive  chicanery  defend 
this  charge.  [Cries  of  **  Order ! "  and 
"  Withdraw  !"]  Very  well,  then,  I  will 
say  not  by  the  same  tactics  as  those  pur- 
sued with  regard  to  the  Special  Com- 
mission— that  means  the  same  thing  to 
us  on  tills  side  of  the  House.  My  first 
charge  is  that  Lord  Salisbury  and  others 
entered  into  a  criminal  conspiracy  to 
defeat  the  ends  of  justice.  I  ask  for  a 
Committee  to  investigate  this  charge  and 
allegation,  and  if  it  is  granted  I  am  per- 
fectly willing  to  withdraw  my  Amend- 
ment, but   1  will  not,  and  I  do  not  think 
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that  many  in  this  Honse  will,  be  satisfied 
with  a  mere  ex  parte  denial  on  behalf  of 
the  incriminated  persons.  If  the  Com- 
mittee is  not  granted  Lord  Salisbury  and 
the  others  stand  condemned  by  their  own 
Code  of  ethics.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  was  charged  with  writing  certain 
letters,  and  again  and  again  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  said  that  he  must  be  guilty 
because  he  had  not  courted  an  investiga- 
tion. Mr.  Walter  was  not  a  member  of 
this  House;  I  am.  Mr.  "Walter  had 
certain  proofs,  but  he  did  not  submit 
them ;  I  have  submitted  my  proofs.  For 
my  own  part,  I  think  I  have  already 
shown  more  of  a  j/riind  facie  case  for  an 
inquiry  than  there  was  simply  because 
Pigott  sold  forged  letters  to  the  Times. 
If  the  Government  refuse  this  investiga- 
tion, either  they  admit  their  guilt  or 
they  have  two  Codes  of  ethics — one  for  an 
Irish  leader  and  another  for  a  Conserva- 
tive leader.  If  the  Government  plead 
guilty  I  shall  deem  it  my  duty  to  divide 
the  House,  because  I  think  that  this 
House  ought  to  disconnect  itself  from 
any  condoning  of  abominable  offences  of 
this  kind,  and  ought  to  stand  up  for  the 
principle  of  equal  justice  between  man 
and  man.  If  they  do  not  admit  their 
guilt  I  shall  divide,  because  a  man  cannot 
be  Judge,  jury,  and  defendant  in  his 
own  case.  If  these  charges,  openly 
made  in  this  Hous3,  are  not  in  some  way 
investigated  a  heavier  blow  will  be 
dealt  to  the  good  name  of  the  Qountry 
and  to  the  cause  of  law  and  order  than 
anything  that  has  been  done  for  manyand 
many  a  year.  I  appeal  to  the  whole  House, 
to  hon.  Members  sitting  on  both  sides,  to 
support  me  in  the  action  I  have  taken. 
I  appeal  to  them,  not  as  followers  of  this 
Ministry  or  of  that,  but  on  the  broad 
Pf round  that  they  are  English  gentlemen. 
I  appeal  to  them  because  I  know  that 
they  loathe  these  offences  as  much  as  I  do, 
and  I  hope  that  they  will  stand  by  me  in 
'the  only  course  that  ought  to  be  pursued 
in  this  matter,  and  the  only  course  which 
will  lead  to  the  thorough  and  efficient 
prevention  of  such  crimes. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,725,003, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Services." — (Mr. 
Henry  Labouchei*e.) 

*(6.25.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  Of  all 
the  occasions  on  which  I  have  spoken 
in  the  House  and  of  all  the  questions 


I  have  heard  raised  since  I  have  had  the 
honour  of  being  a  Member  of  the 
House,  nothing  in  my  opinion  has 
approachtd  the  importance  of  the  occa- 
sion on  the  charge  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  to-night.  He 
has  charged  the  Prime  Minister  with 
being  party  to  a  criminal  conspiracy  to 
defeat  the  ends  of  justice,  and  thac 
subordinate  officials,  whom  he  said  must 
have  known  what  was  being  done,  were 
also  parties  to  that  conspiracy.  The  hon. 
Member  has  said  that  deliberate  notice 
was  given  to  enable  an  accused  man  to 
escape  from  justice,  and  said  that  it  was 
the  wish  of  tho.se  whom  he  charged 
that  that  person  should  not  be  brought 
to  justice ;  and  he  has  alleged  that 
certain  criminal  proceedings  were 
arranged  by  a  corrupt  bargain  with 
the  view  of  minor  punishments  being 
inflicted  in  order  that  other  persons  who 
might  be  implicated  might  escape.  I 
think  that  the  Committee  will  agree 
with  me  that  these  are  charges  of 
most  disgraceful  conduct  if  they  are 
true,  and  more  disgraceful  charges  if 
false,  and  it  is  strange  that,  with  that 
semblance  of  fair  play  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  pretended  to  assume,  though 
he  knew  that  the  person  who  now  ad- 
dresses the  House  must  be  one  of  the 
persons  implicated  in  the  so-called  con- 
spiracy, the  hon.  Member  has  endea- 
voured to  discount  what  I  may  be  going 
to  say  by  describing  it  as  only  the  chi- 
canery of  a  lawyer.  I  do  not  think  that 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friends  the  Mem- 
bers for  Soath  Hackney  and  Stockton 
will  acquiesce  in  that  view.  The  main 
sting  of  this  charge  is  that  Lord  Salisbury 
on  a  given  night  in  October,  with  the 
purpose  of  allowing  Lord  A.  Somerset  to 
escape,  made  a  communication  which 
was  intended  to  be  conveyed  to  him, 
and  that  on  receiving  that  communication 
Lord  A.  Somerset  fled.  Before  I  sit  down 
I  shall  demonstrate  that  there  is  not  a 
shadow  of  foundation  for  that  charge. 
But  if  the  charge  is  true,  is  it  just  or  is 
it  right  that  it  should  be  made  in  the 
presence  of  the  man  who  can  answer  it, 
or  behind  his  back  ? 

Me.  LABOUCHERE:    I  am  not  a 

peer.       

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  If  the  hon.  Member 
has  any  prima  facie  case,  any  of  the 
peers  who  are  opposed  to  Lord  Salisbury 
coiild  ask  the  question  in  the  House  oi 
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Lords.     Does  thd  lion.  Member  mean  to 
suggest  that  Lord   Herschell,  if  he  be-  i 
lieved  in  such  facts  as  the  hon.  Member  | 
for  Northampton  asserts  that  he  believes,  ; 
would  not  have  thought  it  his  duty  to  ' 
have  brought  them  forward  and  enable  ' 
Lord  Salisbury  to  give  an  answer  across 
the  floor  of  the  House  of  Lords  ?   I  am 
going  to  accept  the  responsibility  for  my 
own  acts  and  state  exactly  what  I  have 
done.     If    there    be    anything   in    that 
spirit   of   fair  play   to   which   the   hon. 
Member    thought    fit    to    refer   at   the 
conclusion  of  his  remarks,  it  should  have 
prompted  those  who  appreciate  a  sense  of 
justice  to  have  made  this  charge  where 
the   answer    could    have   been    directly 
given  by  the  person  particularly  affected 
by  it.     1  hope  the  House  will  liear  with 
me,  for  it  may  be  that  I  shall  have  to 
address  it  at  some  length.   It  is  absolutely 
essential    I    should   deal   with    all   the 
points  raised  one  by  one,  and  I  am  sure 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
would  rather  I  should  trespass  upon  the 
time  of   the   house  too  much  than  too 
little.      We   are  dealing  with   infamous 
charges,  and  I  will  undertake  to  demon- 
strate that  they  are  not  true.   The  House 
must    remember    that    these    infamous 
charges  are  levelled  against  myself,  the 
Treasury  Solicitor,  and  possibly  the  Chief 
Commissioner  of  Police,  though  he  seems 
for  some  reason  or  other  to  have  been 
excul|)ated.     But  what  is  to  mo  much 
more  important  is,  it  is  suggested  that 
members  of  my  own  profession,  who  have 
practised  for  years  and  whosj  names  are 
well  known,  have  also  been  mixed  up  in 
that  foul  conspiracy  with  their  knowledsre. 
It  is  not  very  easy  for  me  to  takt?  tliis 
story  exactly  in  the  order  I  should  like 
to  take  it,  because  the  hon.  Member  has 
thought  fit  to  break  it  up  into  a  number 
of  different  cases,  and  has  put  before  the 
House  what  he  asserts  about  each  of  those 
cases.     Perliaps  the  better  course,  there- 
fore, for  me  to  tjike  will  be  to  follow  the 
order  the  hon.  Meml)er  has  found  it  con- 
venient to  adopt.     If  T  were  to  do  other- 
wise, I  might  possibly  overlook  some  of 
the    hon.    Gentleman's    statement.     But 
first  I   wish    to  make  one  or  two  pre- 
liminary observations.     At  a  date  which 
does  not   substaiitiilly  differ  from    that 
given  by  the   hon.  Menibi^r,  and  which 
we  may  take  roughly  to  be  about  July 
25 — I  do  not  say  that  is  absolutely  the 
earliest   date,    but   some    time    in    the 


middle  of  Jnly,  and  certainly  before 
July  25—  the  case  was  put  in  the 
liands  of  the  Treasury  Solicitor.  From 
that  time  down  to  the  present  eyeiy 
step  in  the  proceedings  haft  been 
taken  under  my  direction,  and  the  hon. 
Member  knows  it,  and  therefore  the 
House  will  appreciate  what  the  hon. 
Member  means  by  suggesting  tliat  no 
lawyer  was  to  get  up  with  a  brief.  That 
is  the  spirit  (^f  chivalry  and  fair  play 
which  animates  the  hon.  Member.  The 
first  three  cases  are  the  Veck  and  New- 
love  case,  the  Hammond  case,  and  the 
Somerset  case,  and,  hss  important,  the 
Newton  case.  It  is,  I  must  say,  strange 
to  my  mind  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  should  have  thought  fit  to 
introduce  the  Newton  case  into  the  dis- 
cussion, seeing  it  is  my  unfortunate  duty 
to  have  to  represent  the  Crown  in  that 
prosecution,  in  which  the  defendant 
Newton  is  to  be  defended  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  South  Hackney,  I 
venture  to  think  tliat  knowing  that,  as. 
he  undoubtedly  did  from  his  speech,  and 

as  I  shall  show  from  other  sources 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  did  know  it. 
*Siu  K  WEBSTER :  It  is  somewhat 
strange  he  should  have  thought  fit  to 
express  the  opinion  he  did  about  that 
case.  1  pass  from  that.  When  1  deal 
with  the  matter  I  shall  contradict  every 
statement  the  hon.  Member  made;  now  I 
want  the  House  to  follow  me  and 
appi-eciate  what  the  Veck  and  Newlove 
charge  is.  The  charge  against  Her 
Majesty's  Government  is  that  these  cases 
were  intended  to  be  punished  by  light 
sentences ;  that  it  \\'as  arranged  between 
the  prosicuting  and  defending  counsel^ 
with  the  knowledge  of  the  Treasury 
Solicitor,  that  the  accused  should  have 
those  light  sentences  as  the  price  of 
silence;  and  that  that  corrupt  bargain 
was  made  with  the  knowledge  of  those  in 
authority.  I  think  the  House  will  agree 
that,  if  true,  more  infamous  conduct 
was  never  charged  against  persons  in 
authority.  1  am  fortunately  able  to 
speak  more  than  once  in  this  debate,  and 
if,  by  inadvertence,  I  omit  to  deal  with 
any  point,  I  hope  I  shall  be  reminded  of 
it.  The  first  information  given  by  the 
Post  Office  was  on  the  evening  of  July  5  ; 
that  was  the  same  day  as  that  on  which 
Hammond  bolted.  Certain  statements 
respecting  Veck  in  connection  with  the 
boys  Avei*e  placed  before  me  some  time  in 
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the  month  of  Jnly.  The  hon.  Membai* 
has  saggested  that  I  either  had  instruc- 
tions from  some  higher  authority  or  gave 
instructions  that  no  prosecution  should 
take  place. 

Mr.  LABOLTCHERE  :     No,  I  did  not. 
*SiR  R.    WEBSTER:       In   conngction 
with  the  Somerset  case  the  hon.  Member 
said  that  most  distinctly,  but  I  desire  to 
say   that   whatever   case   the   statement 
may  be  intanded  to  apply  to  there  is  not 
the    slightest  shadow  of  foundation  for 
the  suggestion.     My  sole  wish  has  baen 
that   when  the   evidence   was  sufficient 
to   put   a   man   on  his   trial    lis  should 
at  onc3  b3  brought   bjfore   a   Court   of 
justice,  and  thera  has  baen  no  distinction 
or    difEerenc3     whatever    between    one 
parson  and  another.     I  will  state  exactly 
what  did  happan.     Up  to  tlie  middle  of 
August,  the  evidence  against  Veck  was 
not  complete.     I  think  the  House  will 
agree    that   anybody  who  puts  forward 
these    charges   ought   to   be   practically 
certain  he  can  prove   them,     I     cannot 
imagine    anything    worse   than   that   a 
man  should  be  put  on  his  trial  on  such  a 
charge  on  the  mere  chance  of  getting  a 
conviction  on  some  slight  evidence.     For 
it  is  perfectly  well  known  that  if  these 
charges  are  once  made,  hewevar  much  a 
man  may  clear  himself,  there  are  people 
foolisii  and  wicked  enough  still  to  balieve 
there  is  some  truth  in  them.     I  do  not 
hisitate  to  say  that  the  sole  consideration 
operating  on  my  mind  was  whether  there 
was  or  was  not  sufficient  corroborative 
testimony.     Up  to  the  middle  of  August 
there  was  not  sufficient  evidence  to  put 
process  in  force  against  Veck.     I  may 
say,  by  the  way,  there  was  amply  sufficient 
evidence  against  Newlove  and  Hammond, 
and  the  warrants  were  issued  on  the  7th. 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :     I  never  raised 
this  point.     I  simply  stated  as   a   hard 
matter  of  fact  that  Veck  was  arrested  on 
the  20th  August. 
*SiR    R.    WEBSTER:       It    is     abso- 
lutely      necessary      the      whole      story 
should    be    told,    for    the    hon.    Mem- 
ber   has   said    that    when    these    men 
were    put   on   their  trial   on    the    18th 
September  they  were   lightly  sentenced 
in  consideration  of  pleading  guilty  and 
disclosing  no  other  person's  name.      The 
warrant    was    issued    as    soon     as   the 
evidence  in  our  hands  was,  in  my  opinion, 
sufficient.     There  was  some  difficulty  in 
finding   Veck,  but  he  was  arrested  on 


Auonist    20th,    committed    for   trial    on 
September  11th,  and  pleaded  guilty  on 
the  18th.     Now  I  come  to  the  gravar.ie.i 
of    the     charge.       Every     particle     of 
evidence  against  Veck  came   under  iny 
immediate  notice,  and  I  was  represented 
by    Mr.   Poland,   Q.C.,  and   Mr.   Avory. 
I  do  hope  the  hon.  and  learned  MonibLii* 
for  Hackney  will  speak  in  this  debat^\ 
No?  I  hope  some  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  will   bear  me  out  in 
what  I  am  saying  with  regard  to  these 
gentlemen.       1      want     to     know      by 
whom    this  accusation  is    going    to    lx> 
supported.        If      any     hon.      Members 
opposite,  who  belong  to  my  profession, 
speaks    in   this  debate   I  do  hope  tliey 
iVill  express  their  opinion  of  one — I  may- 
say     both — of     those    gentlemen    who 
represented  the  Crown  in  that  prosecu- 
tion, and  say   what  they  think  of  Mr. 
Poland,  who  has  lived  all  his  life  at  tiie 
Bar,  and  is  perfectly  well-known  for  his 
high    honour  and  standing  in  the  pro- 
fession.     The  prisoners   were  defended 
by  Mr.  Gill  and  Mr.  C.  W.  Mathews. 
The  house  has  heard  something  about 
whispers.       Perhaps   the   hon.    Member 
for  Northampton  has  had  something  to 
do  with  some  whispers  circulated  in  con- 
nection with  this  case.     Whether  he  has 
or   not,    the   knowledge    that  the    hon. 
Member  was  going  to  bring  this  cliarge 
has    enabled   me   to   obtain    from    Mr. 
Poland  and  from  Mr.   Avory  a  written 
statement  with  regard  to  this  particular 
matter.       I    do  not  believe   there  is   a 
Member  of  this  House  who  will  suggest 
that  what  I  am  about  to  read,  signed  by 
Mr.  Poland,   is    other  than    the    strict 
and    literal  truth  in  the  matter.      Tha 
learned  counsel  says  this  : — 

"Mr.  Avory,  my  junior,  was  informed  by  Mr. 
Gill,  who  defended  Newlove,  or  by  Mr. 
Mathews,  who  defended  Veck,  that  the 
prisoners  intended  to  plead  guilty,  and  that  the 
case  would  be  disposed  of  in  the  course  of  the 
day.  I  went  to  the  Old  Bailey  between  3 
and  4  o'clock  nnd  went  into  Court  shortly 
before  4,  that  being  the  time  when  pleas  of 
guilty  are  taken,  when  convenient.  I  ad- 
dressed the  Recorder,  and  Mr.  Gill  and  Mr. 
Mathews) addressed  him  also.  I  wish  to  say 
that  I  neither  directly  nor  indirectly  made  any 
arrangement  with  the  prisoners*  counsel  as  to 
what  counts  the  prisoners  should  plead  guilty 
to,  and  that  there  was  no  undertaking  of  any 
kind,  either  expressed  or  implied,  as  to  whai 
should  be  done  by  me  or  by  the  prisonerb' 
counsel." 

* 

That  is,  I  think,  suflBciently  categorical. 
I  have  here  also  the  shorthand  note  of 
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what  Mr.  Poland  said  before  the  Recorder. 
If  there  had  been  any  such  arrangement 
as  was  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  I 
must  hava  known  of  it.  Does  he  still 
insist  that  there  was  an  arrangement  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  still  state,  Sir, 
that  there  was  an  understanding  before- 
hd.nd  as  to  the  pleas  of  guilty.  I  have 
never  stated  that  it  was  agreed  that  the 
prisoners  should  plead  guilty  and  get 
short  sentence's  provided  that  they  did 
not  mention  any  names.  That  is  not 
how  things  are  done.  One  couns.'l  says 
to  the  other,  "Don't  you  think  the 
prisoners  had  better  plead  guilty  1 "  and 
the  other  replies,  "  Well,  what  do  you 
think  ? ''  And  then  the  first  says,  "Well, 
we  will  S3e  what  we  can  do,"  and  so  on. 
The  Attorney  General  has  appealed  to 
the  lawyers  on  this  side.  I  also  will 
make  an  appeal  to  them.  Will  any 
lawyer  who  has  practised  get  up  and 
tell  me  that  arrangements  are  not 
frequantly  made  by  which  it  is  agreed 
that  if  the  accused  pleads  guilty  the 
prosecuting  counsel  will  try  and  get  him 
a  light  sentence  ? 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  Now,  I  understood 
the  hon.  Member  to  say  that  he  had  it  from 
a  credible  informant  that  the  arrangement 
which  he  described  was  come  to  between 
the  prosecuting  counsel  and  the  counsel 
for  the  prisoners.  Will  the  hon. 
Member  now  say  who  his  credible 
informant  is  1 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  No,  Sir,  I  will 
not — for  the  same  reason  which  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  so  often  gives 
us — he  would  be  a  marked  man. 

♦Sir  R.  AVEBSTER:  I  am  surprised 
that  the  hon.  Member,  having  now  heard 
me  state  on  behalf  of  the  counsel  engaged 
in  the  case  that  this  wicked  and  corrupt 
bargain  was  not  made  by  them,  with- 
holds the  name  of  his  credible  informant. 
But  I  feel  as  certain  as  I  am  of  the  fact 
of  my  standing  here  that  it  is  impossible 
for  the  hon.  Member  to  give  the  name 
of  any  credible  person  who  will  come 
forward  and  state  that  this  wicked 
arrangement  was  made.  The  next  allega- 
tion made  by  the  hon.  Member  was  that 
the  case  was  called  on  at  a  late  and 
inconvenient  hour  wiien  the  reporters 
were  not  present. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR :  I  was  informed 
of  that  fact  by  a  learned  counsel  who 
was  present. 

Sir  R,  Webster 


•Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  At  the  Old 
Bailey  pleas  are  always  taken  either 
at  4  o'clock  or  at  the  beginning  of  the 
day's  work.  Mr.  Poland  is  of  opinion, 
an  opinion  which  I  entirely  share,  that 
no  good  is  done  by  reporting  cases  of 
this  description,  and  it  is  greatly  to  the 
credit  of  the  reporters  of  the  Press  that 
they  almost  invariably  refrain  from 
reporting  them.  But  I  have  Mr, 
Poland's  assurance  in  writing  that  he 
took  no  steps  to  have  the  Court  cleared 
or  to  prevent  the  proceedings  from  being 
reported  in  the  newspapers.  When  he 
began  his  sp3ech  there  happened  to  be  a 
woman  in  Court,  and  the  Recoider  of  his 
own  motion  ordered  her  to  leave.  Mr. 
Poland  says,  "  I  was  specially  careful  to 
do  nothing  in  this  case  out  of  the  usual 
and  ordinary  course."  Now  I  come  to 
the  hon.  Member's  charges,  based  on  the 
allegation  that  the  sentence  was  light. 
Veck  pleaded  guilty  to  13  counts  of  the 
indictment.  There  was  no  evidence  of 
felony  in  the  cas3  at  all,  and  Veck  was 
pros3cuted  for  misdemeanour  under  the 
section  of  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment 
Act.  Newlovv)  was  indicted  for  assault 
with  intent  to  commit  sodomy,  as  well  as 
for  offences  against  the  Act.  He  did  not 
plead  guilty  to  the  graver  charge,  and  I 
was  satisfied  that  there  was  no  evidence 
to  go  to  the  jury  on  the  grave  charge,  and 
it  was  on  my  responsibility,  and  mine 
alone,  that  the  count  against  Newlove  for 
the  more  serious  offence  was  not  pressed. 
The  House  must  bear  in  mind  that  by 
pleading  guilty  these  prisoners  rendered 
themselves  liable  to  more  than  two 
years'  imprisonment.  Cumulative  sen- 
tences can  be  inflicted  under  the  Act  and 
the  Recorder  could  have  passed  a  much 
higher  sentence  if  he  had  thought  fit 
to  do  so.  I  say  distinctly  that  neither 
directly  nor  indirectly  was  there  any  com- 
munication with  the  Recorder  on  behalf 
of  the  Government,  or,  as  far  as  I  know, 
by  any  living  person  with  reference  to 
the  sentence  passed  upon  these  men. 
It  is  not  my  business  to  justify  that 
sentence.  It  may  not  have  been  suffi- 
cient ;  I  think  myself  that  it  might  have 
been  severer ;  but  the  question  of  in- 
sufi^ciency  is  a  matter  affecting  the 
Recorder  only.  Does  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  intend  to  charge  a 
Judge  like  the  Recorder  of  London  with 
being  a  party  to  this  criminal  conspiraqr  ? 
Unless  the  hon.  Member  admits  that  ttie 
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sentence  was  a  sentence  passed  by  the 
Recorder  in  the  exercise  of  his  discretion, 
he  mast  contend  that  the  Recorder  also 
was  a  party  to  the  conspiracy,  and  for 
some  motive  was  willing  to  inflict  a 
ligliter  sentence  than  should  have  been 
passed.  The  hon.  Member  affirms  that 
the  real  object  of  the  conspiracy  which 
he  alles^es  existed  was  to  hush  the  matter 
up.  Well,  I  have  answered  the  hon. 
Member  by  meeting  every  assertion 
which  the  hon.  Member  has  made  re- 
ap ?cting  Veck  and  Newlove. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  There  is  one 
point  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber has  not  dealt  with.  I  said  that  I  did 
not  know  whether  it  was  suggested  to 
the  Recorder  that  he  should  pass  a  light 
sentence,  or  whether  the  depositions 
showing  the  gross  iniquity  of  Veck  and 
Newlove  were  not  submitted  to  the 
learned  Judge. 

*SiR  R.  WEBSTER :  All  the  depositions 
went  before  the  learned  Recorder  as  a 
matter  of  course.  There  is  not  a  shadow 
of  foundation  for  saying  that  anything 
but  the  ordinary  course  of  justice  was 
pursued  in  this  case.  The  hon.  Member 
has  suggested  that  the  real  object  of 
passing  these  sentences  was  to  hush  the 
matter  up,  and  that  these  prosacutions 
would  not  have  taken  place  but  for  the 
action  of  the  Postmaster  General.  All 
I  can  say  is  that  when  the  statement 
respecting  Veck  and  Newlove  came 
before  me,  I,  and  I  alone,  exercised  my 
judgment,  taking  counsel,  however,  with 
those  whose  opinion  in  criminal  matters 
is  of  the  highest  value.  I  think.  Sir,  I 
have  proved  to  the  House  how  unfounded 
the  hon.  Member's  charges  are,  and  now 
I  come  to  the  allegation  respecting 
Hammond.  It  is  an  allegation  which 
I  confess  has  filled  me  with  astonish- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  says  that 
Hammond  ought  to  have  been  watched 
by  the  police,  and  that  the  Postmaster 
General,  or  the  Secretary  to  the  Post 
Office,  desired  that  he  should  be  prosecu- 
ted, but  that  the  police  and  the  "^asury 
Solicitor  and  others  desired  that  he 
should  escape.  As  a  matter  of  fact  no 
information  of  any  kind  was  given  to 
the  police  until  the  afternoon  of  July  5, 
and  Hammond  left  the  country  on  the 
morning  of  that  day.  I  lay  no  blame  upon 
the  'Post  Office  for  not  taking  steps. 
We  know  perfectly  well  that  by  the 
Criminal    Law  we    are    not  entitled  to 


arrest  a  man  without  a  warrant  unless 
he  is  caught  in  the  commission  of  crime. 
Mr.  mac  NEDjL  (Donegal,  S.) :  How 
about  the  Statute  of  Edward  III.? 
\LaiLghter^\ 

•Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  This  case  is  far 
too  serious  to  be  made  the  subject  of 
laughter,  and  I  do  not  know  whether 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  think  I 
ought  to  be  interrupted  in  this  manner. 
Hammond  left  on  the  morning  of  the 
5th  of  July ;  and,  notwithstanding  the 
insinuations  and  statements  of  the  hon. 
Member,  from  that  moment  Hammond 
was  beyond  the  reach  of  the  law.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  suggested  that 
Hammond  could  have  been  extradited  if 
the  Foreign  Office  had  wished  it  to  be 
done.  He  had  also  suggested  that 
arrangements  could  have  been  made 
whereby  Hammond  might  have  been 
put  aboard  an  English  steamer  and  so 
arrested.  All  I  can  say,  and  I  carefully 
confine  myself  to  what  I  know,  and  the 
Postmaster  General  can  confirm  me,  is 
that  every  step  was  taken  to  bring  the 
arrest  about.  From  the  beginning  we 
have  been  extremely  anxious  to  get  hold 
of  Hammond  ;  indeed,  ever  since  the 
issue  of  the  warrant  in  July,  1889.  As 
far  as  I  know,  no  single  act  was  done, 
directly  or  indirectly,  to  prevent  Ham- 
mond from  being  brought  to  justice  as 
quickly  as  possible.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  has  said  that  a  letter 
came  on  the  25th  of  July  from  Lord 
Salisbury  at  tne  Foreign  Office  saying 
that  Hammond  could  not  be  extradited. 
Will  the  hon.  Gentleman  give  his 
authority  for  that  statement?  [Mr. 
Labouchere  shook  his  head.]  Then, 
has  it  come  to  this,  that  without 
any  warrant  at  all  such  charges 
can  be  made  across  the  floor  of  this 
Honse  ?  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  reply 
came  from  one  of  the  Official  Secre- 
taries of  the  Foreign  Office,  who  wrote 
the  letter,  it  being  a  matter  of  regular 
routine  business,  and  nothing  being  known 
about  the  case  except  that  there  was  no 
evidence  of  any  crime  on  which  Ham- 
mond could  have  been  extradited.  I  will 
not  go  into  the  strictly  legal  aspect  of 
the  question,  as  the  authorities  did  not 
i^egani  it  in  that  light.  They  were  all 
extremely  anxious  to  obtain  the  extradi- 
tion. The  only  ground  on  which  it 
could  have  been  demanded  was  aggravated 
or  indecent  assault  ;    and,  unfortunately, 
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in  the  case  of  Hammoiul  all  the  boys 
conBented  and  were  above  the  protected 
age.  I  ag.iiii  distinctly  repeat  that,  with 
reference  to  extra-Ieg.il  extradition,  a 
step  was  taken  to  bring  Hammond  to 
justice.  Hammond  fled  to  B;:;lgium.  I 
understood  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton to  suggest  that  it  was  with  the 
cognisance  of  the  Government. 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Oh,  no. 
♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  I  am  glad  to  have 
that  withdrawal.  Certainly  an  expres- 
sion fell  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  which 
made  me  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  Government  was  distinctly  charged 
with  getting  Hammond  away,  first  to 
Paris  and  then  to  Belgium.  If  the 
charge  be  withdrawn,  the  House  will 
draw  its  conclusions  with  reference  to 
some  of  the  other  charges.  I  took  down 
the  hon.  Member's  words,  which  were  to 
the  effect  that  the  Government  could 
have  induced  the  French  Government 
to  expel  Hammond  to  an  English  ship ; 
and  that  they  hunted  the  man  from 
France  to  Belgium,  and  the  Government 
wanted  to  send  the  man  away.  I  would 
ask  the  hon.  Member,  if  he  is  bringing 
forward  his  accusation  from  a  sense  of 
justice,  and  desires  to  make  this  indict- 
ment because  the  interests  of  pubhc 
justice  require  it,  whether  he  will  tell 
the  House  whose  authority  he  had  for 
saying  that  the  Government  wished  to 
send  Hammond  away?  There  is  not 
one  scrap  of  evidence  before  me 
that  the  Government,  directly  or  in- 
directly, took  any  step  to  prevent 
Hammond  from  being  brought  to  justice. 
On  the  contrary,  every  act  is  in  the  other 
direction.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that,  owing  to  the  action  of  the  police — 
and  supposedly  he  meant  the  action  of 
the  police  under  directions — and  the 
action  of  the  Government,  a  poor,  miser- 
able boy  was  abstracted  from  his  parents 
and  sent  away  to  America.  What  did 
the  hon.  Gentleman  mean  by  suggesting 
that  this  was  done  by  the  action  of  the 
Grovernment?  Are  such  charges  to  be 
bandied  about  on  the  mere  iptte  dixit  of 
any  hon.  Gentleman  who  chooses  to 
believe  any  clap-trap  he  may  hear  ?  If 
there  were  the  slightest  warrant  for  this 
charge  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  be 
amply  protected  for  any  statement  made 
in  the  House.  I  challenge  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  give  tin*  name  of  his 
informant.  As  to  the  circumstances 
Sir  R.  Webster 


under  which  Hammond  did  go  to 
America  my  own  mouth  is  closed.  I 
should  ba  perfectly  willing,  and  some 
day  I  shall  be  allowed,  to  state  them. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  South  Hackney  knows  ihem 
as  well  as  I  do. 

*SiR  C.  RUSSELL :  I  know  nothing  at 
all  about  them. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  memory  misleads 
him.  He  appeared  for  Newton  on  the 
application  to  remove  the  case  into  the 
Queen's  Bench  ;  and  on  that  occasion  all 
the  depositions  and  statements  of  Newton 
were  brought  up,  and  Newton's  affidavit, 
in  which  ho  stated  that  he  had  been  a 
party  to  getting  Hammond  to  go  away 
on  account  of  the  blackmail  he  was 
levying  on  people  in  England. 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  I  am  sorry  that  my 
name  is  being  brought  into  the  matter 
in  this  way,  especially  as  I  intimated  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  early  in 
the  debate  that  I  should  take  no  part  in 
it^  for  reasons  which  it  is  unnecessary  to 
state  to  the  House.  I  can  assure  the 
Attorney  General  that,  although  I  may 
have  seen  some  general  statements,  I  had 
no  connection  Ynih.  the  case  which  re- 
quired me  in  any  way  to  examine  them. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  Of  co^irse,  I  accept 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  and  withdraw  my  remark. 
I  would  say,  however,  that  I  am  pre- 
cluded from  stating  the  facts  of  the  case, 
because  it  is  sub  jtulice,  and  I  have  to 
be  the  prosecuting  counsel  against  New- 
ton. On  the  Hammond  case  I  think  I 
have  dealt  with  every  fact  mentiontd  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman;  but  if  he  will 
repeat  any  charge  that  has  been  over- 
looked, I  ^vill  meet  it  subsequently.  Then, 
as  to  what  must  be  supposed  to  be 
the  main  charge  against  Lord  Salisbury — 
the  charge  that  Lord  Salisbury  connived 
at  Lord  Ai'thur  Somerset  getting  away. 
This  case  stands  on  a  different  footing. 
I  have  had  for  many  months  upon  my 
mind  the  necessity  of  considering,  with 
the  greatest  anxiety,  whether  there  was 
sufficient  corroborative  evidence  against 
Lord  A.  Somerset  or  not.  It  was 
not  until  the  5tli  or  6th  of  Novem- 
ber that  I  gave  directions,  after 
careful  consideration,  that  the  warrant 
should  be  issued.  It  is  stated  thottthis 
was  done  in  consequence  of  some  higher 
power  preventing,  for  fear  of  revelationi^ 
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a  proceeding  which  was  right,  and  amply 
justified.  It  is  quite  tme  that  aboat 
the  25th  July  statements  had  been 
made  respecting  Lord  A.  Somerset,  an 
attempt  at  identification  was  made,  and 
I  say  so  advisedly.  But  it  was  not  at 
Knightsbridge,  but  in  Piccadilly.  I 
cannot  give  further  facts,  because  the 
case  may  be  further  tried.  On  what 
grounds  can  it  be  suggested  that,  when 
Lord  A.  Somerset  may  come  back  and 
take  his  trial,  the  House  is  to  prejudice 
the  case  1  I  should  ba  guilty  of  a  gross 
breach  of  duty  if  I  were  to  suppose  the 
information  correct  before  there  has  been 
any  cross-examination.  The  evidence 
of  identification  was  unsatisfactory. 
The  two  witnesses  did  not  agree,  and 
there  wsks  some  doubt  whether  they 
had  not  by  conversation  afterwards  come 
to  some  agreement.  The  person  who 
conducted  the  investigation  more- 
over did  not  know  Lord  A.  Somerset. 
I  will  now  make  a  statement  of  which  I 
am  not  ashamed,  and  for  which  I  do 
not  think  the  House  will  condemn  me. 
I  did  not  altogether  act  upon  my  own 
judgment  in  such  a  matter.  I  have  per- 
mission to  say  that  in  the  month  of 
August,  before  Veck  was  arrested,  I 
consulted  the  Lord  Chancellor.  I  will 
not  appeal  any  more  to  lawyers;  but  will 
state  that  there  was  no  man  whose  career 
at  the  Bar  has  been  more  honourable 
than  that  of  the  present  Lord  Chancellor. 
There  is  no  man  of  whom  it  can  be  said 
with  less  justice  tliat  he  has  ever 
interfered  with  the  courae  of  justice,  and 
there  is  no  greater  criminal  lawyer  living. 
After  the  most  careful  consideration  and 
examination  of  the  whole  case,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  came  distinctly  to  the  con- 
clusion that  there  was  not  such  corrobora- 
tion as  would  justify  any  man  being  put 
upon  liis  trial.  The  same  course  exactly 
was  pursued  in  the  cases  of  Veck  and 
Lord  A.  Somerset,  both  cases  being 
submitted  to  the  Lord  Chancellor.  Sub- 
sequently further  evidence  came  up 
about  Veck,  and  he  was  placed  upon 
his  trial.  When  Veck  was  arrested 
iiome  documents  were  found  upon 
him,  and  some  of  them  led  the 
authorities,  about  the  24th  of  August, 
to  find  out  the  boy  Allies  at  Sudbury. 
The  boy  Allies  made  a  statement  which 
may  be  said  to  have  given  corroboration 
of  the  evidence  against  Lord  A.  Somer- 
set.    But  we   were  in  this  difficult  po- 


sition. Some  communication,  which,  a^ 
far  as  we  could  trace,  did  not  come  from 
Lord  Arthur  Somerset,  was  made  to  this 
boy  the  night  before  he  was  seen  and  the 
document  was  destroyed.  The  hou. 
Member  suggests  that  the  postal  orders 
coming  from  Knightsbridge  must  be  pre- 
sumed to  have  come  from  Lord  Arthur 
Somerset;  but  we  were  not  able  to 
identify  them  as  having  come  from  Lord 
Arthur  Somerset.  This  was  about  the 
middle  of  September,  and  during  tho 
trial  of  Newlove.  All  the  statements 
were  presented  to  me  ;  and  knowing  that 
I  had  previously  had  the  benefit  of  the 
advice  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  I  took 
upon  myself  the  responsibility  of  sending 
the  whole  of  the  statements  and  of  asking 
his  advice.  I  thought  that  the  matter 
was  so  serious  that  I  took  a  step  of 
which  I  am  not  ashamed.  I  asked  Mr» 
Poland,  who  had  been  in  the  case  of 
Newlove  and  Veck,  to  write  a  letter  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor  stating  what  his 
views  were  on  the  evidence,  I  did  not 
see  that  letter  until  after  it  had  been  sent, 
nor  had  I  any  part  in  the  preparation  of 
it.  It  was  a  letter  covering  more  than  a 
sheet  of  foolscap, containing  a  most  careful 
analysis  of  the  evidence,  and  examining^ 
the  considerations  which  bore  on  the 
duty  of  prosecuting  or  not.  I  received  a- 
communication  by  telegraph,  and  subse- 
quently aletter  from  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
saying  that,  having  gone  carefully 
through  the  matter,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  corroborative  evidence  was 
wholly  insufficient.  These  are  facts 
which  can  be  tested  by  any  hon.  Member, 
and  can  anyone  suggest  that  such 
conduct  could  have  been  pursued  by 
men  in  league  with  a  criminal  conspiracy  ? 
Can  anyone  suggest  that  I,  not  acting  upon 
my  own  opinion  and  taking  the  opinion 
of  wiser  men  than  myself,  ought  to  be- 
ashamed  of  having  taken  the  course 
which  I  did  ?  If  it  had  been  a  criminal 
conspiracy  should  I  have  taken  Mr. 
Poland  into  my  confidence  and  have 
asked  him  to  write  independently  a 
letter  to  the  Lord  Chancellor?  I  am 
aware  that  acts  of  mine  have  been 
severely  criticised  in  this  House  ;  but  I 
did  not  think  that  any  opponent  of  mine 
opposite  was  so  hostile  as  to  believe  that  I 
WBS  being  party  to  a  criminal  conspiracy, 
or  had  any  lot  or  part  in  such  matter. 
Now,  Mr.  Cotirtney,  so  the  matter  rested 
until  the  end  of  September  ;  and  now  I 
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come  to  the  extraordinary  allegations 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  respecting 
Lord  Salisbury  in  October.  The  hon. 
Member  stated  categorically  that  the 
Law  Officers  did  not  advise  a  prosecution. 
If  by  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  means 
that  I,  as  Attorney  General,  did  not 
direct  a  prosecution,  he  is  perfectly  right ; 
but  if  the  lion.  Gentleman  means  that  I 
corruptly  and  improperly  decHned  to 
■order  a  prosecution  because  of  an  arrange- 
ment that  Lord  Arthur  Somerset  should 
not  be  brought  to  justice,  then  I  have  to 
say  tliat  it  is  absolutely  wrong,  and  there 
is  no  shadow  of  foundation  for  tlie  state- 
ment. Then  the  hon.  Gentleman  put 
this  extraordinary  question  to  me — 

**  I  wish  to  ask  whether  the  questions  that 
were  put  to  the  witnesses  at  the  Treasury  were 
arranged  hy  the  Attorney  General  ?  *' 

What  is  the  insinuation  contained  in 
that?  The  hon.  Member  asserts  that 
those  questions  were  not  intended  to 
elicit  the  real  facts;  the  insinuation  is 
that  in  the  case  of  certain  persons  giving 
information  to  the  Treasury  I,  as 
Attorney  General,  suggested  that  certain 
questions  should  be  put  to  them,  and 
ceiftain  others  not  be  put  to  them  in 
order  not  to  elicit  the  facts.  There  is 
not  a  shadow  of  foundation  for  the  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  was  speaking 
of  the  questions  in  the  Court  of  the  police 
magistrate. 

*SiB  R.  WEBSTER:  The  questions 
asked  before  the  police  magistrate  only 
relate  to  Veck  and  Newlove.  Does  the 
hon.  Member  suggest  that,  on  the  case 
against  Newlove,  and  I  being  of  opinion 
that  there  was  no  sofficient  ground  for 
criminating  other  persons,  questions 
ought  to  have  been  asked  by  means  of  a 
side- wind,  so  to  speak,  in  order  to  elicit  a 
charge  against  other  persons  ?  It  would 
have  been  most  discreditable  conduct  on 
the  part  of  the  person  charged  with  the 
prosecution  of  Newlove  and  Veck  to  have 
put  questions  so  as  to  bring  out  evidence 
against  Lord  Arthur  Somerset  or  any 
other  person.  Questions  wero  put  l^ 
Mr.  Avory  in  order  to  establish  the 
guilt  of  Veck  and  Newlove  ;  but  I  under- 
stand the  hon.  Gentleman  to  make  a 
much  more  serious  allegation,  that  the 
Attorney  General  arranged  the  questions 
which  were  to  be  put  either  by  Mr. 
Avory  or  by  the  Treasury  solicitor.  Not 
one  word  ever  passed  between  me  and 
Sir  R,  Webster 


Mr.  Avory  and  the  Treasury  solicitor  as 
to  the  questions  to  be  put.  The  state- 
ments were  taken  and  examined  in  the 
ordinary  way.  Then  the  hon.  Member 
said  that  Hanks  went  down  to 
Badminton  and  received  directions  to 
withdraw.  Will  the  hon.  Gentleman 
tell  the  House  his  aathoriiy  for  that? 
As  far  as  I  know,  there  is  not  the  slight- 
est foundation  for  the  statement;  becaiOLSe 
I  myself  gave  personally  directions  to 
the  Chief  Commissioner  of  Police,  among 
others,  that  an  inquiry  should  be  prose- 
cuted, in  order  to  bring  all  the  parties 
who  were  really  implicated  to  justice. 
I,  therefore,  ask  again  who  Was  the  per- 
son who  informed  the  hon.  Member  that 
Hanks  was  directed  to  withdraw  ?  Now, 
I  come  to  the  very  grave  charge  which  the 
hon.  Member  makes  respecting  the 
supposed  communication  between  Lord 
Salisbury  and  Sir  Digh ton  Probyn,  and  the 
allegations  founded  thereon.  Now,  the 
hon.  Member  was  very  careful,  for  I 
watched  him  most  closely,  in  making  this 
charge.  Does  the  hon.  Member  suggest 
that  Sir  Dighton  Probyn  has  given  him 
a  version  of  the  conversation  %  From 
whom  did  the  hon.  Member  get  that 
statement?  Was  it  the  gossip  of  the 
clubs? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  asks  me  a  question,  and  I  will 
offer  him  this.  I  will  write  down  the 
name  of  the  person  from  whom  I  re- 
ceived it,  and  then  I  will  leave  it  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  read  it  out  to 
the  House  or  not. 

Mr.  mac  NEHiL :  Accept  the  chal- 
lenge. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  The  hon.  Member 
may  or  may  not  write  the  name  down  ; 
but  my  question  is  "  Yes  "  or  "  No ;  " 
did  the  hon.  Gentleman  get  the  statement 
from  Sir  Dighton  Probyn  ?  There  are 
two  parties  to  this  interview.  I  have 
been  able  to  communicate  directly  with 
one  of  them;  but  I  have  not  been  able  to 
communicate  with  the  other.  But  I  am 
able  to  state  exactly  what  did  happen  at 
the  supposed  interview.  The  statement 
is  this  :  that,  at  a  place  not  named.  Sir 
Dighton  Probyn,  having  telegraphed  to 
see  the  Prime  Minister,  had  a  con- 
versation with  him,  the  exact  purport 
of  which  is  not  stated.  But  at  that 
interview  Sir  Dighton  Probyn  was  told 
by  the  Prime  Minister  that  he  would 
issue  the  warrant  "  to-morrow  or  imma- 
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diately,"  and  that  that  communication 
was  intended  to  be  delivered  by  Sir 
Dighton  Probyn  to  Lord  Arthur  Somerset. 
Mr.  Courtney,  the  best  answer  to  that  is 
to  give  the  simple  statement  of  Lord 
Salisbury,  which  cannot  be  made  other- 
wise than  through  me,  in  consequence  of 
the  course  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
thought  fit  to  pursue.  The  statement 
was  very  simple  and  straightforward, 
and  I  think  the  House  will  be  able  to 
judge  whether,  after  a  fair  recital  of  the 
words,  the  story  is  likely  to  be  true. 
Sir  Dighton  Probyn  did  see  Lord 
Salisbury  on  a  date,  which  I  cannot  fix, 
but  it  was  the  date  upon  which  Lord 
Author  Somerset  fled  from  London.  It 
was  the  evening  of  the  day  on  which 
Lord  Arthur  Somerset  disappeared. 
Sir  Dighton  Probyn  saw  Lord  Salisbury, 
and  aslvcd  him  whether  there  was  any 
truth  in  the  imputations  made  in 
certain  newspapers  against  certain 
p3rsons  whom  he  named.  Lord  Salis- 
bury said  that,  as  far  as  he  knew,  there 
was  nota  vestige  of  evidence  againstany of 
those  persons  except  one,  and  in  his  case 
tlK3  evidence  of  identity  was  not  he 
believed,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Law 
Advisers  of  the  Crown,  sufficient. 
Whether  Lord  Salisbury  sf^id  that  or  not, 
hon.  Members  can,  of  course,  form  their 
own  opinion ;  but  it  is  much  more 
probable  that  Lord  Salisbury  would  have 
said  something  which  was  in  accordance 
with  truth  than  that  Which  was  contrary 
to  the  fact.  The  statement  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  is  that  some  person  told 
liim  that  Lord  Salisbury  said  the  warrant 
would  be  issued  "  to  morrow  or  immedi- 
ately." As  a  matter  of  f  ict,  I  can  state, 
from  my  own  personal  knowledge,  th'^t 
it  was  not  determined  to  issue  the 
warrant,  and  my  directions  were  not 
given  until  the  7th  or  8th  of  November. 
I  cannot  fix  the  exact  date,  because  I 
cannot  remember  how  long  it  took  to 
prepare  the  depositions.  But  now  I  am 
glad  to  be  able — for  I  believe  the  House 
want  to  know  the  facts — to  negative  the 
other  statement,  though  I  have  not  been 
able  to  check  the  statement  as  to  the 
supposed  conversation.  I  cannot  imagine 
a  more,  simple  and  straightforward  story 
than  that  which  I  am  enabled  to  make. 
Sir  Dighton  Probyn  came  back  from  the 
interview  with  Lord  Salisbury  ;  he  never 
saw  Lord  Arthur  Somerset  again,  and 
he   never,  directly   or  indirectly,   com- 


municated with  him  through  any  person. 
Nobody  was  more  surprised  than  Sir 
Dighton  Probyn  that  Lord  Arthur  Somer- 
set had  gone,  for  up  to  that  moment  he 
believed  emphatically  in  the  innocence 
of  Lord  Arthur  Somerset.  I  assert  that 
there  is  no  foundation  whatever  for  the 
statement  that  Lord  Salisbury  stated  that 
a  warrant  was  going  to  be  issued  "  to 
morrow  or  immediately." 

Mr.  LABOUCHERP:  :  Does  he  deny 
it? 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  The  hon.  Member 
says  "does  he  deny  it?'*  Never  until 
to-night  has  he  stated  what  the  words, 
were.  But  I  ask  whether  it  is  possible 
to  reconcile  the  alleged  story  with  the 
statement  I  have  read  in  Lord  Salisbury's 
own  words? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Then  he  does 
not  deny  it  ? 

*S[R  R.  WEBSTER  :  I  would  not  notice 
such  an  unjust  observation  and  criticism 
upon  the  simple  story  I  have  told  of  this 
matter.  The  hon.  Member  knows  that 
Lord  Salisbury  has  denied  it  in  the  most 
straightforward  manner  by  stating  what 
actually  did  take  place.  If  this  kind  of 
argument  is  to  be  used,  why  has  not  the 
hon.  Member  in  common  fairness  allowed 
the  qu3stion  to  be  put  across  the  floor  of 
the  House  of  Lords  **  Did  that  conversa- 
tion take  place?" 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE :  I  will  tell  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  I  have 
not  got  Lords  in  my  pocket. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  No;  the  hon. 
Member  has  not  got  Lords  in  his  pocket 
to  do  such  dirty  work  as  that.  The  hon. 
Member  might  have  put  a  question  to 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  Over 
and  over  again  questions  have  been 
asked  in  this  House  as  to  whether  Lord 
Salisbury  has  made  such  and  such  a 
statement.  The  hon.  Member  comes 
down  to  the  House  and  makes  an  allega- 
tion without  taking  the  slightest  means 
of  verifying  it. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  How  do  you 
know  that  ? 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  Because  if  he 
had  a  scrap  of  evidence  he  would  be  only 
too  glad  to  produce  it.     Mr.  Courtney, 

the  statement  is  so  absurd  that 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I  do  not 
want  to  interrupt  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  but  he  said  he 
would  take  this  piece  of  paper 
from  me  with  the   name  on  it.     I  will 
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leave  him  to  read  it  out  to  the  House  or 
not,  as  he  likes.  Will  the  lion,  and 
learned  Gentleman  take  it.  [Here  the 
/ion.  Member  held  out  a  smalt  piece  of 
jHiper.^ 

♦Sib  R.  WEBSTER:  I  insist  upon 
putting  the  question  which  1  am  entitled 
to  put.  Does  the  hon.  Gentleman  say  he 
j«<ot  the  statement  from  Sir  Dighton 
Probyn  ?  Will  he  answer  that  question 
or  not? 

Mr.    LABOUCHERE:    Look   at   the 
jjaper. 

*SiR  R.  WEBSTER  :  I  am  entitled  to 
continue  my  spsech.  Nobody  is  entitled 
to  make  such  a  charge  as  this  on  hear- 
s  IV  f*vifipnf*p 

'Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  It  is  not  hear- 
sav  evidence. 

*SiR  R.  WEBSTER:  This  I  assert, 
that  Lord  Salisbury  does  distinctly  deny 
that  ho  ever  said  one  single  word  about  a 
warrant  being  issued,  or  directly  or  in- 
directly, conveyed  anything  of  the  kind. 
Ill  this  particular  matter,  I  have  only 
one  more  fact  to  discuss.  The  matter  was 
most  carc^fully  considered,  and  I  again 
saw  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and,  not  bt»ing 
ronvinced  altogether,  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor told  me  I  should  act  in  tlie  inatti^r 
on  my  own    responsibility. 

Sir   IL    DAVEY   (Stockton) :  Wliich 
matter  ? 

*SiR  R.  WEBSTER :  The  matter  I  am 
dealing  with — that  of  Lord  Arthur 
Somerset.  That  was  about  the  1st  or 
•Jnd  of  November.  I  then  p^ave  direc- 
tions that  the  warrant  should  be  issued. 
I  liave  l)e(in  occupied  with  this  matter 
for  a  long  time,  and  I  say  that  a  more 
infamous  charge  than  that  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  was  never  brought,  with- 
out a  shadow  of  foundation.  I  hope  and 
l>clieve  there  are  many  on  the  other 
.side  of  the  House,  who,  however  bitter 
tlieir  Party  feeling,  will  not  by  their  vote 
support  such  an  accusrition  as  that  which 
has  been  levelled  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton.  The  hon.  Member 
lias  said  that  when  Lord  A.  Somerset 
went  to  Constantinople  he  applied 
to  the  Sultan  for  an  appointment. 
I  know  absolutely  nothing  about  it.  I 
do  not  suppose  the  hon.  Member  can 
know  anything  except  some  newspaper 
rumour  that  lias  come  home,  but  in  any 
event,  it  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  case, 
and  was  only  introduced,  I  suppose,  as  a 
matter  of  prejudice.  The  last  charge 
Mr.  Labouchere 


made  is  that  Newton  was  made  a  scape- 
goat.     I  am  not  sure  that  I  am  justified 
in  saying  what  I  am  about   to  say  ;  but 
I  suppose  I  must  do  so  in  consequence  of 
the  suggestion  that  has  been  made.     The 
suggestion  of  prosecuting  Newton  was 
started  as  early  as  September  or  October, 
when  we  had  reason  to  believe  that  he 
was  doing  that  which  was  subsequently 
stated   on  oath.      So  far   from  making 
the     man     a     scapegoat,    I     considered 
whether  the  eWdence  was  sufficient,  and 
I  came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  not 
sufficient  to   sustain  the  charge.     I  may 
be  right   or  wrong,  but   nobody  in  my 
position   C:in    approach    such    questions 
otherwise   than  with  a  great  feeling  of 
responsibility  ;  and  I  have  been  actuated 
throughout  the  whole  affair  by  the  de- 
termination, from  which  I  never  swerved, 
that,  be   he   high  or    low,  if  there  was 
evidence,  the  man  should  be  prosecuted ; 
but  that  I  would  not  subject  a  man  to 
these  horrible  accusations  on  the  whispers 
which  come  from  clubs  or  the  paragraphs 
which  are    inserted   in   newspapers.     I 
believe  I  have    now  referred  to   all  the 
allegations   made  by  the    hon.  Member. 
I  thought  the  hon.  Member  would  have 
given  some  authority  for  the    statement 
that  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment has   been    that  distinguished  per- 
sons are  allowed  to  go  alx)ut  committing 
these    crimes  with    impunity,    but    that 
poor  persons  are  hauled  up.      If   there 
were  any  justification  for  such  an  allega- 
tion, why,  in  the  name  of  every  instinct 
of   fair-play,    did   not  the  hon.  Member 
give  us  the  time  at  which  he  says  some 
Minister  has  directly  or  indirectly  con- 
trolled the  action  of  the  Criminal  Law  ? 
It  is  a    mistake    to    suppose    that   the 
Director    of    Public    Prosecutions    acts 
under  the   direction  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary.    The  rule  is  that  the  action  of  the 
Public  Prosecutor  should  in  all  matters, 
including   the  instruction  of  counsel,  be 
subject   to    the    Attorney  General,    and 
during  the  time  I  have  had  the  honour 
of  holding  my  present  office  I  have  had, 
practically  speaking,  in  all  such  cases  the 
evidence  l)efore  me.      If  there  were  any 
attempt  to  prevent  justice  being  done  it 
must   have    been   known  to  me  ;  and  I 
repeat  that  there    is   not   a    shadow   of 
foundation  for  the  charge  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  thought  fit  to  bring.      This 
is   not   an   occasion  on  which,  if  I  were 
capable  of  doing  so,  I  should  indulge  in  elo- 
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quent  denunciation  of  the  hon.  Member's 
conduct.  I  leave  it  to  those  who  have 
lieard  the  hon.  Member's  accusation  and  to 
those  who  have  heard  ray  statement  and 
know  his  reputation  to  judge  on  which 
side  truth  lies.  I  can  well  understand  that 
lion.  Members,  who,  1  am  aware,  regard 
my  conduct  in  other  respects  in  an  un- 
friendly manner,  have  thought  fit  to 
suggest  that  ray  statement  is  unworthy 
of  credit.  .  [Home  Rule  Cheers i\  I  am 
<|uite  willing  to  submit  that  to  the  judg- 
ment of  the  House.  This  I  will  say  : 
examination  was  conducted  step  by  step 
into  the  conduct  of  the  persons  in  this 
matter;  and  though  it  may  be  easy  to  say 
that  in  the  possible  knowledge  of  guilt 
other  steps  might  have  been  taken,  yet 
in  rei^ard  to  the  accusation  made  against 
Lord  Salisbury  and  those  connected  with 
him  that  they  have  interfered  with  the 
course  of  justice,  there  is  not  the  slight- 
est foundation  in  any  way  for  the  alle- 
gations which  the  hon.  Member  has  put 
forward. 

(7.45.)  Mk.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  will 
deal  first  with  Lord  Salisbury.  The 
lion,  and  learned  Gentleman  says  that 
Lord  Salisbury  did  not  say  anything 
about  a  warrant,  because  he  told  him  he 
said  something  about  something  else.  • 

*SiR  R.  WEBSTER  :  Will  the  hon. 
Member  pardon  me  1  I  stated  distinctly 
that  Lord  Salisbury  denied  the  allegar 
tion  about  the  warrant.  I  had  not  his 
words  at  that  moment  before  me.  They 
jire  distinct.  Lord  Salisbury  says  : — "  I 
said  nothing  whatever  about  the  date  of 
the  issue  of  the  warrant." 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  was  not  cer- 
tain  as  to  the  exact  word — whether  it 
was  "  soon  "  or  "  next  day."  The  hon. 
(lentleman  thought  he  had  proved  his 
case  by  asking,  from  whom  did  you  get 
this  information  ?  What  did  I  offer  ?  I 
offered  to  writs  down  the  name  of  the 
o-entleman,  and  to  submit  it  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  and  if  he,  having 
seen  the  name,  liked  to  read  it  to  the 
House  he  was  at  full  liberty  to  do  so. 
[Ministerial  cries  of  "Read  it  yourself."] 
I  leave  it  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. The  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman 
at  first  appeared  to  accept  the  proposal, 
but  he  thought  better  of  it  afterwards. 
I  can  perfectly  well  understand  why  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  did  not  ac- 
cept the  proposal.  I  am  obliged  to  speak 
frankly  and  truly  in   this  matter.       I 


assert,  if  I  am  obliged  to  do  it,  that  I  do 
not  believe  Lord  Salisbury. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  aware  that  there  is  a  certain  courtesy 
due  from  Members  of  this  House  to 
the  Members  of  the  other  House.  It 
would  be  intolerable  for  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  use  that  language  of  a  Member  of 
this  House,  and  he  cannot  be  permitted 
to  use  it  of  a  Member  of  the  other  House. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Sir,  I  repeat 
it. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  must  call  on  the 
hon.  Member  to  withdraw  the  expression. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  decline,  Sir, 
to  withdraw.     [Cries  of  "  Name."] 

The  chairman  :  I  shall  have  to 
exercise  the  authority  vested  in  me  if  the 
hon.  Member  declines  to  obey  my  ruling. 
Does  the  hon.  Member  withdraw  1 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  No,  Sir. 

(7.48.)  Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  :  As  a 
matter  of  order.  Sir,  I  wish  to  ask 
whether  there  is  any  precedent  for  a 
Member  of  this  House  being  called  upon 
to  withdraw  a  statement  he  had 
made  with  regard  to  a  Member 
of  the  other  House ;  and  if  there  be 
any  precedent — in  the  case  of  an  hon. 
Member  of  this  House  refusing  to  with- 
draw such  a  statement — for  the  Presiding 
Officer  resorting  to  the  pains  and  penalties 
which  he  is  authorised  to  enforce.  I 
will  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that 
on  one  occasion  a  statement  was  made  by 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  after  the 
departure  and  suicide  of  Pigott,  that 
certain  letters,  which  are  now  acknow- 
ledged to  be  forgeries,  attributed  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork,  were  really  not 
forgeries.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  happened 
to  make  some  allusion  which  enabled  me 
to  say  something  with  regard  to  both 
him  and  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury.  You, 
Sir,  called  upon  me  to  withdraw  the 
observation,  which  was  practically  similar, 
as  to  the  Chief  Secretary,  because  he 
was  a  Member  of  this  House.  I  repeated 
the  observation  with  regard  to  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury,  and  you  did  not 
call  upon  me  to  withdraw. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  There  is  nothing 
in  the  objection  of  the  hon.  Member.  I 
again  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton whether  he  is  about  to  obey  the 
direction  I  have  given  him  to  with- 
draw? 
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Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  With  all  due 
respect  to  you,  Sir,  I  must  decline  to 
^vithdraw. 

The  chairman  :  Then  I  name  you, 
Mr.  Henry  Labouchere. 

♦The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
minster) :  It  is  my  duty  to  move  that  Mr. 
Henry  Labouchere  be  suspended  from 
the  service  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Henry  Labouchere,  Member  for 
Northampton,  haying  been  named  by  the 
Chairman  as  disregarding  the  authority 
of  the  Chair  : — 

(7.50.)  Motion  made,  and  Question 
put,  "That  Mr.  Henry  Labouchere  be 
suspended  from  the  service  of  the 
House  :  '* — The  Committee  divided  : — '■ 
Ayes  177  ;  Noes  96.— (Div.  List,  No.  15.) 

Whereupon  Mr.  Chairman  left  the 
Chair  in  order  to  report  the  said  Resolu- 
tion to  the  Hous3.  • 

Mr.  Speaker  resumed  the  Chair,  and 
Mr.  Courtney  reported  that  Mr.  Henry 
Labouchere  had  been  named  by  him  to 
the  Committee  as  disregarding  the 
authority  of  the  Chair,  and  that  the 
Committee  had  resolved  that  Mr.  Henry 
Labouchere  be  suspended  from  the 
ssrvice  of  the  House. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee)  :  I 
rise  to  order.  I  wish  to  ask  you,  Mr. 
Speaker,  whether  it  is  possible  to  obtain 
your  ruling  now  with  reference  to  a 
certain  ruling  of  the  Chairman  from  the 
Chair,  in  consequence  of  which  ruling  the 
Motion  now  reported  to  you  was  car- 
ried? 

*Mr.  speaker  :  That  is  not  in  order 
now. 

Question  put,  "That  Mr.  Henry 
Labouchere  be  suspended  from  the 
service  of  this  Hous3." 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  understand, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  a  division  has  not  been 
challenged,  you  having  declared  that 
"the  Noes  have  it." 
*Mr.  SPEAKER:  A  division  was 
challenged,  and  I  ordered  strangers  to 
withdraw. 

(8.0.)  The  House  divided:— Ayes  178 ; 
Noes  97.— (Div.  List,  No.  16.) 

*Mr.  speaker  :  Tlie  lion.  Gentleman 
will  withdraw. 


Mr.  LABOUCHERE :  I  beg,  Sir,  to 
withdraw,  expressing  at  the  same  time 
my  regret  that  my  conscience  would  not 
allow  me  to  say  I  believed  Lord  Salisbury. 

The  hon.  Member  withdrew  accord- 
ingly. 

Supply  again  considered  in  Com- 
mittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Question  again  proposed,    • 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding:  £3,725,003,   be 
granted  for  the  said  Services." 

(8.10.)  Mr.  E.ROBERTSON  (Dundee): 
I  am  sure  you  will  not  misunderstand  me, 
Mr.  Courtney,  when  I  say  I  feel  bound 
at  once  to  rise  in  consequence  of  what 
has  happened,  and  to  move  to  report 
Progress.  I  understand  I  am  at  liberty 
to  speak  only  to  the  matter  of  such 
Motion,  and  if  I  inadvertently  do  more  I 
shall  be  glad  to  be  called  to  order.  I 
make  this  Motion  specifically  on  the 
ground  that  there  has  been  an  infringe- 
ment of  the  liberty  of  debate.  An 
ancient  privilege  of  this  House,  liberty 
of  debate,  has  been  infringed,  when  an 
hon.  Member  of  this  House  has  been 
expelled  for  declaring  that  he  did  not 
believe  the  word  of  an  individual  who 
happened  to  be  a  Member  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  The  word  so 
challenged  by  my  hon.  Friend  was  not 
utttered  in  that  House  ;  was  not  uttered 
in  his  character  of  a  Member  of  that 
House  ;  was  not  uttered  even  in  his 
cliaracter  of  an  official  of  this  country ; 
but  it  was  communicated  to  this  House 
by  a  Member  of  the  Grovernment  as  a 
statement  made  by  a  private  person,  and 
it  was  communicated  to  him  and  com- 
municated to  the  House  in  a  matter 
affecting  his  official  conduct.  I  understand 
that  the  rule  of  courtesy  and  comity 
which  prevails  between  the  two  Houses 
extends  to  individual  Members  of  either 
House  in  their  capacity  as  such  Members. 
But  I  do  not  understand  that  the  Rules  of 
this  House  require  us  to  observe  the 
rule  of  courtesy  where  the  action  con- 
cerned is  the  action  of  a  private  Member 
of  the  other  Housa,  not  as  a  Member  of 
that  House,  but  as  a  private  individual. 
Incidentally  and  collaterally  to  that^  I 
beg  the  Committee  to  observe  that  at  this 
moment,  in  consequence  of  what  has 
taken  place,  we  are  deprived  of  our 
leader  in  this  debate,  and  to  allow  the 
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debats  to  go  on  under  these  circum- 
stances would  manifestly  be  futile.  Our 
liberties  have  been  invaded  by  your 
ruling,  Mr.  Courtney.  On  that  general 
ground,  Sir,  which  I  allege  with  the 
most  perfect  respect  for  yourself  in  your 
capacity  as  Chairman  of  Committee,  and 
also  on  the  particular  ground  that  the 
continuance  of  this  debats  has  become 
tin  impossibility,  I  beg  now  to  move  that 
you  do  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (^Mr.  E, 
Robertson.) 

(8.U.)  The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  did  not 
interrupt  the  hon.  Member  in  his  speech; 
but  I  must  point  out  that  to  discuss  my 
ruling  on  the  Motion  to  report  Progress  is 
irregular.  If  the  hon.  Member  wishes 
to  challenge  or  arraign  my  ruling  the 
proper  way  to  do  so  is  by  Motion  with 
the  Speaker  in  the  Chair.  The  second 
contention  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  is,  of 
course,  perfectly  relevant  to  the  Motion. 

(8.15.)  The  Committee  divided: — 
Ayes  97  ;  :N'oes  168.— (Div.  List,  No.  17.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  a  sura, 
not  exceeding  £3,725,003,  be  granted  for 

the  said  Services." 

(8.37.)  Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
on-Tyne)  :  Mr.  Courtney,  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Dundee,  who  made  the 
Motion  upon  which  we  have  just  divided, 
gave  two  reasons  for  that  Motion.  You 
then,  Sir,  from  the  Chair  told  us  that,  so 
far  as  one  of  those  reasons  was  concerned 
— namely,  that  on  the  questioning  of 
your  ruling — the  proper  course  was  to 
arraign  that  ruling  when  the  Speaker 
was  in  the  Chair  to  take  a  division  in 
a  full  House  upon  that  subject.  I  under- 
stand, Mr.  Courtney,  that  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  some  of  my  hon.  Friends  behind  me 
to  raise  th^  question  of  your  ruling,  and 
on  the  proper  occasion  I  shall  support 
them.  So  far  as  the  second  ground  is 
concerned,  1  think  it  is  felt  that  the 
absence  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Northampton  is  a  good  reason  why 
we  should  not  continue  a  debate  in  which 
he  has  not  completed  his  answer.  I 
therefore  would  suggest  to  my  hon. 
Friends  that  we  should  now  leave  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton's  proposal, 
and  resume  the  discussion  on  some  occasion 

VOL.   CCCXLI.      [third  series.] 


when  he  shall  be  present,  and  that  we 
should  proceed  with  the  other  business 
before  the  Committer.  So  far  as  the 
debate  has  gone,  it  seems  to  me  that  my 
hon.  Friend  has  done  a  good  service  in 
raising  a  subject  around  which  a  great 
cloud  of  rumour  and  mystery  has 
gathered;  and  I  think  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  the  speech  of  the  hon.-  and 
learned  Attorney  General,  although  there 
were  in  it  some  gaps  which  may,  on  some 
future  occasion,  be  criticised — I  think 
the  efEectof  that  speech  will,  undoubtedly, 
be  to  dissipate  most  of  those  rumours. 
1  do  not  know  what  happens  to  the 
Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend;  but,  at  all 
events,  I  think  the  Committee  will  be 
well  advised  if  this  particular  discussion 
is  allowed  for  the  present  to  drop,  to  be 
resumed  at  some  time  when  the  Mover 
is  present. 

*(8.40.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  only  done  what  we 
should  have  expected  from  him  when  hs 
said  the  speech  of  the  Attorney  General 
had  dispelled  those  mists  that  hadgathered 
round  this  painful  question ;  but  I  must 
remind  him  and  the  Committee  that  it 
will  be  impossible  for  us  to  allow  the 
question  to  drop  without  a  division  on 
the  proposal  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  has  raised.  The  Govern- 
nient  cannot  allow  a  charge  of  this 
kind  to  hang  round  the  Prime  Minister 
for  an  indefinite  period,  until  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  is  able  to  re- 
turn to  his  place.  The  Motion  is  in 
charge  of  the  Committee,  and  must  be 
disposed  of  by  the  Committee.  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  so  ill-advised  as  to  return  to 
the  charge  at  a  future  period  he  may  do 
so ;  but  we  must  challenge  a  decision  from 
the  Committee  now  that  we  have  had 
the  charges,  and  that  which  we  claim 
to  be  a  complete  and  absolute  refutation 
from  the  Attorney  General  of  one  of  the 
most  odious  charges  that  could,  by  any 
possibility,  be  brought  against  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown. 

(8.42.)  Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  With- 
out making  any  admission  whatever 
as  to  the  effect  of  the  speech  of  the 
Attorney  General,  I  refuse  to  accept 
the  challenge  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  take  a  division  now.  A  division 
now,  without  further  debate,  would  be  a 
mere  farce,  and  can  have  no  effect  what- 
ever on  the  character  of  Lord  Salisbury, 
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or  as  indicating  ihe  feeling  of  the  House 
in  regard  to  his  action.     We  have  not 
the  materials  for  a  decision ;  man  j  matters 
have  been  left  unexplained.    If  a  division 
is  forced,  I  shall  take  no  part  in  it. 
<(8.43.)Mb.BRADLAUGH  (Northamp- 
ton) :  The  Debate  upon  which  we  are  now 
engaged,  if  ended    by  a   division  under 
present  circumstances,   will   compel   an 
expression  of  opinion  inside  and  outside 
the  House  which  I  think  would  be  much 
to  be  regretted.     A  statement  has  been 
made  by  the  Attorney  General  contra- 
dicting    several    allegations    made    by 
my      hon.     Colleague,     one     of     them 
especially  dependent  on  a  matter  of  fact 
upon    which    a    Member  of   the   other 
House   has   also  made  a  statement.     I 
take  it,  Sir,  that  in  accordance  with  your 
ruling    it   is    not  possible,    within    the 
bounds  of  Parliamentary  usage,  for  one 
Member   of  this  House  to  express   his 
disbelief  of  a  statement  made  by  another 
Member  of  this   House.     Your   ruling 
must  go  to  that  extent,  otherwise  it  would 
seek  to  enforce  stricter  rules  as  applied 
to  language  used  as  against  Members  of 
the  other  House  than  as  to  language  used 
in  relation  to  Members  of  this  House. 
I  did  not  understand  my  Colleague  to  use 
the  kind  of  language  which  I  have  over 
and  over   again    hoard  checked  as  dis- 
orderly in  this  House,  and  as  implying 
wilful  mis-statement  to  tlie  person  against 
whom   such   language   was  directed ;   I 
understood   it   to    b^  his  expression   of 
his  belief  in  the  matter.     And  there  is 
this  difficulty  :  that  if  two  statements  are 
made,  one  by  a  Member  of  this  House, 
and  one  by  a  Meml)er  of  the  other  House, 
which    conflict,    and   upon   which    this 
Committee  is  asked  to  express  its  judg- 
ment— presumably  my  Colleague  w^ould 
have  gone  on  to  give  the  reasons  for  his 
disbelief. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  am  sorry  to 
interrupt  the  lion.  Member  ;  but  he  is 
now  entering  upon  a  matter  which  is  not 
pertinent  to  the  Vote  before  the  Con- 
mittee. 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  will  not  press 
that  line  of  observations,  which  seems  to 
be  out  of  order.  I  only  intended  to 
show  how  extremely  unsatisfactory  any 
Division  must  be,  wlien,  to  my  mind,  and 
possibly  to  the  minds  of  many  others,  the 
debate  or  issue  before  us  has  been 
abridged  at  a  point  where  proof  or  dis- 
proof of  denial  mio^ht  have  been  given. 
Mr.  E.  Robertson 


1  can  only  say  that  I  shall  be  driven  to 
vote  for  a  reduction  of  the  Vote  if  the 
Division  is  forced  upon  the  Committee 
now,  because  my  Colleague,-  in  the 
middle  of  his  statement,  was  prevented 
from  concluding  it.  I  am  bound  to  say 
that,  clear  as  was  the  statement  of  the  - 
Attorney  General  on  come  points,  there  • 
was  one  point  upon  which  it  was  consider- 
lacking  in  clearness.  A  charge  made 
by  my  hon.  Colleague  was  that  at  a  par- 
ticular time  in  November  Lord  Arthur 
Somerset  learned  from  somebody — I  do 
not  know  from  whom — that  proceedings 
were  likely  to  be  taken  criminally 
against  him,  and  thereupon  he  fled 
to  escape  these  proceedings.  I  gather 
from  the  statement  of  the  Attor- 
ney General  that  early  in  July  a 
case,  full  of  suspicion  at  any  rate, 
against  Lord  Arthur  Somerset  wae  then 
submitted  to  him.  I  gather  from  the 
statement  of  the  Attorney  General  that 
on  three  occasions  he  consulted  the  Lord  . 
Chancellor  on  the  subject,  a  course  he 
will  agree  with  me  in  saying  which  is 
not  usual  in  criminal  matters — a  course 
which  it  may  be  presumed  was  pursued 
because  of  the  very  high  position  of  one 
of  the  persons  implicated. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  I  distinctly  stated 
that  I  also  consulted  the  Lord  Chancellor 
in  reference  to  others.  I  made  no  dis- 
tinction whatever  in  respect  to  persons. 

♦Mr.   BRADLAUGH:    But   I    gather 
from    the    statement    of   the   hon.    and 
learned  Gentleman  that  at  that  time  evi- 
dence implicating  Veck  was  before  him, 
and  that  there  were  statements  which — 
whether  or  not  they  were  sufficient  as 
evidence — did  cast   suspicion    on   other 
persons.    I  think  that  appears  to  be  on  this 
agreement,  and  perhaps  the  only  common 
ground   at   the  beginning  between  my 
Colleague    and    the   Attorney   General. 
Afterwards   further  evidence   came  in, 
upon  which  the  Attorney  General  again 
consulted  the  Lord  Chancellor ;  and  yet 
further  evidence,  upon  which  he  for  the 
third   time   consulted    the    Lord    Chan- 
cellor.    Tlie  date  of  the  resignation  of 
his  commission  by  Lord  Arthur  Somer- 
set,  and  the   accep*ance  of  that  resig- 
nation   between    October    18    and    the 
date     of     the    issue     of     the    warrant, 
is   certainly   a   most   important   matter, 
especially  as  in  the  more  complete  state- 
'  ment  from  the  noble  Marquess  read  to 
the  House,  to  which  I  listened  very  atten- 
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tively,  it  was  stated  that  he  said  nothing 
whatever  as  to  the  date  of  the  issae  of 
the  warrant.  That  is  perfectly  consis- 
tent with  my  Colleague's  statement  that 
something  was  said  about  the  issue  of 
the  warrant.  Ambiguous  language  has 
])een  used,  and  I  am  not  expressing  an 
opinion  on  matters  of  fact  that  are  not 
within  my  own  knowledge.  I  should  be 
loth  to  uphold  the  contention  of  my  Col- 
league against  the  denial  of  the  noble 
Marquess  except  upon  the  statement  of 
the  Attorney-General  himself  who  read  to 
the  Committee  a  statement  as  coming 
from  Lord  Salisbury,  from  which  it 
appears  that  the  noble  Marquess  liad  an 
interview  with  Sir  Dighton  Probyn  on 
this  matter,  and  which  does  not  posi- 
tively deny  that  anything  was  said  about 
a  vrarrant.  The  words  read  from  the 
paper  returned  to  the  first  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  and  which  I  presume  was  some 
communication  from  Lord  Salisbury 
himself,  the  words  were  that  the  noble 
Marquess  said  nothing  whatever 
about  the  date  of  the  issue  of  the 
warrant.  I  submit  to  the  Commit- 
tee, although  to  me  a  discussion  of 
this  kind  is  painful,  from  inception  to 
end,  I  submit  to  the  Committee  that 
however  my  Colleague  may  have 
been  held  to  have  broken  the  rules  of 
Parliamentary  debate,  at  any  rate  there 
is  more  in  the  allegation  made  by  my 
hon.  Colleague,  and  the  arguments 
he  used  than  may  have  seemed  to 
many  Members  opposite.  I  should 
be  unworthy  of  association  with  my 
Colleague  in  the  representation  of  the 
borough  for  which  we  sit,  if,  though  I 
have  no  knowledge  of  the  actual  facts, 
I  did  not  take  the  opportunity  of  putting 
this  before  the  Committee. 

(8.50.)  Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,N.): 
1  greatly  regret  that  the  leader  of  the 
House  does  not  see  his  way  to  accept  the 
hint  of  the  right  hon  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle.  It  must  be 
allowed  that  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
has  up  to  now  given  the  Government 
much  assistance  in  the  conduct  of  business, 
find  now  the  first  time  the  Government 
are  iisked  to  make  some  little  allowance 
for  circumstances  in  the  interest  of  fair 
discussion,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
puts  down  his  foot  and  positively  declares 
he  will  have  a  Vote.  The  Committee  is 
perfectly  familiar  with  the  practice  of 
postponing  contested  Votes  and  taking 


.other  Vot^s,  and  in  another  week  or 
fortnight  we  can  resume  this  discussion 
in  cooler,  calmer  minds,  and  decide  the 
matter  on  its  merits.  I  will  not  go  so 
far  as  to  say  I  am  the  most  impartial  man 
in  the  House,  but  I  do  say  I  have  given 
proof  of  my  impartiality  in  reference  to 
the  matter  before  the  Committee  to-night ^ 
For  this  reason  I  missed  the  first  Division 
on  the  Suspension,  because  I  thought  it 
was  a  Division  on  a  question  in  which  I 
did  not  wish  to  interfere  in  any  way. 
Being  very  impartial  in  that  respect, 
still  1  think  it  is  only  fair  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northiampton  should  be 
allowed  to  return  to  his  seat  before  the 
discussion  is  proceeded  with  and  a 
decision  arrived  at.  I,  myself,  heard 
the  Attorney  General  distinctly  challenge 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  to 
get  up  and  indicate  any  point  in  which 
his  rep'y  was  not  complete,  and  but  for 
that  challenge  I  hardly  think  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  would  have 
got  up  again.  In  die  course  of  his 
speech  the  hon.  Member  strayed  into 
some  expressions  which  did  not  find 
favour  at  your  hands,  Mr.  Courtney,  but 
I  no  more  dreamed  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  have  moved  the 
suspension  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,  than  that  he  would  move 
the  suspension  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury.  I  think,  Sir,  under  the 
circumstances  we  cannot  now  come  to  any 
fair  determination.  I  do  not  pretend  to 
have  any  knowledge  of  the  main  question, 
but  if  the  quoFtion  is  put  while  the  hon, 
Member  for  Northampton  is  absent,  1 
must  vote  in  what  I  suppose  will  be 
the  minority,  though  if  the  hon. 
Member  is  here-  agJvin  I  shall  probably 
do  as  I  intended  to  do  when  I  absented 
myself  from  the  first  Division.  To  give 
the  First  Lord  every  opportunity  to 
recede  from  the  position  he  has  taken, 
and  accept  the  moderate  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle,  1  beg  to  movB  that  you  now 
leave  the  chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." — (Colonel  Nolan.) 

*(8.52.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  Of  course, 
Sir,  it  is  impossible  for  us  to  accept  the 
Motion  just  made.  The  hon,  and  gallant 
Gentleman  professes  an  impartial  mind 
on  the  subject  we  have  been  discussing, 
3  L  2 
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and  I  am  sure  I  should  be  glad  to  listen 
to  expressions  of  impartial  opinion.  He 
expressed  some  surprise  that  I  should 
have  found  it  necessary  to  move  the 
suspension  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton.  In  making  the  motion 
for  the  suspension  of  the  hon.  Member, 
I  was  simply  acting  in  a  Ministerial 
capacity.  You,  Sir,  in  the  exercise  of  the 
authority  which  rests  with  you  in  the 
Chair,  had  named  the  hon.  Member,  and 
I  had  no  discretion  in  the  matter,  but  to 
give  expression  to  your  ruling,  and  to 
make  the  Motion  which  I  placed  before 
the  House.  The  most  grave  charges  are 
made  which  could  be  made  against  any 
public  man — [A  Voice  :  "Murder"] — 
well,  I  am  not  sure  that  this  is  not  worse 
than  murder,  which  might  possibly  be  com- 
mitted under  provocation  ;  but  we  are 
charged  with  deliberately  hindering  the 
course  of  justice.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  had  laid  his  case  before  the 
House,  and  he  had  abundant  opportunity 
of  making  a  reply  to  the  speech  in  which 
that  statement  was  answered ;  but  he 
was  called  to  order,  and  refused  to  obey 
your  ruling.  I  may  say,  parenthetically, 
that  no  hon.  Member  should  consider 
himself  as  subjected  to  any  in- 
convenience, or  that  there  is  anything 
personally  derogatory  to  himself  in  obey- 
ing the  ruling  of  the  Chair.  It  was  the 
refusal  to  obey  your  ruling,  Sir,  that  led 
to  your  reprimand  of  the  hon.  Member. 
We  cannot  permit  ourselves  or  our  Col- 
leagues to  remain  under  this  charge  or 
to  leave  it  hanging  round  our  necks  for 
an  absolutely  unlimited  period,  and  we 
must  ask  the  Committee  to  decide  whether 
they  believe  these  statements  to  be  true  or 
false.  That  is  the  issue.  Deeply  as  I  regret 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
has  excluded  himself  from  the  House, 
I  siy  it  is  only  a  matter  of  common 
fairness  between  gentlemen  and  Members 
of  this  House  that  this  discussion  shall 
be  concluded  this  evening,  and  that  the 
Committee  shall  s:iy  whether  they 
believe  Her  Majesty's  servants  to  be 
Ifruilty  of  this  great  enormity,  this 
frightful  crime  charged  against  them,  or 
whetlier  they  do  not. 

(9.20.)  Notice  taken,  that  40  Members 
were  not  present ;  House  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present, 

(9.22.)     Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR :  I  had 
no    intention    of    taking    part    in   the 
Mr.  W.  11.  Smith 


debate  initiated  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
senior  Member  for  Northampton,  but  I 
am  forced  to  do  so  by  the  fact  that  we 
have  not  now  the  benefit  of  the  assist- 
ance of  the  hon.  Member  who  is  most 
intimately  acquainted  with  the  facts. 
I  must  congratulate  the  Attorney 
General  on  the  success  of  his  tactics,  for 
in  the  most  provoking  manner  he  invited 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton to  give  his  opinion  with  regard  to 
a  certain  statement  by  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury,  and  in  that  way  provoked  my 
hon.  Friend  into  an  assertion  as  to  his 
credence  or  want  of  credence  regarding 
that  statesman's  utterance.  He  has  thus 
gained  the  marvellous  advantage  of 
securing  that  his  speech  shall  not  be 
replied  to.  There  is  not  a  single  one  of 
us  who  would  not  have  assented  to  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle,  which  offered 
the  Government  a  means  of  escape  from 
the  unfortunate  position  in  which  they 
are  placed  by  the  absence  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton.  But  such 
is  their  gratitude  for  this  kind  and 
generous  offer,  that  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  challenged  us  to  keep  on 
the  discussion,  although  one  of  the 
parties  most  concerned  in  it  is  present. 
We  are,  therefore,  compelled  to  go  on 
to  state  our  views  regarding  the  state- 
ments which  have  been  made.  Now, 
what  is  our  position  ?  The  Member  for 
Northampton  has  made  a  statement,  and 
the  Attorney  General  has  also  made  a 
statement.  These  two  hon.  Members  are 
the  sole  depositories  of  the  facts,  and 
yet  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  thinks  it 
fair  to  call  upon  us  to  give  a  vote  aye  op 
no,  when  only  one  of  the  disputants 
present,  and  he  a  Member  of  the 
political  party  opposite.  I  do  not  wish 
to  embitter  this  controversy  by  any 
allusions  that  may  be  disagreeable  to  the 
Attorney  General,  but  I  think  he  must 
allow  me  to  say  that  we  have  had 
previous  experience  of  the  learned  Gen- 
tleman with  regard  to  the  question  of  foul 
and  calumnious  and  odious  charges,  and 
he  cannot  be  surprised  if  we  adopt  an 
attitude  of  reserve  and  scepticism  with 
respect  to  the  statements  he  has  made. 
I  think  I  have  put  that  as  gently  and  as 
courteously  as  any  man  could  do.  I  feel 
inclined  to  be  rather  gentle  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  because  I  see 
his  experience  has  not  altogether  been 
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lost  on  him,  for  there  was  nothing  more 
edifying  in  his  singularly  lofty  address — 
lofty   I   mean   in  manner,  and  gesture, 
and    acclamation — the     horror    he    ex- 
pressed for  charges  which  were  lightly 
made.     There  is  unalloyed  joy  on  these 
Benches  at  the  somewhat  tardy  repen- 
tance of  the  hon.  Gentleman.     Now  we 
are  asked  to  give  a  vote  in  the  absence 
of  the  hon.  Member  who   initiated   the 
discussion,  and  we  are  asked  to  give  a 
vote  on  the  uncontradicted  speech  of  the 
Attorney  Genei'al  relating  to  a  long  series 
of  facts  which  I,  for  one,  found  it  vary 
difficult  to  follow.     We  think  tint  the 
Government   should    postpone  this  dis- 
cussion   until    my     hon.     Friend     the 
Member  for  Northampton  is  in  his  place. 
But  the  Attorney  General  and  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  object  to  postpone 
the  discussion  of  these  grave  and  odious 
charges  for  so  long  a  period.     Again  I 
must  congratulate  th3  hon.  Gentleman 
the    Attorney   General   on   his    newly- 
awakened    faith    in  the  desirability  of 
prompt   means   being  given  to  answer 
such    charges.     But   let  mo  point  out 
that  we  do  not  ask  that  the  discussion 
be    postponed   for  an  indefinite   period. 
My  hon.  Friend  will  be  in  his  place  in 
a  week's  time.     My  hon.  Friend  has  not 
lightly  taken  up  this  question ;  he  has 
done  so  because  he  considers  it  his  duty 
as  a  public  man,  and  I  tell  the  Attorney 
General  he  will  hear  more  of  this  question 
from    my  hon.  Friend.     If  the  Govern- 
ment insist  on  our  going  to  a  Division,  I 
will    b3   no   party  to  it,  because  such  a 
Division  would  be   taken  under  circum- 
stances of  disadvantage   to  the  cause  of 
the  hon.   Member  for   Northampton.     I 
have  said  that  this  case   travels   over  a 
large  number  of  complicated  events  on 
various  dates,  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  cannot  expect  us  to  be  able  to 
decide    immediately    after  hearing   his 
speech — which  is  the  speech  of  a  trained 
lawyer  and  advocate,  part  of  whose  pro- 
fessional duty  is — and  I  do  not  say  this  in 
any  bad  sense — to  mystify  those    whom 
he   addresses    with  regard   to   awkward 
facts.     I  am  quite  prepared,  although  at 
a   disadvantage,   to  dissect  some  of  the 
statements  tlmt  have  been  made  by  the 
Attorney  General,  and  I  must  say  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman    the  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  put  it  very 
fairly   when  he   stated   that    there    are 
gaps  in  the  statement  of  the  hon.  and  ' 


learned    Gentleman.     Now,  what  is  the 
first  gap  ? 

The  chairman  :  I  must  call  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  attention  to  the  Motion 
before  the  Chair.  It  is  simply  that  I  do 
leave  the  Chair.  The  hon.  Member  is 
travelling  very  wide  of  that  ques- 
tion. 

(9.33.)  Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR :  I  did 
not  happen  to  be  in  the  House  when  this 
question  was  first  raised,  and  therefore  I 
may  be  excused  for  having  somewhat 
diverged  from  the  proposal  before  the 
Committee.  My  attention  having  now 
been  called  to  it,  I  shall  not  be  guilty  of 
so  flagrant  a  breach  of  order  as  to  attempt 
to  enter  upon  the  general  question.  I 
am  sure  I  express  the  feelings  of  my 
hon.  Friends  on  this  side  of  the  House 
when  I  say  that  we  should  not  go  to  a 
Division,  under  existing  circumstances,  if 
we  did  not  feel  justified  in  so  doing.  We 
accept  the  suggestion  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle, and  I  would  urge  upon  the 
Government  the  desirability  of  affording 
an  opportunity  for  continuing  this  dis- 
cussion when  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  is  in  the 
House.  If,  however,  the  Government 
are  desirous  of  snatching  a  verdict  under 
the  circumstances,  let  them  do  so,  but 
they  will  have  to  face  the  verdict  that 
will  be  given  outside  this  House.  It  will 
bo  for  the  country  to  judge  of  the 
action  of.  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
forcing  this  question  to  a  premature 
Vote  when  the  Hoase  has  before  it 
only  an  imperfect  statement  of  the  real 
facts.  I  would  therefore  urge  upon  the 
House  not  only  in  its  own  interests,  but 
in  the  interests  of  fo.ir-play,  and  in  the 
general  interests  of  the  public  as  well  as 
of  those  who  are  suffering  under  most 
unjust  imputations  with  regard  to  the 
offences  that  have  been  brought  before 
the  House,  to  postpone  this  Vote  until 
my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Labouchere)  can  be 
again  in  his  place,  and  we  shall  have  a 
fair  opportunity  of  full  and  free 
discussion. 

(9.35,)  Dr.  tanner  (Cork,  Mid)  : 
I  have  not  had  the  opportunity  of 
hearing  this  matter  discussed ;  but  I  must 
say  that  I  felt  very  much  astonished  to 
hear  that  an  English  Member  trying  to 
do  his  duty  in  this  House  had  been 
absolutely  sat  upon  in  a  way  with  which 
the      hon.      and     learned     Gentleman 


583         Supply — Civil 


{COMMONS} 


Sei'viceif,  dtc. 


1584 


tlie  Attorney  General  is  so  familiar. 
Practically  speaking,  the  hon.  Member 
was  led  into  a  trap,  with  the  result  that 
he  has  been  suspended  from  the  service 
of  this  House.  Of  course,  it  is  not  for 
me  at  this  moment  to  enter  into  detailed 
comment  on  the  subject  of  the  hon. 
Member's  suspension,  but,  at  the  same 
time,  it  is  a  very  serious  matter ;  and 
having  noticed  the  aspect  of  the  Attor- 
ney General  since  I  came  into  the  House, 
I  can  understand  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  sorry  for  what  has 
liappened.  The  question  that  has  been 
under  discussion  is  not  a  very  pleasant 
one  for  Members  of  this  House  to  dis- 
cuss ;  but  when  the  senior  Member  for 
Northampton  has  taken  the  question  up 
and  endeavoured  to  prove  the  case  he 
has  submitted,  the  dirt  and  filth  lie  with 
hon.  Members  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House  who  refuse  to  take  action  on 
the  subject.  There  ought  to  be  no 
dilly-dallying  with  this  sort  of  business. 

The  CHAIRM  an  :  Order,  order !  I 
would  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  that 
the  Question  before  the  Committee  is 
that  I  leave  the  Chair. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Certainly,  Sir. 
[^Laughter. ^  Hon.  Members  should  bear 
in  mind  that  this  is  no  laughing  matter. 
Mr.  Courtney,  I  always  bow  to  your 
ruling,  and  accept  it  in  a  most  thorough 
manner  ;  but  I  repeat  that  this  is  no 
Liughing  matter,  especially  to  Members 
of  the  Government  who  sit  there  and  are 
absolutely  dumb.  They  have  listened 
to  the  remarks  which  fell  from  my  hon. 
Friend  and  Colleague  the  Meml)er  for  the 
Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr.  T. 
IV  O'Connor)  and  they  will  give  him  no 
answer.  What  are  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment paid  for  excapt  to  answer  ?  Why 
does  not  some  right  hon.  Gentleman  get 
up  and  reply  ?  vVhy  is  there  any  hesi- 
tation on  the  part  of  the  Government  ? 
The  suspension  of  one  of  the  senior  and 
most  intelligent  Members  of  this  House 
-a  gentleman  who  never  gets  up  to 
spo'ak  without  being  attentively  listened 
to  by  the  most  intelligent  portion  of  the 
House — is  a  very  serious  matter.  Of 
course,  1  do  not  allude  to  the  "  deadheads," 
i^ud  I  repeat  that  we  ought  to  have  a 
reply  from  some  spokesman  of  the  Go- 
vernment, if,  indeed,  they  have  anything 
to  say  on  the  subject.  Their  conduct  is 
r;^ally  stupid.  [Cri>»  o/ "  Order."]  If  that 
remark  is  not  ParliainiMitary  I  withdraw 
Dr.  Tanner 


it.  But  1  certainly  think  it  is  stupid 
on  the  part  of  the  salaried  Officers  of  che 
Crown  to  succeed  iu  suspending  an 
hon.  Member  of  this  House,  and  when 
their  conduct  has  been  challenged  from 
this  side  refus3  to  give  an  answer. 
Now,  Mr.  Courtney,  I  do  not  desire  to 
continue  this  debate.  I  only  got  up  for 
the  simple  purpose  of  trying,  if  possible, 
to  spur  on,  to  egg  on,  to  compulse,  to 
coerce,  and  to  exercise  some  pressure  on 
the  Attorney  General,  who  seems  content 
to  sit  dumb  under  the  charge  which  has 
been  brought  against  the  Government 
from  this  side  of  the  House.  It  is 
disgusting. 

(9.40.)  The  Committee  divided  : — 
Ayes  80 ;  Noes  163.— (Div.  List,  No.  18.) 

Question  again  proposed,  *'  That  a  sum, 
not  exceeding  ,£3,725,003,  be  granted 
for  the  said  Services." 

(9.51.)  Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  In 
view  of  the  vote  just  given  by 
the  majority  of  the  Housa,  we  are 
compelled,  in  the  absence  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  to  go  on  discussing 
this  case.  The  general  effect  of  the 
Attorney  General's  speech  has  been,  in 
my  opinion,  ^hich  perhaps  may  be  con- 
sidered due  to  partisanship,  that,  while 
it  has  corrected  some  statements,  and 
thrown  doubt  on  others,  to  convince  ns 
of  the  general  truth  of  the  case. 
[^Jfininfej'ial  langhtei'.^  I  have  no  doubt 
that  what  the  Attorney  General  said 
has  carried  conviction  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  But  what  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  with  regard  to  the 
Pigott  forgeries  had  exactly  the  same 
effect  upon  them.  As  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  brought  forward  the  question  is 
abs3nt,  all  that  can  be  done  is  to  dissect 
the  case  of  the  Government  as  presented 
by  themselves.  The  statement  of  the 
Attorney  General  has  been  charitably 
described  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle  as  having 
certain  gaps  ;  it  is  more  accurate  to  say 
that  it  was  all  gaps.  The  great  fact  left 
unexplained  is  that  a  house  admittedly 
used  for  vile  purposes  was  for  months 
under  the  supervision  of  the  police,  and 
the  net  result,  even  after  the  action  of 
the  Attorney  General,  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, and  the  Prime  Minister,  is  that 
two  of  the  most  obscure  criminals  haye 
been  imprisoned  for  ludicrously  short 
terms.     The  common  sense  of  the  connts)" 
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wall  not  regard  the  sophistries  of  the 
Attorney  Gdneral  as  any  explanation  of 
this  fact.  Again,  why  is  it  necessary  to 
call  into  the  discussion  of  the  case  the 
Attorney  General,  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
and  the  Prime  Minister  ?  These  crimes 
are,  unfortunately,  of  not  uncommon 
occurrence;  and  any  frequenter  of  an 
Assize  Court  must  have  seen  njaiiy  poor 
and  wretched  agricultural  labourers 
brought  up  on  such  charges. 

Colonel  KENYON-SLANEY  (New- 
port,  Shropshire) :  No,  no. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  congratulate 
th?  hon.  Member  on  his  ignorance  ;  it  is 
nil  ignorance  which  I  do  not  at  all  tind 
fault  with.  Bat  the  hon.  Gentleman  is 
wrong  in  his  statement.  It  is  a  fact 
well-known  to  those  who  attend  Assizes, 
^liat  labourers  and  poor  people  are  fre- 
quently brought  up  charged  with  these 
offences.  [Colonel  Kenyon-Slanby  :  No, 
no.]  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  wishes  to 
interrupt  me,  of  course  he  can  do  so. 

Colonel  KENYON-SLANEY:  I  do 
not  wish  to  interrupt  the  hon.  Member, 
but  I  object  to  the  character  which  he 
gives  the  agricultural  labourer.  I  do 
not  think  it  fair  because  of  this  particu- 
lar controversy  to  brand  the  whole  class 
of  agricultural  labourers,  who,  at  all 
events  in  my  particular  county,  do  not 
bear  that  character. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  :  I  must  say  that 
[  do  not  see  the  relevancy  of  the  interrup- 
tion. I  do  not  brand  the  whole  peasan- 
try of  the  country  because  certain 
of  them  are  sometimes  charged  with 
these  odious  offences,  any  more  than  I 
bmnd  the  whole  nobility  because  one 
member  of  it  flies  from  justice*  1  cannot 
reiilly  give  way  to  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
whose  remarks  are  irrelevant  and  do  not 
enlighten  the  House  with  regard  to  any 
statement  I  have  made.  What  I  want 
to  ask  the  Attorney  General  is  this  : 
When  a  humble  person  is  charged  with 
iiuch  an  offence,  does  the  Attorney 
General  consult  the  Lord  Chancellor  and 
the  Prime  Minister  ?  There  is  no  answer 
to  the  fact  that  the  titled  position  of  sus- 
pected persons  induced  consultation  with 
Ministers  of  the  Crown  who  would  not 
otherwise  have  been  consulted.  Is  that 
equality  before  the '  law  ?  Is  the  prose- 
cution of  a  crime  like  this,  because  a 
man  happens  to  bear  a  title,  to  be  made 
SL  Cabinet  question  ?  That  is  a  point 
upon  which  the  public  mind  will  eagerly 


ask  for  information.  I  have  asked  a 
question  of  the  Attorney  General,  and 
he  has  not  answered  me.  His  attention 
was  called  to  the  fact  that  he  consulted 
the  Lord  Cliancellor  as  to  the  case  of 
that  unhappy  nobleman  whose  name  I 
do  not  wish  to  naention,  because  I  desire 
to  spare  his  friends  any  pain  in  the 
matter.  He  denies  it.  What  I  com- 
plain of  is  that  he  makes  the  denial  with 
such — I  would  not  like  to  say  affectation, 
but  such  an  appearance  of  almost  celestial 
virtue  that  wa  must  liave  time  to  consider 
his  answer  before  we  are  able  to  see  what 
it  really  amounts  to.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  s*ys  he  did  not  consult  him 
with  regard  to  the  case  of  the  nobleman, 
but  with  regard  to  the  case  of  Veck.  One 
would  really  have  thought  from  his 
gestures  and  his  manner  that  he 
supposed  we  would  be  superficial  and 
shallow  enough  to  take  that  as  an 
answer.  Why  did  he  consult  the  Lord 
Chancellor  with  regard  to  Veck  ?  Because 
of  all  that  Veck  knew  of  this  particular 
nobleman  and  other  titled  persons.  I 
do  not  understand  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  has  any 
answer  to  that.  A  gesture  even 
so  eloquent  as  thos^j  the  Attorney 
General  can  use  will  not  satisfy  me.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  asked  that 
his  attention  might  be  called  to  any 
point  he  might  have  omitted.  I  have 
called  his  attintion  to  this  point,  and  I 
^411  not  be  put  off  with  a  gesture  ;  he 
will  keep  his  word.  If  he  breaks  it  the 
country  will  be  left  to  judge.  There  is 
another  point  to  which  I  wish  to  call 
attention.  The  Attorney  General  says 
Hammond  left  on  the  morning  of  the 
5th  of  July.  I  want  to  ask  whether  the 
Government  or  any  Member  of  the 
Government  knew  the  facts  before  the 
5th  of  July  ? 

♦Sir  R.  WERSTER  :  I  beg  to  state  at 
once  that  the  boys  made  a  statement  on 
July  4,  and  were  immediately  suspended, 
and  .were  able  to  go  away  from  their 
work.  It  is  supposed  that  Newlove 
communicated  with  Hammond  that  night, 
and  on  the  following  morning  Hammond 
w^ent  away. 

Mu.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR :  That  is  ex- 
actly my  case.  Why  were  not  both 
Newlove  and  Hammond  watched  ?*  The 
Government  can  find  detectives  enough 
I  to  dog  the  footsteps  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers ;   they  cannot   find  a  detective   to 
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dog  the  footsteps  of  a  ruffian  who,  for 
upwards  of  a  year,  has  kept  a  house  in 
this  City  which  has  brought  disgrace  on 
the  charactsr  of  tlie  City.  They  let 
Hammond  go  to  France.  Tliey  ought 
to  have  watched  him  within  an  hour  of 
Newlove's  confession,  if  they  were  serious 
in  the  business.  If  the  Attorney 
General  had  got  up  and  said  he  had 
thouorht  it  batter  that  these  matters 
should  not  be  made  public,  and  that  the 
sacred  ignoranca  of  thousands  of  persons 
in  this  country  should  be  preserved  even 
though  a  few  miscreants  should  escape, 
that  would  have  sealed  my  lips  to-night. 
He  takes  up,  however,  an  entirely 
different  position.  I  come  now  to  the 
sentences  passed  on  Newlove  and  Veck. 
The  Attorney  General  assumes  an  air 
of  the  most  virtuous  indignation  because 
my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Labouchere)  spoke 
of  an  arrangement  between  the  counsel 
for  the  prosecution  and  the  defence  in 
this  case.  The  Attorney  General  is  an 
experienced  lawyer  of  many  years' 
practice,  and  he  knows  that  arrangements 
of  this  kind  are  common ;  that  they  take 
place  almost  every  day,  and  that  there  is 
no  dishonour  on  one  side  or  the  other. 
Take  the  case  of  Father  M*Fadden  and 
the  other  Gweedore  prisoners.  Every- 
one knows  that  light  sentences 
weVe  passed  bjcause  a  number  of 
the  prisoners,  in  obadience  to 
the  advice  given  by  counsel  after 
consultation  with  counsel  on  the  other 
side,  pleaded  guilty.  Some  of  them,  no 
doubt,  got  long  sentances ;  but,  still,  these 
arrangements  between  one  side  and  the 
other  are  as  common  almost  as  criminal 
trials.  In  spite  of  all  the  Attorney 
General  says,  1  maintain  that  there  was 
such  an  arrangement  here,  and  the  object 
and  meaning  of  it  was  to  closa  the 
mouths  of  the  j^rsons  in  gaol, and  intliat 
way  save  the  criminals  whom  their  con- 
fessions might  have  exposed.  I  must 
now  call  attention  to  the  Attorney 
General's  conduct  with  regard  to  Lord 
Salisbury.  Knowing  very  well  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  was  about 
to  make  an  attack  on  the  Government 
and  Lord  Salisbury,  the  Attorney 
General  luid  ample  means  of  getting  from 
Lord  Salisbury  a  statement  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton.  He 
had,  he  says,  formal  notice,  and  no  one 
can  say  that  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
iabouchere)  has  acted  at  all  unfairly  in 
Mr.  T,  P,  O'Connor 


the  matter.  He  has  for  montha  giTen 
notice  of  his  intention  in  a  public  jonmal 
with  which  he  is  notoriously  aasociated. 
What  does  the  Attorney  General  do  ?  He 
produc3S  a  letter  from  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  denying  a  statement  i?hich  my 
hon.  Friend  never  made,  but  not  denying 
the  statement  my  hon.  Friend  did  make. 
My  hon.  Friend's  statement  was  that  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  spoke  of  a 
warrant  being  out  against  this 
nobleman.  The  Attorney  General,  as  a 
contradiction  of  that  statement,  says  that 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  was  asked 
whom  he  thought  to  be  guilty  and 
whom  innocent,  and  that  the  Marquess 
replied  that  except  in  the  case  of  one 
person,  against  whom  the  evidence  was 
not  quite  complete,  he  thought  the 
evidence  broke  dowTi.  How  did  the 
Prime  Minister  of  this  country  bscome 
so  intimately  acquainted  with  the  details 
of  the  whole  case  ?  Why  was  it  not  left 
to  the  authorities  at  Scotland  Yard? 
I  think  the  country  will  learn  with  some- 
thing like  stunning  biwilderment  that 
the  Prime  Minister,  who  is  also  our 
Foreign  Secretary,  is  actually  diverted 
from  the  enormous  and  momentous 
duties  he  has  to  perform  in  our  relations 
\y\t\i  foreign  countries  to  the  discussion 
of  the  hideous,  and  loathsome,  and 
horrible  details  of  a  case  like  this.  Sir, 
there  was  no  small  cause  for  bringing  the 
Prime  Minister  so  deeply  into  the 
knowledge  of  this  case.  The  Attorney 
General  s'vys  Lord  Salisbury  stated  his 
opinion  that  the  evidence  was  strong 
asrainst  one  individual,  and  insufficient 
against  the  others. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  I  must  say.  Sir, 
that  is  not  in  the  least  what  I  stated. 
I  stated  that  Sir  Dighton  Probyn  had 
asked  Lord  Salisbury  whether  there  was 
any  truth  in  the  rumours  about  certain 
persons  whom  he  named.  Lord 
Salisbury  replied  that  as  far  as  he  knew 
there  was  no  evidence  against  any  of 
those  persons  except  one,  whom  he 
named,  and  that  in  his  case  the  evidence 
was  not,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown,  .sufficient. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Of  course  I 
accept  what  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man says,  which  is  in  correspondence  with 
my  own  recollection.  But  my  hon. 
Friend  asked  not  as  to  the  sufficiency  or 
insufficiency  of  the  evidence  against  this 
person     or     that,    but     whether     Lord 
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Salisbury  did  or  did  not  communicate 
the  information  with  regard  to  the 
warrant.  The  Attorney  General  had  no 
answer  ready  to  that  question.  He  said 
that  the  statement  he  made  implied  a 
contradiction  of  the  statement  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  Then,  by  some  means  which 
1  do  not  wish  to  inquire  into,  another 
statsment  of  the  Prime  Minister  was 
brought  in.  • 

*SiR  R.  WEBSTER :  I  should  like  to 
put  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  possession  of 
the  accurate  facts.  The  letter  from 
which  I  quoted  is  entirely  in  Lord 
Salisbury's  handwriting,  but  I  had 
copied  in  my  own  handwriting  as  much 
of  it  as  Lord  Salisbury  actually  said — 
the  affirmative  part.  I  did  not  copy 
out — I  did  not  think  it  was  part  of 
the  story  of  what  he  said — the  denial. 
The  letter  was  in  the  keeping  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  to  whom 
it  was  sent,  and  when  the  question  was 
put  to  me  again  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere), 
1  got  up  and  read  the  denial.  I  have 
not  the  smallest  objection  to  read  the 
whole  reply  again  t'^  the  hon.  Member, 
so  that  he  may  see  it  bears  out  what  I 
have  said. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  I  have  no  objec- 
tion. I  only  ask  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  not  to  read  it,  because  I  do 
not  wish  him  to  think,  as  he  appears  in- 
clined to  do,  that  I  am  making  a  charge 
against  him.  I  am  doing  no  such 
thing. 

*(10.15.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  I  un- 
derstood the  hon.  Gentleman  to  suggest 
that  I  had  not  read  a  denial,  and  that 
some  other  paper  was  produced — as  if  I 
had  produced  some  thing  to  which  I  had  not 
referred  before.  I  explained  that  I  read 
only  the  affirmative  part  and  not  the 
negative  part.     This  is  the  letter — 

*'  Sir  Dighton  Probyn,  I  believe  on  October 
15,  asked  me  whether  there  was  any  truth  in 
the  imputations  which  had  been  made  in  certain 
newspapers  against  persons  whom  he  named.  I 
said  that  as  far  as  I  knew  there  was  not  a 
vestige  of  evidence  against  any  of  those  persons 
except  one,  and  in  hiscase  the  evidence  of  iden- 
tity was  not,  I  believed,  in  thejudgmentof  the 
Law  Advisers  of  the  Crown,  sufficient.  I  said 
nothing  whatever  about  the  date  of  the  issue 
of  the  warrant." 

(10.17.)  Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  I  am 
dissecting  the  Attorney  General's 
speech,  and  I  hope  fairly.  I  did 
not  charge  him  with  concealing  any 
part   of  the  letter.      What  I  said  was 


that  the  Attorney  General  seemed  to 
have  received  two  statements,  whereas  I 
find  he  received  only  one.  I  will  deal 
with  the  letter  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  read.  Now,  the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury  is  accustomed  to  writing 
letters  of  great  importance,  and  he  is  a 
man  who  knows  as  well  a«  anybody  the 
significance  and  importance  of  words. 
What  is  the  meaning  of  the  mysterious, 
reserve  Lord  Salisbury  makes  in  saying 
not  that  he  did  not  mention  a  warrant, 
but  that  he  did  not  mention  the  date  of 
.the  warrant  ? 

♦(10.18.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  I  think 
it  only  right  I  should  read  the  only 
document  sent  to  Lord  Salisbury  with 
reference  to  this  matter.  This  is  the 
letter,  dated  February  26,  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  : — 

**Dear  Akers-Doaglas, — I  think  it  only 
right  that  I  should  tell  you  when  the  Cleve- 
land Street  matter  comrs  on  1  mean  to  refer 
to  Lord  Salisbury's  interview  with  Sir  Dighton 
Probvn  on  October  " 

' — it  may  be  the  16th  or  the  18th  ;  I 
cannot  pledge  myself,  for  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's writing  is  indistinct — 

**and  to  show  that  the  statement  of  Lord 
Salisbury  on  that  occasion  that  a  warrant 
against  Lord  Arthur  Somerset  would  be  issued 
next  day  was  conveyed  to  him  and  whs  the 
direct  cause  of  his  ilight.  '1  he  warrant  was 
issued  on  November  9.  —  Yours  truly,  H» 
Labouchere." 

That  letter  was  sent  to  Lord  Salisbury^ 
and  I  have  read  his  reply  in  his  own 
words. 

(10.20.)  Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  am 
glad  the  letter  has  been  read,  because  it 
shows  how  base  and  without  foundation 
is  the  charge  that  adequate  notice  was  not 
given  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton to  the  person  s  he  in  tended  to  attack. 
The  whole  burden  of  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral's speech  was  the  unfairness  of  the  attack 
which,  by  some  miraculous  intervention ^ 
— in  spite  of  the  tactics  of  my  hon. 
Friend — he  was  yet  in  a  position  to  meet. 
Still,  the  fact  remains,  that  the  Marquesa 
of  Salisbury  did  not  deny  the  mention  of 
a  warrant ;  he  said  he  denied  the  men- 
tion of  the  date  of  a  warrant.  Does  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  see  no  dif- 
ference between  the  two  1 

♦(10.22.)  Mr.  GOSCHEN:  As  the 
hon.  Member  appeals  to  me,  I  say  the 
charge  was  that  Lord  ^lisbary  said  a 
warrant  "  would  be  issued  to-morrow  ;  ** 
and  he  denied  that  in  the  most  absolute 
terms. 
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(10.23.)  Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  :  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  not 
answered  my  question.  I  quite  agree 
that  the  terms  of  tlie  hon.  Member*8 
letter  might  have  suggested  the  terras  of 
the  rjply  ;  but  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury 
did  not  deny  that  he  had  mentioned  a 
warrant.  The  Attorney  General  also 
contradicted  a  statement  my  hon.  Friend 
did  not  make.  My  hon.  Friend  did  not  say 
that  Sir  D.  Probyn  had  seen  Lord  A. 
Somerset ;  there  was  no  necessity  that 
Sir  D.  Probyn  should  see  him  ;  the  sug- 
gestion is  that  Sir  D.  Probyn  communi- 
cated the  knowledge  he  had  obtained 
from  Lord  Salisbury  by  some  other  per- 
son to  Lord  A.  Somers3t,  the  result 
being  that  he  left  the  country. 

♦(10.25.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  There 
is  no  doubt  about  my  words.  I  said  that 
on  that  night  Sir  D.  Probyn  neither  saw 
Lord  A.  Somerset  nor  had  any  communi- 
cation, direct  of  indirect,  with  him,  and 
no  one  was  more  surprised  than  Sir  D. 
Probyn  that  he  had  left,  as  he  firmly 
believed  Lord  Arthur  was  innocent. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  knows  well  the  au- 
thority on  which  my  hon.  Friend  made  the 
statement,  or  if  he  does  not,  it  is  because 
he  has  wilfully  refused  to  secure  the 
knowledge.  My  hon.  Friend  was  chal- 
lenged to  produce  his  authority,  and 
ofEered  to  write  down  tha  name,  thus 
exercising  what  I,  knowing  the  facts, 
deem  to  have  been  a  wise  and  honourable 
discretion — a  discretion  which  every 
hon.  Member  would  respjct  if  he  knew 
thj  name.  Declining  th3  responsibility 
of  divulging  the  name,  the  hon.  Member 
challenged  the  Attorney  General  to  men- 
tion it.  Why  did  he  not?  If  the 
Attorney  General  does  not  know,  at  any 
rate  he  suspects  whence  the  information 
came. 

♦(10.26.)  Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  I  am 
extremely  sorry  to  interrupt  the  hon. 
Member,  but  I  must  crave  the  indulgence 
of  th'j  House.  I  had  not  the  sliy-htest 
idea  as  to  the  name  the  hon.  Menilwr 
referred  to ;  I  considered,  and  I  consider, 
the  responsibility  of  bringing  in  the  names 
of  these  y)er.sons  other  than  that  of  Sir 
D.  Probvn  sliould  rest  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton. 

(10.27.)  Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  :  That 
is  a  question  the  hon.  Member  must  decide 
for  hims.^f.  I  maintjiin  that  the  Attor- 
ney General,  who  may  be  right  or  wrong, 
is  at  any  rate  no  longer  in  a  position 


to  say  that  my  hon.  Friend  refused  to 
give  the   name  of.  his   informant      Sir, 
I,  myself,  know  the  name,  but  it  whs 
given  to  me  in  confidence,  and  I  would 
not  accept  the  responsibility  of  roentian- 
ing  it ;  but  1  say  the  name  of  the  in- 
formant makes  it  a  matter  of  absolute 
conviction  tliat  the  hon.  Member  stated 
the   facts  when   he  said  that   Lord  A. 
Somerset  knew  the*  result  of  the  inter- 
view between  Sir  D.  Probyn  and  Lord 
Salisbury.     It  certainly  seems  a  singular 
coincidence  that  the  flight  of  Lord  Arthar 
Somerset  should  occur  on  the   day  of 
that  interview.     I   am  precluded  from 
casting  doubt  on  the  accuracy  or  veracity 
of   Lord  Salisbury'.     I  will  not  oommit 
myself  in  face  of  your  ruling,  Sir.    In- 
deed, 1  do  not  know  that  I  should  desire 
to  question   anyone's   veracity   even   if 
you  had  not  given  a  ruling.     I  cannot 
say   that  Lord  Salisbury  wilfully    said 
what  was  untrue  ;  but  I  can  say  that  his 
recollection  was  imperfect,  and  that  Sir 
Dighton    Probyn's    recollection    is  im- 
perfect   also.       And     I     say    that    the 
public    will    ask    with    some    curiosity 
how    it  came    to    pass   that    the    date 
of    this    interview    and    the    date    of 
Lord  A.  Somers3t's  flight  were  the  same! 
A  further  question  is  this      On  the  12th 
of  November  there  was  a  warrant  issued 
against  Lord  Arthur  Somerset,  but  the 
police  knew  that  he  was  then  out  of  the 
country.      Why    were    there    no    pro- 
ceedings to  extradite  him  1 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  It  was  not  an  ex- 
traditable ofEence,  unfortunately. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  :  Of  course  not, 
if  the  offence  was  reduced  by  the  Gkivem- 
ment  from  felony  to  misdemeanour. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  I  say  distinctly 
there  was  not  the  slightest  evidence 
against  the  unfortunate  man  to  whom  iUxe 
hon.  Member  refers  of  anything  exceeding 
misdemeanour.  There  is  no  offence  for 
which  he  could  ba  extradited. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  I,  jof  course, 
accept  the  statement,  and  I  am  relieved 
to  hear  that  so  much  can  be  said  in  ex- 
tenuation. But  I  am  not  dealing  with  the 
offence  of  this  unfortunate  gentleman — he 
will  suffer  for  it  to  the  end  of  his  days. 
I  am  dealing  with  the  action  of  the 
Government,  who  took  the  course  of 
issuing  a  warrant  for  the  arrest  of  a  man 
who  had  been  out  of  the  country  a  fort- 
night or  three  weeks — a  farcical  alte^ 
thought  to  make  up  for  their  rexnissnetf 
or  laxity  in  allowing  the  man  to  eeoape* 
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It  was  not  on  the  18th  November  that 
the  Government  knew  for  the  first  time 
of  the  charo^es  against  Lord  Arthur 
Somerset.  He  had  been  watched.  Why 
was  not  som3  effort  made  to  arrest  him  ? 
How  was  it  that  he  fled  the  country  on 
the  very  day  the  conversation  took  place 
between  Lord  Salisbury  and  Sir  Dighton 
Probyn?  Th3  common  sense  of  the  country 
will  be  able  to  judge  of  these  facts. 
No  amount  of  argument  on  the  part  of 
the  Attorney  General  can  explain  the 
coincidences  in  connection  with  the  con- 
versations and  the  escape  of  these  men. 
Now,  Sir,  what  is  the  justification  for 
raising  this  question  at  all  ?  I  admit 
that  if  I  were  left  to  my  free  choice  I 
would  never  have  mentioned  a  word  of 
the  CIS 3.  But  the  solid  ground  on  which 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton stands  is  this :  that  whereas  these 
odious  and  horrible  offences  are  punished 
here  in  the  case  of  poor  men,  all  the  re- 
sources and  counsels  of  the  Government 
are  exhausted  to  save  rich  men  who  are 
charged  with  them.  [Ministerial  cries 
of  *'No."]  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
contradict  me.  Well,  I  have  stated  one 
side  of  the  cas  i ;  the  Attorney  General 
has  stated  the  other,  and  I  leave  the 
public  to  decide  between  us.  The  public 
will  not  stand  inequality  in  the  treat- 
ment of  anyone.  It  will  not  stand  a 
number  of  unfortunate  wretches  being 
sent  year  after  year  to  long  sentences  of 
penal  servitude  for  these  offences  when 
ill  the  midst  of  our  city  a  house  is 
allowed  to  exist  where  titled  people 
commit  these  offences,  and  when  they 
are  allowed  to  escape  in  the  end. 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Now,  Sir,  I  ask 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  state  to  the  House 
the  name  of  the  person  on  whose  autho- 
rity the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Lxbouchere)  made  his  allegations. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  says  he  knows  it. 
I  claim,  in  the  interests  of  justice,  that  he 
should  state  it  to  the  House.  I  ask  an 
answer  from  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Of  coursi  I 

must    answer  the    direct   appeal  of  the 

light  hon.  Gentleman.  He  knows  that 
the  name  is  not  in  my  custody.  My  hon. 
Friend  mentioned  the  name  to  me  in 
confidence.  [Cries  of  '*  Oh,  oh  ! "  and 
ironical  cheers.^  Does  any  hon.  Gentle- 
man doubt  my  word  ? 

An  hon.  Member  :  Yes. 


The  chairman  :  Order,  order  !  I 
do  not  know  from  what  hon.  Member 
that  cry  came.    • 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  :  I 
see  the  gentleman.  Sir — the  fourth  from 
the  Gangway  on  the  second  Bench 
opposite. 

The  chairman  :  It  is  most  un- 
parliamentary', and  I  ask  him  to  disavow 
it. 

Mr.  T.  FIELDEN  (Lancashire,  S.K., 
Middleton)  :  If  I  s  lid  anything  un-Parlia- 
mentary,  of  course  I  withdraw  it. 

Mr.T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  would  not  take 
any  notice  of  the  hon.  Member's  obderva- 
tions  under  ordinary  circumstances  ;  but 
after  what  has  taken  place  I  feel  called 
upon  to  say  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  did  say  "  Yes  '*  when  I  asked  if 
anyone  doubted  my  word.  I  call  on  you, 
Sir,  to  compel  him  to  withdraw. 

The  chairman  :  I  understood  the 
hon.  Member  to  withdraw  it ;  but  if  there 
is  any  doubt  about  it  1  will  again  require 
him  to  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  T.  FIELDEN  :  I  ^4thdraw. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  me  to  reveal  a  name 
given  to  me  in  confidence.  I  cannot  do 
it  in  honour.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  had  the  opportunity  of 
revealing  the  name,  because  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Labouchere)  when  in  the 
House  wrote  it  down  and  offered  it  to 
him. 

(10.35.)  Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester)  :  I 
do  not  think.  Sir,  that  any  complaint  can 
be  made  after  what  has  happened  to- 
night that  it  should  be  found  necessary 
to  discuss  this  question  at  some  little 
length.  I  am  afraid  that  neither  the 
Ministry  nor  hon.  Members  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  understand  the 
gravity  of  the  issues  in  this  case.  An 
impression  has  been  created,  and  is  likely 
to  be  extended,  that  there  is  one  law  for 
the  rich  and  another  for  the  poor;  I  am 
afraid  that  the  natural  heat  of  the  dis- 
cussion has  led  occasionally  to  some  little 
misapprehension.  I  should  be  sorry, 
indeed,  to  bring  any  charge  of  anything 
like  corrupt  collusion  in  the  escape  of 
criminals  against  members  of  the  present 
Ministry.  I  should  be  very  far,  indeed, 
from  endorsing  a  charge  of  criminal  con- 
spiracy, except  in  the  innocent  and 
merely  political  sense  that  is  necessarily 
attached  to  that  phrase  in  some  particular 
circumstances.  All  that  I  accuse  the 
Ministry     of  —  and     I      cannot     but 
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consider  that,  at  any  rate,  a  primd 
facie  case  has  been  proved  —  is 
a  somewhat  wrongful  negligence. 
They  may  have  thought  that  they  had  a 
discretion  to  exercise  ;  but,  in  my  opinion, 
they  exercised  it  improperly.  We  can 
well  understand  the  natural  unwilling- 
ness of  the  Government  to  meddle  with 
such  a  disgraceful  matter  at  all,  but 
when  tlie  exposure  took  place,  and  the 
law  dealt  with  such  a  case,  the  law  ought 
to  have  been  evenly  and  impartially 
applied ;  and  the  question  is,  w^hether 
that  has  been  the  case  ?  There  are 
certainly  gaps  in  tlie  Attorney  GeneraVs 
argument.  He  assured  us  that  the 
Ministry  throughout  the  history  of  this 
dreadful  case  always  intended  when  the 
evidence  warranted  it  to  proceed.  I  quite 
believe  that ;  but  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  they  formed  an  over-estimate  of 
what  was  necessary  evidence  to  enable 
them  to  proceed.  An  impression  has 
been  created  that  they  would  have  been 
satisfied  with  much  less  evidence  in  the 
case  of  poor  men  fchan  in  the  case  of 
certain  rich  men.  Then,  again,  in  eveiy 
criminal  case  it  is  always  considered 
as  of  the  utmost  importance  to  arrest  the 
criminal  before  he  has  time  to  escape. 
The  police  frequently  arrest  men  sus- 
pected of  murder  if  they  have  a  reason 
able  amount  of  suspicion,  and  why  should 
not  the  same  rule  have  been  applied  in 
the  case  of  a  dreadful  crime  like  this  ? 
I  cannot  but  think  that  a  grave  error  has 
been  committed  by  those  responsible  in 
allowing  these  criminals  to  escape  while 
even  suspicion  existed.  The  Attorney 
General  has  denied  that  any  arrangement 
was  made  by  which  the  persons  arrested 
were  to  plead  guilty.  Of  cours3  I  know 
nothing  about  law,  and  I  may  not  have 
understood  the  language  of  the  Attorney 
General  properly  ;  but  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  Attorney  General  did  not 
exactly  deny  wliat  was  alleged  on  this 
side  of  the  House.  The  allegation  is  not 
that  Mr.  Poland  arranged  the  counts 
on  which  the  accused  should  plead 
guilty ;  but  that  there  was  a  general 
understanding  that  if  the  men  pleaded 
guilty  they  would  be  dealt  with 
leniently.  As  far  as  I  understood  the 
Attorney  General,  he  did  not  deny  that. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir  E. 
Clarke,  Plymouth)  :  Will  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman allow  me  to  re-read  the  passage 

from    Mr.    Poland's    letter    which    the 
Mr,  Fictoii 


Attorney  General  has  already  read  ?  It  is 

as  follows  : — 

**I  wish  to  say  I  neither  directly  nor  indirectly 
made  any  armn^ement  xiilh  the  prisoners' 
counsel  as  to  what  counts  they  should  plead 
guilty  to.  There  was  no  undertaking  of  any 
kind,  either  expressed  or  implied,  as  to  what 
should  be  done  by  me  or  the  prisoners*  coan- 
sel." 

Mr.  PICTON  :  Mr.  Poland  states 
there  was  no  arrangement  made  as  to 
which  counts  the  prisoners  should  plead 
guilty  to  ;  but  he  does  not  say  there  was 
no  understanding  whatever  that  they 
should  plead  guilty  generally.  These  poor 
men  know  nothing  about  connts.  The 
allegation  is  that  they  pleaded  guiltj 
generally,  on  the  suggestion  being  made 
to  them  that  if  they  did  so  they  would 
be  leniently  dealt  with.  Of  course,  that 
may  not  be  so;  bnt  all  I  say  is  that  the 
denial  given  to  us  does  not  absolutely 
contradict  what  has  been  said  on  this 
side.  Then  with  regard  to  Hammond, 
we  are  told  by  the  Attorney  General  that 
he  could  not  possibly  have  been  arrested. 
It  was  on  the  ith  July  that  the  first  re- 
velations were  mads,  and  had  there  been 
prompt  action  taken  Hammond  could 
certainly  have  been  arrested.  Hammond 
did  not  escape  until  the  5th.  One 
caimot  help  thinking  that  if  the  same 
energy  had  been  displayed  as  would  be 
displayed,  we  hope,  in  the  case  of  a 
murderer,  the  man  might  have  been 
arrested  before  he  left  the  country. 
Then,  it  is  said,  he  could  not  f  ossiWy 
have  been  brought  back  by  extradition. 
But  we  have  been  told,  and  it  has  not 
been  contradicted,  that  Mr.  Phillips,  who 
is  connected  with  the  Post  Office,  went 
to  Belgium  and  telegraphed,  on  the  14th 
of  September  I  think,  that  as  soon  as 
assurance  Avas  given  that  demand  for 
extradition  would  be  formally  made, 
action  would  be  taken  by  the  Belgian 
police.  If  the  Belgian  police  were 
anxious  to  co-operate  with  the  police  of 
this  country,  why  was  not  advantage 
taken  of  their  willingness?  Even  if 
the  Extradition  Treaty  did  not  apply  to 
the  case  literally,  arrangements  might 
have  have  been  made  by  which  the  man 
might  have  been  expelled  the  territory 
of  Belgium  and  so  brought  into  the 
hands  of  justice.  I  do  not  think  that 
the  case  made  by  my  hon.  Friend  has 
been  quite  answered,  and  I  cannot  but 
think  that  the  impression  created  by  this 
debate  in  many  parts  of  the  oonntry 
will  be  a  very  disagreeable  one.     It  is 
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most  important  that  the  law  should  ba 
enforced  regardless  of  rank  or 
position.  ["  Hear,  hear."]  Yes,  but  the 
impression  has  been  created  that  this  has 
not  been  done  in  the  present  case,  and 
the  Government  will  have  to  make  a 
very  much  better  defence  than  they 
have  made  to-night  if  they  would  con- 
vinco  all  sactions  of  the  community 
that  the  law  in  this  case  has  been  applied 
equally  and  impartially. 

(10.48.)  Mr.  mac  N  bill  (Donegal, 
S.)  :  Very  early  in  the  life  of  this 
Government  I  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  they  would  if  they  could  introduce 
Irish  methods  into  English  administra- 
tion, and  the  facts  that  have  been 
elicited  to-night  have  gone  very  far  to 
bear  out  the  justice  of  that  conclusion. 
This  debate  has  been  interesting  in  a 
literary  point  of  view  ;  it  has  brought  out 
a  fresh  letter  from  Lord  Salisbury,  but 
a  letter  very  unlike  those  written  to  the 
Portuguese  Government,  a  letter  equiva- 
lent to  the  plea  of  the  man  who  said, 
"  Not  guilty,  but  I  will  not  do  it  again." 
The  answer  given  by  Lord  Salisbury  to 
the  anticipated  attack  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  convinces  me  that  bluntness  is 
hereditary,  for  I  see  the  style  of  tha 
Prime  Minister  in  answering  questions 
bears  a  remarkable  family  likeness  to 
the  style  of  the  Chief  Secretary  in 
answering  Irish  questions.  Now,  there 
aro  various  coincidences  in  this  case  to 
which  I  should  like  to  direct  the  atten- 
tion of  the  country.  The  5th  of  July  is 
a  remarkable  date  in  these  transactions. 
On  that  date  the  warrant  was  issued  for 
the  arrest  of  Hammond,  and  on  the  same 
date  Hammond  escapes.  No  matter  how 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  shakes 
his  head 

*SiR  R.  WEBSTER:  I  had  better 
correct  the  hon.  Gentleman.  The  in- 
formation was  put  into  the  hands  of  the 
police  on  the  evening  of  the  5th.  The 
warrant  was  not  issued  until  the  6th ; 
and  that  was  obliged  to  be  because  there 
had  to  be  sworn  informations  obtained. 
Hammond  escaped  early  on  the  morning 
of  the  5th. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  :  That  makes  the 
case  against  the  Attorney  Genr^ral 
stronger.  We  shall  make  him  a  very 
fine  criminal  lawyer  before  we  have 
done,  as  good  a  criminal  lawyer  as  the 
Lord  Chancellor.  On  the  4th  of  July 
these  unfortunate   boys  were   dismissed 


from  the  Post  Office.  They  were  told 
for  what  they  were  dismissed.  That 
gave  them  an  opportunity  of  communi- 
cating with  Hammond.  We  have  been 
told  of  the  difference  between  mis- 
demeanour and  felony ;  and  that  Lord 
A.  Somers3t  could  not  be  extradited 
because  he  was  only  accused  of  misde- 
meanour. What  were  the  boys  accused 
of  ?  If  of  anything,  they  were  accused  of 
felony ;  and  if  the  Government  had 
wished  justice  to  come  home  to  Ham- 
mond, they  would  have  at  once  arrested 
Hammond's  collaborateurs  in  iniquity, 
and  not  given  them  an  opportunity  of 
communicating  with  the  wretch.  When 
I  heard  the  description  of  Hammond's 
escape  just  at  the  lucky  moment  I 
thought  of  our  old  friend  Richard  Pigott 
and  his  escape  just  at  the  lucky  moment. 
If  we  do  not  see  to  these  matters  ih.^ 
administration  of  justice  in  this  country 
will  become  rather  more  Irish  than  it 
is  in  Ireland.  The  next  date  is  the  18th 
of  October.  That  was  the  date  on  which 
Sir  Dighton  Probyn  interviewed  the 
Prime  Minister  in  reference  to  a  criminal 
matter ;  and  on  that  evening  who  es- 
caped from  justice?  Lord  Arthur 
Somerset.  When  Lord  Arthur  Somer- 
set was  well  out  of  the  way  the  Govern- 
ment issued  a  warrant  against  him. 
The  Dowager  Duchess  of  Beaufort  died 
in  October,  and  Lord  Arthur  Somerset 
attended  her  funeral.  Constable  Hanks 
was  sent  to  arrest  Lord  Arthur  Somerset, 
but  when  he  got  to  Badminton  his  orders 
were  countermanded.  Why  were  his 
orders  countermanded  ?  I  would  suggest 
was  out  of  kindness — it  would  have 
been  an  ungracious  thing  to  arrest  a 
man  at  a  funeral.  But  no  such  con- 
siderations enter  into  the  system  of  Irish 
administration.  We  know  that  Irish 
funerals  are  happy  hunting  grounds, 
not  only  for  arrests,  but  for  baton  charges. 
Lord  Arthur  Somerset,  a  member 
of  the  classes,  is  to  be  allowed  to  go,  while 
John  Mandeville,  who  is  a  member  of 
the  massrs,  is  to  be  arrested.  I  respect 
the  Attorney  General  as  a  lawyer, 
and  I  always  thought  he  was  an  inde- 
pendent man.  When,  however,  he  was 
consulted  in  this  matter  what  did  he  do  ? 
He  asked  the  opinion  of  two  of  the 
highest  persons  in  the  land,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  and  Lord  Salisbury.  When 
did  Lord  Salisbury  become  a  criminal 
lawyer?  I  do  not  think  even  the 
Lord   Lieut3nant  of    Ireland    would  be 
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satisfied  with  his  criminal  knowledge. 
It  is  rather  singular  that  in  a  case  of 
this  kind  the  Attorney  General  should 
consult  these  high  parsonages,  when  we 
know  that  in  a  casa  in  which  the 
character  of  the  Irish  Members  waa 
involved,  he  studiously  kept  aloof  from 
any  Members  of  the  Cabinet  He  confers 
with  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  Lord 
Salisbury  in  this  wretched  case,  but  in  a 
case  in  which  perjury  and  forgery  went 
together,  in  which  violence  and  fraud 
kissed  each  other,  he  depended  upon  his 
own  unaided  judgment.  1  think  if  the 
Solicitor  General  were  defending  a 
criminal  in  a  case  like  this,  in  a  case 
where  there  might  happen  to  be  a  con- 
flict of  evidence  batween  two  men,  such 
as  there  is  between  the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,  he  wtuld  consider  the 
probabilities  of  the  case  as  to  where  the 
truth  would  be  likely  to  be.  Did  the 
Attorney  General  act  in  this  way  ?  The 
hon.  Member  for  Noithampton,  when 
there  was  a  conflict  of  testimony  between 
himself  and  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury, 
invited  in  support  of  his  own  case  the 
name  of  a  certain  person.  Now^,  I  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Attorney  General  do  they  know  the  name 
of  that  person  ? 
*SiR  R.  WEBSTER  :  No. 
Mr.  mac  NEILL:  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury know?  [Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  dis- 
sented]. Well,  I  pa«s  it  by,  for  I  fear 
that  if  I  press  the  question  further  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  move  the 
Closure,  having  regard  to  his  sense  of 
duty  to  the  House  and  the  country. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  keeps  locked 
up  in  his  own  breast  the  secret  he 
challenged  an  irresponsible  Irish  Mcm- 
bi?r  of  the  House  to  give  to  the  House 
and  the  country.  Why  did  not  the 
Attorney  General  in  his  investigation  of 
the  truth  take  for  what  it  was  worth 
the  evidence  put  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Nortliampton  ?  Why  did 
he,  a  lawyer  with  30  years  experience 
at  the  Bar,  and  a  high  reputation  in  this 
House,  why  did  he  when  he  rejected 
that  evidence,  reject  it  with  the  blush- 
ing modesty  of  a  young  lady  of  16? 
Why  was  the  good  man  nonplussed? 
Because  ho  knew  that  the  personage 
whom  he  does  not  know  but  whom  he 
strongly  suspects — perhaps  he  has  no 
Mr.  Miic  Keill 


legal  proof,  perhaps  he  only  has  the  name 
of  hear-say — because  he  knows  that  the 
name  being  known  would  at.  once  gpive 
predominance  to  the  truth  of  the  allega- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  for  Korthamp- 
ton.  I  do  not  accuse  Lord  Salisbury  of 
falsehood  ;  I  simply  say  there  is  an  in- 
accuracy of  recollection.  Were  I  called 
upon  to  give  judgment  as  between  the 
testimony  of  Lord  Salisbury  and  the 
testimony  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,  I  should  find  myself  ou 
the  horns  of  a  dilemma.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  has  always 
been  a  very  good  friend,  an  honourable 
and  a  true-hearted  friend  of  ours,  and 
therefore  I  would,  with  all.  my 
heart  and  soul,  believe  him.  Bat, 
on  the  other  hand,  I  would  believe  Lord 
Salisbury  because  he  is  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Peers.  But  I  would  point  out — 
and  I  am  sure  the  Solicitor  General  will 
agree  with  me — that  in  judging  in  a 
conflict  of  testimony  between  these  two^ 
and  if  tho  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
were,  say,  engaged  in  defence  of  the  hon.* 
Member  for  Northampton,  he  would 
naturally,  by  examination,  test  the 
memory  of  Lord  Salisbury.  Suppose  the 
noble  Marquess  in  the  witness-box,  one  of 
the  questions  would  be  : — "  Do  you  re- 
member the  Salisbury-Schouvaloft  Memo- 
randum, the  existence  of  which  you  at  first 
denied,  but  afterwards  confessed,  amid 
the  cheers  of  the  opposite  Party?"  In 
this  matter  of  recollection,  it  would  be 
fair  to  judge  Lord  Salisbury  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  by  their 
antecedents.  I  do  not  impute  inaccuracy 
of  statement  to  hon.  Gentlemen,  but  I 
ask  them,  do  they  know  what  truth  is  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  has 
done  good  service  in  noting  a  difference 
in  the  administration  of  justice  as 
between  rich  and  poor ;  he  has  made  a 
gallant  fight,  and  I  do  not  think  that 
eventually  he  will  get  the  worst  of  it. 
If  for  a  season  wo  are  deprived  of  his 
voice  here,  I  have  no  doubt  it  -will  he 
heard  with  effect  in  speaking  to  the 
Commons  at  lai^e  in  St.  Pancras. 

♦(11.5.)  Mr.  C.  hall  (Canibridge- 
shii  e,  Chesterton) :  I  will  detain  the  House 
but  a  very  few  minutes.  I  was  in  the 
United  States  when  these  occurrences 
took  place,  and  up  to  this  point  I  thought 
it  better  to  leave  to  those  better  qualified 
by  knowledge  to  speak  on  the  matters 
which  form  the  subject  of  this  discussion. 
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I  should  not  have  interposed  noW  but 
for   some   observations    that    fell    from ' 
the    hon.    Member   for   S.    Donegal,   in 
which  he  alluded  to  what  he  called  the 
*'  marvellous  coincidence  "  between  the 
date   of  Lord  Arthur  Somerset  leaving 
London,  and  the  date  of  the  interview 
between  the  Prime  Minister  and  General 
Sir  Dighton  Probyn.     It  is  necessarj  to 
refer  to  the  charge  originally  made  in  this 
respect  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton, for  it  is  practically  repeated  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  S.  Donegal.     Now, 
what    was    this    charge  ?      The   charge 
brought  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton     was,     that     Lord      Salisbury 
having  told  Sir  Dighton  Probyn  that  a 
warrant  would  be  obtained  the  next  day 
or   immediately,    that    information   was 
conveyed  to  Lord  Arthur  Somerset,  who 
left  London  the  same  evening.     The  hon. 
Member  went  on  to  say  that  the   infor- 
mation was  given  with  the  intention  that 
it  should  ba  conveyed  to  Lord  Arthur 
Somerset.       Now,   there   is  no  mistake 
about  that  being  the  allegation  and  I  hope 
by  the  recital  of  a  very  short  statement 
of  facts  to  show  not  only  that  informa- 
tion   was   not    given,   but    that   it   was 
impossible    that    it    should    have   been 
given.       I    will     not    deal     with     the 
question   of  the  honour  of  Sir  Dighton 
Probyn  ;  his  name  is  too  well  known  i/y 
suffer   from   any   attack   from  the  hon. 
Member   for    Northampton,  but   I    will 
show  first  of  all  that  it  is  impossible  that 
the  information  could  have   been  com- 
municated  by   Sir   Dighton    Probyn   to 
Lord  Arthur  Somerset,  or  anyone  on  his 
l)ehalf ;     secondly,    that     Lord    Arthur 
Somerset's  flight  was  the  very  last  thing 
that     any     man     connected    with    the 
liousehold      of       Marlborough       House 
wished.    The  facts  are  simple,  and  I  will 
recite  them  as  far  as  I  can   without  any 
expression    of    feeling.     The    interview 
between  Sir  Dighton  Probyn  and  Lord 
Salisbury  took  place  at  King's  Cross  in 
the  evening.     When  that  interview  was 
over  Sir  Dighton  Probyn  drove  home  to 
dress  for  dinner.     It  was  then  late,  and 
having  dressed  he  wenb  to  his  club  and 
commenced  a  late  dinner.     Before   Sir 
Dighton  Probyn  had  finished  his  dinner, 
and  before  he  had  spoken  to  anyone  on  the 
s'lbject,  Lord  Arthur  Somerset  had  left 
London,  and  it  has  since  been  ascertained 
that  he  gave  orders  to  his  servants  to  have 
liis  things  ready  for  his  leaving  London 
before    the     interview     between     Lord 


Salisbury  and  Sir  Dighton  VMyyn  took 
place.  Now,  if  that  be  the  case  how  can 
it  be  suggested  that  Lord  Arthur 
Somerset*8  flight  was  in  any  wdy  con- 
nected with  any  information  given  by 
Sir  Dighton  Pi*obyn,  or  through  Sir 
Dighton  Prolan  ?  I  have  only  to  a^d  that 
Sir  Dighton  Probyn  and  Lord  Arthur 
Somerset's  Colleagues  in  the  Household 
believed  him  to  be  innocent,  and  it  was 
their  most  anxious  desire  that  he  should 
take  steps  to  clear^  his  character  from 
what  they  believed  base  and  scurrilous  ac- 
cusations made  against  him  ;  and  on  that 
very  day  Sir  Dighton  Probyn  had  urged 
him,  pressed  him,  to  vindicate  his  char-  ^ 
acter,  and  Lord  Somerset  said  he  would 
take  steps  to  do  so.  How,  in  the  face  of 
these  facts,  can  it  be  alleged  that  Sir 
Dighton  Probyn  behaved  as  has  been 
suggested.  I  have  stated  the  facts, 
and  they  speak  for  themselves.  I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  when  these  matters  are 
looked  into,  when  the  facts  are  con- 
sidered dispassionately,  it  will  be  seen 
that  so  far  from  being  true  it  was 
absolutely  impossible  that  Sir  Dighton 
Probyn  could  have  given  information  to 
Lord  Arthur  Somerset,  or  anybody  on 
his  behalf,  before  he  left  London. 

(11.10.)  Mr.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark, 
Mid)  :  I  do  not  personally  take  any 
interest  in  this  matter,  but,  after  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Hall),  it  is  right  that  somebody 
should  say  a  word  on  behalf  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  who  is  not 
here  to  speak  for  himself.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  given  us  a  yevy 
fair  account  of  Sir  Dighton  Probyn's 
experiences  on  the  evening  of  the  inter- 
view with  Lord  Salisbury,  but  he  has 
expressed  some  indignation  that  anybody 
else  should  have  put  things  in  a  contrar}- 
way.  Up  to  the  present  moment,  how- 
ever, we  have  not  heard  any  hon. 
Member  who  is  able  to  speak  so  authori- 
tatively as  the  hon.'  and  learned 
Gentleman.  I  am  glad  to  have  heard 
him  for  several  reasons,  but  especially 
because  just  as  he  was  resuming  his  seat 
he  said  that  his  statement  of  facts  would 
be  borne  out  when  the  thing  came  to  be 
examined.  Now,  it  is  for  this  that  I 
have  risen,  because  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  said  he  wished  for  a  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  matter. 
He  did  not  ask  for  a  decision  as  the 
result  of  this  debate.  He  asked  the 
Government  to  appoint  a   Select   Com- 
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mifctee  for  inquiry.  Now,  from  the  time  the  Gentleman  that  this  gentleman  who  has 
hou.  Member  for  Northampton  sat  down  left  the  country  did  not  leave  in  con- 
many  hours  ago,  the  Government  have  sequence  of  that  interview  because  he 
made  no  answer  whether  they  will  grant  had  arranged  his  departure  before  that 
this  Committee  or  not.  All  we  heard  on  interview  took  place,  I  have  no  doubt 
the  subject  from  the  leader  of  the  House  that  the  statement  was  made  in  good 
was  that  the  matter  ought  to  be  decided  faith,  but,  speaking  as  a  lawyer,  I  should 
to-night,  becaus3  this  was  not  the  sort  of  like  to  have  all  that  kind  of  thing  tested 
thing  the  Government  could  allow  to  by  cross-examination;  it  is  not  to  be 
hang  over  them.  Well,  it  is  rather  hard  settled  by  any  hon.  Member  coming  here 
that  we  should  be  required  to  accept  the  and  giving  us  an  interesting  account  of 
vote  of  a  mechanical  majority  on  a  matter  the  proceedings  of  an  hour  or  two. 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  The  Committee  cannot  decide  fairly 
says  ought  to  be  inquired  into.  upon     the      materials      before      them. 

♦Mr.  C.  hall  :  What  I  said  was,  when  The  Attorney  General  asked  us  to  point 

the  facts  are  looked  into  dispassionately,  ^ut  to  him  anythmg  that  he  had  not 

^r     T^TXTT  TT^T^o    /-.  VL             1.        i^i  awswcrcd  fully,  and  I  must  say  I  do  not 

Mr.  PHILIPPS  :  Quite  so,  when   the  ^^^^^  ^^  ^aa  explained  how  Lord  Salis- 

faxjts  are  dispassionately  looked  into,  but  ^^       ^^^^   ^   ^   ^^^           ^^   ^^^ 

can   that    be    done   by    the  Committee  ^(^^^^  ^^  ^^^      g^  1^^  ^j^  ^^  ^y^^^  ^^ 

to-mght  ?     How   (^n   the   facts   be  best  ^^  ^^^  ^      j      ^^^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^  ^j^^_ 

looked  into?  The  Government,  I  believe,  ^^^j       ^^^  j^^  ^^^^^   ^^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^^ 

do  not  like  Select  Committees ;  perhaps  ^ord  Chancellor's  opinion  was  valuable 

they  would  prefer  a  Royal  Commission.  ^^  ^  ^^^^  ^^  Criminal  Law.     He  says 

The    hon     Member    for     Northampton  ^^  ^^^  ^^  ^^^      ^^-^  ^^  ^^  ^^^^ 

would  prefer  a  Select  Committee,  but  ^ut  he  did  not  say  why  or  when  Lord 

doubt  he  would  be   satisBed  with  any  galisbuiy  was  brought  into  these  tran- 

impartial  tribunal.    The  hon  and  learned  g^ctions.     Why  in  the  world  should  the 

Gentleman  seems  to  take  it  for  granted  p^^^  Minister,  with.  I  should   think, 

that   there   is    gmng  to   be   an   inquiry  work  enough  on  his  hands  be  consulted 

because   he  talked  about  it  when  thes3  ^^^^    ^    criminal     action  ?    There    is 

things  are  inquired  into.  ^^^^^^^  li^^,^  ^^^^  ^^^  Attorney  General 

*Mr.  C.  HALL :  I  must  really  ask  the  did  not  deal  with  and  which  I  vill  recall 

hon.  Member  not  to  misrepresent  me.     I  to  his  recollection.     The  hon.  Member 

«aid  nothing  about  an  inquiry  by  Com-  for   Northampton   mentioned    that   this 

mittee,  or  of  any  sort  wliatever.  gentleman  now  absent  from  the  country 

Mr.    PHILIPPS :    I   took  down   the  left  the  Army  under  somewhat  peculiar 

words,  and    I    thought   the   hon.    and  circumstances.       His     resignation     was 

learned  Gentleman  said  when  these  mat-  accepted,  whereas   the   usual   course   in 

ters   were   looked   into    dispassionately,  such  matters  is  to  issue  a  Gazette  notice 

Well,   surely   that  must  refer  to  some  that   his   services   are    dispensed    with, 

time  other  than  to-night.     One  good  ser-  Whether  that  is  so  or  not  I,  of  my  own 

vice  the  hon.  Member  for   Northampton  knowledge,  cannot  say;  I  only  know  that 

has  done  is  bringing   before   our  notice  such   was   the   statement   made  by  the 

this  very  curious  interview   which   took  hon.    Member    for     Northampton,    and 

place  between   Lord   Salisbury   and  Sir  the  Attorney   General    has   not  said   a 

Dighton  Probyu.      Now,  when  my  hon.  word  about  it   to-night.     These   among 

Fnend  was  making  his  speech  and  gave  other    things    ought    to   be  cleared    up 

im  account  of  this  interview,  I   thought  by  a  Member  of  the  Government  before 

that  this   surely   would  be  denied.     I  we  go  to  a  Division.     It  is  unfair  that 

never  thought  that  any  Member   of  the  we  should  be  called  upon  to  vote  to-night. 

Government  would  admit  that   such   an  It  is  a  very  important  matter  that  people 

interview  had  taken  place  between  the  should   know   why  it  is   that  a  Prime 

Prime  Minister  of  this  country   and   a  Minister    and    other    Members    of    the 

private   individual    in    reference    to    a  Cabinet  should   mix   themselves  up   in 

criminal   prosecution.      I  say  that  inter-  criminal  matters.     We  cannot  detemune 

view,  whichever  account  of  it  you  accept,  these  things  to-night,  and  it  is  because 

that  interview  of  Lord  Salisbury's  show-  these   matters   must   be   inquired  into, 

ing  was  a  very  curious  affair.     As  to  the  because  the  demand  of  the  hon.  Member 

statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned  for  Northampton  for  a  Committee  is 
Mr.  PhUijyjys 
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reasonable,  that  if  the  present  Mution  is 
carried  to  a  Division  1  Bhall  support  it. 

(1.1.20.)  Mk,  JAMES  ROWLANDS 
(Finsbtiry,  E.) :  I  am  the  first  of  the 
Metropolitan  Members  to  speak  upoa  a 
matter  upon  which  London  ia  apecially 
concerned.  I  am  not  goinff  into  the 
wIioIb  oontrorersj  that  has  oocnpied  the 
evening;  I  regret  that  the  hon.  Member 
who  introduced  the  matter  ia  not  here  to 
bring  it  to  an  issue  :  but  what  I  wiah  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Government  to 
is  that  they  have  not  awd  one  word  ex- 
pressing their  opinion  as  to  an  inquiry. 
Let  me  ask  them  seriously  to  consider 
this,  1  apeak  with  some  knowledge  of 
wliat  haa  been  in  the  [lublii;  mind  in 
London  during  the  autumn  and  winter, 
The  ]>eople  of  London  have  had  a  great 
scandal  in  their  midst,  and  in  con- 
nection witb  this  scandal  many  rumours 
have  been  going  iibont,  growing  as 
rumours  do  until  they  took  shape  that 
has  filled  the  public  mind  with  anxiety. 
.  The  names  of  many  infiuential  persona 
liave  been  mixed  up  in  matters  with 
which  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  is  ooneerned,  and  in  the 
public  interest  it  is  necessary  that  tliose 
matters  should  be  cleared  up.  I  ask  the 
Government  to  consider,  can  they  grant 
this  inquiry — whether  thore  ia  any- 
thing in  the  allegations  freely  made  out- 
side or  noti  Let  the  thing  be  sifted. 
Let  the  worst  be  known — -let  public  con- 
fidence be  restored.  One  thing  there  is 
that  fills  the  public  mind  with  anxiety. 
I  do  not  say  it  is  true,  but  it  has  been 
forced  on  the  attention  of  the  people  of 
London,  that,  owing  to  the  intervention  of 
the  liiglier  authorities,  the  police  have  not 
been  permitted  to  perform  their  duty  in 
connection  with  Uieae  cases.  It  is  a 
most  serious  charge  to  make,  and  I  do 
not  say  it  is  tme,  but  bring  it  to  the  light 
of  day,  aud  Lf  it  is  only  wild  rumour  show 
that  it  has  no  foundation  in  fact.  Let 
US  have  it  searched  into  and  settled  once 
for  all.  T  know  the  rumour  has  great 
hold  ou  the  public  mind  iu  London. 
Even  this  evening  after  listening  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton and  the  reply  of  the  Attorney 
General,  one  cannot  help  noticing  in  con- 
nection with  the  action  of  the  police 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member,  that  there 
was  not  an  answer  from  the  Attorney 
General  as  to  whether  t!ie  best  ijossibk- 
means  were  taken  to  bring  the  criminalii 
to  justice.  The  whole  nuestioii  cannntbc 
VOL.  CCCXLL    [fmRD  bebixs.] 


settledbya  Vote  in  tliia  House.  Whether 
the  majority  against  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  be  lai^s  or  small,  it 
will  leave  the  public  mind  exactly  where 
it  was  before.  No  one  who  was  id 
London  through  the  autumn  could  have 
failed  to  recognise  tljat  these  scandals 
have  produced  a  great  effect  on  the 
public  mind.  The  wildest  rumours  are 
prevalent ;  let  us  for  Heaven's  sake  know 
what  is  the  truth.  I  earnestly  urge  the 
Government  again  to  agree  to  an  inquiry 
in  order  to  restore  public  confidence. 

•(!  1.25.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  under- 
stand that  it  is  deliberately  suggested  by 
t!ie  hon.  mombor  that  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  or  some  similar  body, 
should  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
truthor  falaehoodof  the  rumours  that  have 
prevailed  iu  connection  with  these  charges 
— that  is  to  say,  that  the  names  of  a 
number  of  gentlemen,  or  rather  of  per- 
sons, because  all  people  are  equal  before 
tlie  law,  who,  according  to  the  opinion 
that  is  entertained  by  the  Law  OfBeera  of 
the  Grown,  have  been  falsely  accused 
should  be  dragged  before  the  Committee 
or  other  body  appointed  to  carry  out  the 
inquiiy,  and  that  they  should  be  pilloried 
and  gibbeted,  and  perha[M  injured  and 
mined  for  life  by  the  institution  of  in- 
quiry into  the  truth  or  falsehood  of  these 
rumonra.  Well,  I  think  that  a  Govern- 
ment who  nndertook  to  authorise  such 
an  inquiry  of  such  a  character  would  be 
guilty  of  the  g-.catest  possible  wrong  to 
a  number  of  persons  against  whom,  ac- 
cording to  the  information  that  hae  been 
received,  no  sort  of  evidence  exists.  1 
will  Biiy  at  once  that  the  Goverunient 
will  not  be  a  party  to  such  a  proceeding. 
I  can  also  say  that  wc  rely  upon  the 
compleieucHS  and  fulness  of  the  answer 
given  by  the  Attorney  General,  and  that 

re  claim  the   judgment   of   the    House 

.lion  the  matter. 

(11.27.)  Ma.  J.  ROWLANDS:  I  did 
not  wish  to  interrupt  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  while  he  was  speaking,  but 
he  b'B  made  such  a  jiarody  of  my  state- 
ment that  I  must  explain.  Nobody 
aaked  that  any  persons  should  be  pil- 
loried or  gibbeted.  We  have  had  a 
distinct  statement  made  us  on  a  matter 
of  fact  that  tho  police  wore  not  so 
active  as  they  might  htivc  been,  because 
the  higher  authorities  checked  them. 
That  is  the  question  I  urge  should  bi.' 
inqnircd  into.  No  miiai  in  his  senses 
luld  pnipusi-'  tliat  all  the  uunius 
3  M 
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to  Atbss  and  nflGrwards  cHoed  nt 
his  club,  both  importiuit  occupations, 
but  lie  did  not  come  iuto  personal 
ountact  with  Lord  Artlior  Som*enol. 
But  tlie  principU:!  qneBtJon  is,  what 
commniiiuation  Imd  Sir  Dighton  Probyn 
with  Lord  A.  Somerset  after  tbe  inter- 
view with  Lord  Salisbury  T 
*Mb,  C.  hall  :  I  stated  distinctly  tliat 
hr;  never  communicated  directly  or  in- 
directly with  Lord  Arthur  Somerset  or 
anybody  on  his  boliatf. 

Me.  mac  NKILL:  It  is  perfectly 
certain  that  Lord  Arthur  Somerset  was 
able  fo  find  out  the  i-eault  of  the  interview. 

(11.34.)  Dr.  TANNER:  Afttr  the 
discussion  which  has  taken  place  in 
tbe  House  this  evening,  I  think  people 
outside  will  ask  themselves  "What  is 
it  that  the  Government  wish  to  bide ) " 
Not  BO  long  ago,  when  ehsrges  and  nllegR- 
tiona  were  made  against  us,  we  were 
asked  why  we  would  not  g<.<  before  a 
Court  of  Justice,  and  now  I  am  inclined 
to  ask  why  the  Government  do  not  pro- 
pose tbe  appointment  of  ii  CommiBsion 
to  inqniro  into  the  charges  brungbt 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  NortJi- 
ampton.  The  Attorney  Geneml  may 
smile  and  smile,  and  smile  again,  but 
growing  accustomed  to  Ilia  smilee 
I  want  to  know,  seeing  that  tbcae 
cbat^os  have  been  made  in  tlie  strongest 
possible  way,  what  it  is  that  the  respou* 
Bible  Ministers  of  the  Crown  are  trying 
to  hide.  I  think  tbe  Govvnimcnt  have  put 
in  a  poor,  shabby,  paltry,  and  mean 
defence.  Lord  Arthur  Somerset,  ngHinst 
whom  these  abominable  chaises  srti 
made,  is  a  member  of  the  aristocntcy  ;  be 
held  a  liigb  position,  and  I  want  to  know 
what  was  done  to  prevent  him  escaping 
from  justice.  Just  compirc  the  action 
of  tbe  Butborities  in  this  matter  with 
their  action  in  regard  to  persons  snapecfeed 
of  offending  against  the  Coercion  Act  in 
Ireland.  Why,  in  my  own  oiso,  when  I 
was  served  with  a  summoua  for  telling 
the  truth,  tbe  whole  truth,  and  nothine 
the  trutb,  a  big  force  iiI 
police  WHS  employed  to  serve  the 
docnment,  although  it  was  only 
ordinary  civil  proceeding  not  even 
arising  under  the  Coercioii  Act.  Hon. 
Members  who  wish  to  address  their  con- 
stituents in  Ireland  are  dogged  all  over 
the  place,  but  the  course  taken  is 
different  when  a  member  of  the  aris- 
tocracy is  concerned,  although  ho 
be  accused  of  a  most  abominable  u 


associated  with  mraours  should 
brought  to  light  and  be  gibbeted  ;  I  only 
mentioned  the  disquieting  effect  of  ai 
impression  that  action  taken  by  thi 
Government  had  prevented  that  being 
done  by  the  police  which  coiild  bave  been 
done.  With  all  respect  to  the  Attorney 
General  bis  statement  will  not  be 
satisfactory  to  the  people  of  London. 
One  effect  it  certainly  will  bave,  to 
strengthen  our  determination  to  have 
the  control  of  our  own  police,  and  take 
it  from  the  Home  Office. 

Mb.  PICTON  :  The  right  hon.  Gentle 
man  bas  entirely  misinterpreted  the 
object  with  which  thin  question 
been  brought  on.  It  is  not  rumi 
with  which  the  proposed  Committee 
would  concern  itself,  but  the  action 
or  inaction  of  tbe  authorities  — 
surely  a  proper  subject  to  bring. before  a 
Conunittee.  No  innocent  man  need  fear 
being  gibbeted  by  tbe  inquiry.  If  tbe 
name  of  any  person  falsely  accused  contes 
up  before  the  Committee,  ho  will  have 
the  opportunity  of  clearing  himself.  No 
harm  can  come  to  the  innocent  person, 
bat  if  tbe  guilty  escape  it  is  a  curse  to 
the  whole  nation. 

(11.2?.)  Mr.  MACNEILL:  I  am 
most  ansious  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Hall) 
should  not  have  a  false  impression 
of  what  I  said  earb'er.  I  simply 
said  it  was  a  remarkable  coincidence — 
and  I  only  put  it  asa  matter  of  comment — 
a  remarkable  coincidence  that  the  flight 
of  Lord  Arthur  Somerset  took  place  on 
the  self  same  day  as  that  memorable 
interview  between  the  two  friends.  Lord 
Salisbury  and  Sir  Digbton  Probyn,  an 
interview  which  seems  likely  to  become 
as  famous  as  the  Parnell-Camarvon 
interview.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber says — and  I  believe  him — that  Sir 
Digbton  Probyn  in  no  way  bad  aoy 
communication  with  Lord  Arthur  Somer- 
set between  the  interview  with  Lord 
Salisbury  and  tbe  flight  of  Lord  Arthnr 
Somerset.  But  it  is  remarkable,  and  it 
is  a  fact  we  did  not  know  before,  that 
Sir  Dighton  Probyn  came  straight  from 
an  interview  with  Lord  Arthur  Somer- 
set to  the  interview  with  Lord  Salisbury, 
He  saw  Lord  Salisbury  at  some  railway 
station  on  the  day  of  his  last  interview 
with  Lord  Arthur  Somerset,  and  then 
the  bon.  Msmber,  in  a  short  description 
of  the  habits  of  Sir  Dighton  Probyn, 
told  as  how  that  gentleman  went  home 
Jfr,  J.  £owlatidii 
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Why  not  give  tbo  people  an  opportunity 
oE  forming  their  opinion  ou  this  mfttter! 
1  should  have  thonght  thut,  in  the 
interests  of  juBtice  nnd  fair- pi  ay,  we 
should,  instead  of  this  conspiracy  of 
BileuL'e,  liavo  hiid  some  answer  from  the 
n'Bjionsible  and  paid  minions  who  are  iit 
present  decoratiug  the  Front  Bench 
opposite. 

(11.38.)  Mb.  PICTON  :  Inndorstfind 
the  question  before  the  Committee  is 
whplher  the  wLoli'  Vote  on  Account 
shiill  be  [tassedf  At  present  we  have 
not  had  an  oppiirtunity  of  discossing  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  in  error,  Tlie  question  now 
bi'fiire  the  Coinniittee  is  the  rednotion 
moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ain|)toii. 

Mr.  PICTON  :  When  a  Division  is 
taken  on  tbe  reduction  shall  we  still 
b,4  able  to  dlscusH  other  points  in  con- 
nection with  the  Vote  on  Account  1 

The  CHAIRJLAN  :  Tes. 

Mb.  PICTON:  I  do  not  think  the 
question  liae  an  yet  been  thoroughly 
diHOnHsed,  and  I  therefore  move  that  yon 
Ail  now  report  Progress. 

(11.40)  Question  put,  "  ITiat  the 
Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask 
leave  Iti  sit  again." — {Mr.  I'k'Uin.) 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  82  ; 
Noes  202.— (See  Div.  List,  No.  19.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  a  i 
not  exci^eding  £3,725,003,  be  granted  for 
the  said  Services." 

Whereuiwn,  Mr,  William  Heni'y  Smith 
rose  in  his  pla<*,  and  claimed  to  move, 
■•  That  the  Question  be  now  put ;"  bnt  the 
Clioirman  withheld  his  assent,  and  de- 
clined then  to  put  tlmt  Quenfcion. 

(11..-.3.)  Mh.  COBB  (Warwickshire, 
Rugby) :  I  only  wish  to  make  a  few 
remarks.     I  was  glad  to  hear  the  hon. 

Member  for  Cambridgeshire  tell  nsforthe 
first  time  in  this  discussion  of  the  inter- 
view between  Sir  Dighton  Probyn  and 
tiofd  Salisbury.  He  said  Lord  Salisbury 
had  no  intention  whatever  of  giving  iu- 
fornMitioii  to  any  one  that  a  warrant  was 
to  be  issued  for  the  apprehension  of 
Lord  Arthur  Somerset.  I  do  not  pre- 
sume to  dive  into  the  intentions  of  the 

Prime  Minister 

•Mb.  C.  HALL:  I  never  said  one  word 
about  Lord  Salisbury's  intentions.  1 
never  referred  to  them.  I  simply  quoted 
tho  remarks  of   the  bon.  Member  for 


Northampton.  Hii  said  it  was  intended 
that  the  information  nhonld  be  communi- 
cated to  Lord  Arthur  Somerset.  I  siiid 
nothing  as  to  what  Lord  Salisbury's  inlcn- 

Mb.  COBB  :  I  should  be  sorry  to  in 
any  way  misrepresent  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  He  Uild  ug  tliat 
fifter  the  interview  Sir  Dighton  Proliyii 
weut  home  to  dress  for  ditiner, 
and  then  went  straight  to  his 
Club.  The  only  assurance  we  liave  got 
is  that  he  did  not  communicate  either 
directly  or  indirectly  with  Lord  Arthur 
Somerset  or  any  one  on  his  behalf.  But 
we  have  not  been  informed  whether  Sir 
Dighton  Probyn  told  any  one  that  evening 
what  Lord  Salisbury  had  said  to  him. 
If  he  did,  it  is  quite  possible  that  witliout 
any  intention  ou  his  part  to  communicate 
directly  or  indirectly  with  Lord  Arthur 
Somerset,  the  information  may  have  got 
to  Lord  Arthur  Somerset  through  some 
third  person.  We  have  been  told  that 
Lord  Arthur's  luggage  was  packed  in 
readiness  for  his  flight  before  tlie  inter- 
view between  Lord  Salisbury  and  Sir 
Dighton  Probyn  took  place.  But  is  it 
not  probable  that  a  man,  knowing  the 
position  in  which  he  was  placed  and  the 
crime  he  had  committed,  would  have 
everything  ready  to  go  away  directly  he 
heard  that  a  summons  was  out  against 
him  7  I  take  no  interest  in  the  facts  of 
this  case,  but  I  am  interested  in  ascer- 
taining whether  the  law  is  administered 
impartially  to  rich  and  to  poor.  1  think 
we  are  carrying  on  this  discussion  under 
great  disadvantageM  in  consequence  of 
the  aliaence  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Nortliampton,  and  I  hold  that  we  ought 
to  have  furtlicr  time  to  debate  this  Vote 
on  Account,  as  there  are  other  questions 
which  we  desire  to  raise.  I  therefore 
think  I  should  not  bo  doing  my  duty  to 
my  constituents  if  1  did  not  move  that 
you  now  leave  the  Chair. 

(11.57.)  The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon. 
Member  is  under  a  complete  misappre- 
hension. The  Vote  can  be  discussed 
even  if  the  present  question  is  dis- 
posed of. 

Motion  made,  "  That  the  Chairman  do 
now  leave  the  Chair.'' — {Mt.  Cobb.) 

But  the  Chairman,  being  of  opinion 
that  the  Motion  was  an  abase  of  the 
Rules  of  the  House,  declined  to  propose 
the  Question  thereupon  to  the  Com- 
mittee. 
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(11.58.)  Mr.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Mona- 
ghan,  N.)  :  1  desire  to  support  the  re- 
duction of  the  Vote.  We  have  fre- 
quently been  told  that  equal  laws  are 
applied  to  Ireland  and  to  England. 
Recently,  when  we  complained  of  the 
Statute  of  Edward  III.  being  put  in 
operation  in  Ireland,  we  were  tolAby  the 
Home  Secretary  that  it  could  be  put  in 
force  also  in  England.  Within  the  last 
few  days  we  have  seen  a  venerable 
pastor  in  Ireland  and  a  lot  of  his 
parishioners 

(11.59.)  Mr.  FoKREST  Fulton  rose  in 
his  place  and  claimed  to  move,  "  That  the 
Question  he  now  put." 

(1 2.2.)  Question  put,  "  That  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  put  :" — The  Committee 
divided  : — Ayes  1  Of)  ;  Noes  7H. — (Div. 
List,  No.  20.) 

Question  put  accordingly,  "That  a 
sum,  not  exceeding  £3,725,003,  be 
granted  for  the  said  Service." 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  beg  to  say 
that  no  division  was  challenged,  Mr. 
Courtney. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  When  you  declared 
the  Ayes  had  it  that  declaration  was  not 
cliallenged. 

The  chairman  :  I  heard  it  chal- 
lenged. 

(12.10.)  The  Committee  divided  :— 
Ayes  GG  ;  Noes  206.— (Div.  List,  No.  21 .) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

It  being  after  Midnight,  and  Objection 
being  taken  to  Further  Pn)ceeding,  the 
Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make  his 
report  to  the  House. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

SUPPLY- REPORT. 
Resolutions  [27th  February]  reported. 

Civil    Services  and 
Revenue    Departments,    1889 — 90. 

Class  VI. 

1.  *'That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £8,101,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3Ibl 
day  of  March,  1890,  for  Superannuation  and 
Retired  Allowances." 

2.  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£828,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the 
Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pavment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 


March,  1890,  in  aid  of  the  Local  Cost  of  Haio* 
tenance  of  Pauper  Lunatics  in  Scotland*" 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 

COUNTY  COUNCILS  ASSOCIATION 
EXPENSES  BILL.  (No.  152.) 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

PROSECUTION  OF  OFFENCES  ACTS, 
1879  AND  188*. 

Address  for — 

<*  ][letum  showing  the  working  of  the  Regu- 
lations made  in  18^6  for  carrying  out  the 
Prosecution  of  Offences  Acts,  1879  and  1884, 
with  Statistics  setting  forth  the  Number. 
Nature,  Costs,  and  Results  of  the  Proceedings 
instituted  by  the  Director  in  accordance  with 
those  Regulations,  from  the  1st  day  of  January 
1889  to  the  31st  day  of  December  1889  (in 
continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  38, 
of  Session  1889)."-  (Mr,  Stuart^  Wortley,) 

HOP  INDUSTRY. 

Ordered,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap* 
pointed  to  inquire  into  the  causes  which  have 
produced  the  steady  decrease  in  the  acreage  of 
land  under  Hop  cultivation,  and  the  serious 
displacement  of  labour  occasioned  thereby,  and 
to  report  as  to  the  best  means,  if  any,  of 
providing  a  remedy. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  do  consist  of 
Seventeen  Members. 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated 
of,— Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  Mr.  Agg-Gardner 
Mr.  Biddiilph,  Mr.  Channing,  Sir  Gu«€r 
Hunter,  Mr.  Edward  KnatchbuU-Hugessen, 
Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  Sir  Edmund  Lecbmere, 
Sir  Roper  Lethbridge,  Mr.  Long,  Mr.  Jasper 
More,  Mr.  Norton,  Mr.  0*Eeefife,  Mr.  Pomfret, 
Sir  Henry  Roscoe,  Mr.  Stack,  and  Mr.  Brook- 
Held. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum.*'— (ifr. 

Akera-Douglas,) 

MO  T I  0  NS, 


ARMY  AND  NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

ARRANGEMENT   OF   VOl'ES. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoBed, 

**  That  the  Statement  laid  before  the  House, 
showing  the  changes  in  the  Arrangement  of 
Votes  made  in  the  Estimates  for  1890-91,  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  Public  Accounts.*' 
— (^fr.  Jackson,) 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  Mr. 
Speaker  ruled  this  evening  that  the 
functions  of  the  Public  Accounts  Com- 
mittee are  strictly  limited  by  the 
Standing  Order;  and  as  the  Committee 
will   require    a    special    instraction,     I 
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work  thiown  on  its  liands  every  jcai* 
already. 
*(12.35.)  Thr  chancellor  of  the 
EXCHEQUER  (Mr.  Co-schen,  St. 
Oeorge's,  Hanover  Squai-e) :  My  hon. 
nd  (Mr.  Jackson)  was  under  the 
impression  that  he  wbb  acting  afscording 
to  the  views  of  the  Oiairman  of  the 
Pu'biio  Accoanta  Cominiltee  in  the  course 
he  hns  taken.  We  1^  no  means  wish  to 
oppose  the  feeling  of  the  Committee  in 
the  matter,  and  we  will  postpone  the 
Motion  for  two  or  three  days.  In  the 
meantime,  we  will  consult  the  Chairnian 
and  Members  of  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  to  see  wliether  we  can  a^ree 
upon  a  referenee. 

Question  pat,  and  agreed  to. 


luld  aak  the  hon.  Gentlemau  to  witli- 
draw  tho  present  Motion,  and  put  one  on 
the  Paper  sufficient  for  the  purpose. 

The  SRCRETAUr  ro  the  TREASURY 
(Mr,  Jackson,  Leeda,  N.) :  1  have  been 
in  oonsuitation  this  evening  as  to  the 
form  whifh  will  best  carry  out  the  inten- 
tions of  the  House  expressed  to-day. 
I  have  consulted  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chairman  of  the  Pnblic 
Accounts  Committee,  and  it  is  hin 
■w  that  the  reference  to  the  Com- 
mittee must,  of  course,  be  limited 
by  the  functions  of  the  Committee  m 
defined  by  the  Standing  Order.  I  hope 
tiiat  explanation  will  satisfy  hon.  Ofn- 
tlemeu.  I  will  endeavour  as  far  as 
r  can  tn  give  effect  to  the  wish  of  the 
House  OS  expressed  to-day,  and  io  net 
with  the  concurrence  of  the  Chairman 
of  the  Public  Accounts  Committee. 

(12.31.)  Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.):  The  hon.  Gentleman  has 
entirely  missed  the  force  of  the  olijection 
ui^ed  by  the  Public  Accounts  Committee 
themselves,  namely,  that  tlio  Committee 
s  at  present  constituted  are  not  empow. 
ered  to  deal  with  such  a  subject  as  this, 
and  that  a  special  Resolution  would  be 
required  to  enable  them  to  deal  with  it. 
Both  the  Publio  Accounts  Committee 
and  the  Committee  on  Estimates  Proce- 
dure, of  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  was  a  member, 
liave  recommended  that  any  change  in 
the  form  of  the  Estimates  should  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  approval  of  the  House, 
and  not  referred  to  the  Pnblic  Accounts 
Committee.  If  this  matter  be  refei-red 
to  the  Public  Accounts  Committee  we 
shall  not  be  able  to  deal  with  it  except 
aa  far  as  it  deals  with  mattem  of  mere 
account. 

(12..33.)  Mb.  LANE  (Cork  Co.,  E.)  ;  I 
would  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
and  the  Chancellorof  the  Exchequer  in  thi 
interests  ofpublic  business  tore-consider 
tlieir  decision  in  this  matter.  If  the 
account  be  referred  to  the  Publit 
Accounts  Committee  in  its  present  shape 
we  shall  merely  be  compelled  to  send  a 
second  Report  down  to  the  House,  such 
as  we  have  sent  this  week  already. 
Unless  the  reference  be  accompanied  by 
a  special  instruction  from  the  House,  th 
result  will  be  the  wasting  of  a  week  of 
the  public  time  and  a  day  of  the  time 
of  the  Committee,    which    has    enough 


Copy  presented  accordingly;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

ADJOUHNJIEN  r. 

On  the  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  House, 

Mb.  SHAW  LBFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central)  said  :  1  wish  to  ask  when  the 
Vote  on  Account  will  be  taken  again  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON;  I  have  put  it  down 
for  Monday  ;  but  it  will  not  be  tflken  on 
Monday. 

JRELAND-THE  CLONGOREY 
PRieONGRS. 
Mb.  sexton  :  I  regret,  Sir,  that  the 
Government  has  not  considered  the 
urgent  case  of  the  Clongorey  prisoners  : 
but  perhajjs  tlie  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attfirney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Madden)  will  now  he  able  to  make  a 
statement.  The  House  is  aware  that 
the  tenant  on  the  estate  agreed  that  some 
of  her  outhouses,  which  were  her  own 
property,  should  be  enlarged  for  the  pur- 
pose of  affording  shelter  to  a  number  of 
evicted  tenants  who  were  in  a  poor  and 
friendless  condition.  The  agent  of  the 
estate  made  an  affidavit,  to  the  effect  tliat 
the  enlargement  involved  nnlawfnl 
waste.  The  Act  of  1860  defines  the 
manner  in  which  the  summons  shall  be 
served.  It  must  be  served  on  the  occu- 
pier or  posted  on  the  principal  door  of 
the  dwelling.  It  was  not  served  in  either 
way  ;  and  the  precept  was  not  sent  at 
all  to  the  workmen  who'  were  employed. 
The  Government  acted  under  a  complete 
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le,  ami  on  the 

impi-oiN.Tly 
they    pl^weelled   wit,li 


miaapptvlieniiion  i 
insufficient     bosis 

iirrciBt,  llie  linndcutRng,  nnd  tlu' 
liouspbrtaking.  Tliree  l»itelies  of 
prisonerfi  were  iirreKtt'd.  Tlit-  Hrst 
bitch  WM  ciUed  uii  to  answer  u  rliarge 
of  disobi'j'ing  the  precept,  niid  the  second 
B,  cbai^  of  uiiLiwful  iLssembly.  In  tlie 
cose  of  the  third,  which  included  Father 
KinsetUi,  the  magistrate  did  not  proceed 
to  any  action  on  the  charge,  but,  in  de- 
fnalt  of  bail,  sentenced  them  toimprtsnn- 
tnent  for  two  months — which  was  doable 
the  tDiucimum  term  to  which  they  maid 
have  been  sentenced  under  tlie  precept. 
The  first  liatch  was  brought  up  (he  liwy 
before  yeaterdiiy  before  two  Castle  resi- 
dent magistrates.  It  turned  out  thtit 
the  preeept  lind  not  been  duly  served, 
and  the  Government  .lustices  agreed  that 
the  case  fell  to  the  ground.  The  Oo- 
Ternment  counsel  nsked  tluit  ii  caxi' 
might  be  stated.  Tlie  curious  thing  is 
tluit  when  we  luk  for  n  case  to  be  stated 
we  very  rarely  get  it ;  but  in  this 
instance  the  application  was  granted, 
and  the  proceedings  weri-  adjourned  for 
two  montlis.  The  defendants  went  free, 
and  the  mses  pending  were  adjourned 
fur  two  months.  The  second  batch  was 
tried  yestt-rday  and  tojiiy,  the  Court 
iKting  again  composed  of  two  stipendiary 
magistrates.  In  the  event,  one  of  the 
magistrates  held  that  there  n-as  no 
cane  against  the  accused,  and  the  other 
ttiok  the  contrary  view.  The  resnll  was 
that  the  men  went  free.  The  third 
batch  of  prisoners  were  brought  before  i 
solitary  nutgistrnte,  Tbey  n^ked  to  havi 
a  cjige  stated  on  this  very  point  of 
whether  the  precept  was  duly  served. 
The  magistrate  refiLsed  to  state  u  case,  and 
i«lU'd  on  them  to  give  bail.  They  di 
clined  to  give  bait,  were  sent  to  prison 
for  two  months,  and  are  suffering 
prisonment  now.  I  am  not  competent, 
rtnd  not  disposed,  to  go  into  this  question 
in  itfl  strictly  legal  axpeets  ;  but  I  woald 
ask  tiie  Government  whether  it  is  de- 
sirable that  this  priest  uud  these  IT 
men  should  be  detaiued  in  prison  when 
if  the  same  procedure  had  been  adopted 
in  their  case  as  in  the  case  of  the  oth'er.i 
thi'y  would  have  heeu  free  at  thi'  present 
moment.  I  hope  the  Government  will 
be  able  to  see  their  way  to  order  the  re- 
lease of  the  third  batch  of  prisoners. 
Sfr.  Sexton 


'(12, *3)  TheCHIKK  SKCECTA-RY 
II  IHKLAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Baliol-r, 
Manchester,  East) :  The  hon.  GcDtlomnn 
imported  into  this  i|uesLion  certain 
fouti-ovierBia]  elements  which,  under 
r  eiroumstancfS,  I  should  linvt; 
thought  it  my  duty  to  reply  to.  I  tliinlc 
that  at  this  lat«  hour  I  can  pass  them  by. 
md  I  am  far  from  couiphuiiing, 
ipcaking  generally,  of  the  tone  of  Ute 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech.  The  nnnlysis 
of  facts  which  llie  hon,  Oeiitleman 
has  brought  6)rward  is  one  wliioli 
appears  to  me  to  be  snbstiintially  anni- 
rote.  It  ia  a  Fort  tliat  two  hatcheit  of 
thesu  people  have  lieen  released,  in  une 
case  because  the  Court  thought  the 
preceirt  had  not  been  prnjicrly  served, 
and  in  the  other  because  the  member*  of 
the  Court  differed  on  the  point  whether 
there  tias  unlawfnl  assembly  or  not. 
On  lx(th  grounds  a  case  has  been  stated 
to  a  Superior  Court,  and  I  am  far  from 
saying  that  my  opinion  is  adverse  to  the 
action  originally  taken.  But  no  doobt 
the  substantial  conclusion  ia  that  two 
batches  of  men  are  free  at  this  moment 
and  the  others  are  in  prison.  The  two 
batches  released  cannot  be  tried  ftfresh 
for  two  months,  and  an  interval 
indefinite  lengtli  must  elapse  before 
we  can  leam  on  proper  authority 
whether  or  not  the  precept  was  proper^ 
served.  Of  course,  if  no  action  wen- 
tuken  in  the  matter  tlie  persons  im- 
prisoned under  the  Statute  of  Gdwftrd 
III.  would  nndoibtedly  remain  in  priaon 
during  all  that  time,  with  the  possibility 
that  at  the  end  of  that  time  it  might  ha 
held  that  the  precept  was  improp(^rly 
served,  and  therefore  the  root  at  tjie 
action  of  the  magistnvtes  was  not  Mip- 
porteil  bj  reason  or  by  law.  Under 
these  eircnmstances,  I  shall  take  the 
op[>ortunity  to-morrow  of  consulting  my 
noble  Friend  the  Ixird  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  as  to  whether  tome  steps  nmj 
not  be  taken  for  the  purpose  of  relenaing 
the  persons  8lill  confine<l  to  prison,  i 
hope  that  answer  will  content  the  hon. 
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HOUSE      OF      LORDS, 
Monday,  3rd  March,  1890. 


SAT  FIRST. 

Lord  Ampthill,  after  the  death  of  his 
father. 

COUNTY  COUNCILS  ASSOCIATION 
EXPENSES  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1*  > 
to  be  printed;  and  to  be  read  2*  on 
Thursday  next. — {The  Lord  Herachell.) 
(No.  32.) 

INDIAN  COUNCILS  BILL.-(No.  28.) 
SECOND  BEADING. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  noble  Viscount  the  Secre- 
tary   of   State    for   India    whether    he 

would  postpone  the  Second  Reading  of 
his  Bill  to  Thursday  next,  because, 
unfortunately,  the  Papers  he  promised 
have  not  yet  reached  us  ;  ab  all  events,  I 
have  not  seen  them,  nor  has  my  noble 
Friend  behind  me. 

*The    secretary  op    STATE    fob 

INDIA  (Viscount  Cross)  :  With  regard 

to  the  Papers  to  which  my  noble  Fiiend 

refers,   I  am   sorry   there    should   have 

been  any  mistake  made.  But  I 
should  like  to  explain  to  the  House, 
because  I  think  it  ought  to  be  known, 
that  they  were  sent  to  the  Queen's 
Printers  early  last  week.  I  had  a  copy 
of  them  in  my  hand  last  night,  and  I 
had  been  told  distinctly  that  they  would 
be  delivered  on  Saturday  morning.  It 
was  my  desire  that  that  should  be  done, 
as  the  discussion  upon  the  Bill  was 
coming  on.  It  is  quite  clear.some  mistake 
has  been  made  in  the  matter,  and  I  can 
only  say  that  I  had  nothing  to  do  with 
it.  I  will,  of  course,  postpone  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  to  Thursday  next  as 
the  noble  Earl  desires. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I  need 
hardly  say  that  I  am  quite  satisfied  the 
delay  in  delivering  the  Papers  has  arisen 
from  an  accident. 

Second  Reading  put  ofE  till  Thursday 

next. 

VOL.  CCCXLL      [thibd    sbrms.] 


THE  WEST  END  SCANDALS- 
PERSONAL  EXPLANATION— THE 
MARQUESS  OF  SALISBURY. 

The  PRIME  MINISTER  and  SECRE- 
TARY    OF     STATE    FOB    FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  : 
My  Lords,  before  the   business   of   the 
House  is  proceeded  with,  I  wish  to  make 
one  or  two  remarks  in  reference  to  a 
matter  with  regard  to  which  I  see  that 
my  conduct  has  been  called  in  question  in 
the  other  House.     My  Lords,  it  is  said 
that  I  met  Sir  Dighton  Probyn  with  the 
view  of  enabling  a  person  who  was  ex- 
posed   to    a    serious  charge   to    escape 
from     justice.      My  meeting  with   Sir 
Dighton     Probyn      happened     in     this 
wise.     I   was    coming   from    France — 
I   think   it  was  on  the    18th   October. 
When    I  landed  at    Dover   I   found  a 
telegram  from  Sir  Dighton  Probyn  asking 
if  he  could  see  me  in  London.     I  had  no 
notion  what  it  was  about — I  imagined  it 
had  something  to  do  with  Foreign  Office 
business  connected  with  the  journeys  of 
the  Prince  of  Wales.     I  replied  that  I 
should   be   passing   through  Town,   and 
that    he   would  find  me   at  the   Great 
Northern  Railway  Station  in    time  for 
the  7  o'clock  train.  I  missed  the  7  o'clock 
train,  but  I  arrived  in  time  for  the  half- 
past  7  train,   and  Sir   Dighton   Probyn 
came   to  me  there.     He  then  informed 
me  what  he  wanted  to  do  was  to  ask 
whether  there  was  any  ground  for  certain 
charges   which  had  been  made  in  the 
newspapers  against  sundry  persons  whom 
he  named.     My  reply  was,  that  so  far  as 
I  knew,  there  was  no  ground  whatever 
for     them,     no     vestige     of      evidence 
against  anyone  except  one  person,  whose 
name  it  is  not  necessary  I  should  men- 
tion,  and   I  said  that,  as   against   that 
person,  I  understood  that  the  evidence 
was  not  thought  to  be  sufficient  in  the 
judgment  of  those  whose  business  it  was 
to  decide.     I  think  I  added — but  of  that 
I  am  not  quite  certain — that  rumours 
had  reached  me  that   further  evidence 
had  been  obtained,  but  I  did  not  know 
what    its    character    was.      My    Lords, 
I  am    not    ashamed    to    say  that    that 
is   all   I    recollect    of    a    casual    intor- 
view    for    which   I   was   in   no   degree 
prepared,  to  which  I  did  not  attach  the 
slightest  importance,  and  of  which  I  took 
no   notes   whatever.      The  train  started 
very   toon   nfterwarcls.      The    interview 
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was  brief  and  hurried;  and,  as  far  as  I 
know,  the  rest  of  the  conversation  prin- 
cipallj  consisted  of  expressions  on  the 
part  of  Sir  Dighton  Probyn  of  absolute 
disbelief  in  the  charges  which  were 
levelled  against  the  person  whom  I 
have  indicated,  and  of  answers  of  a  more 
reserved  character  on  my  part.  I  can- 
not give  your  Lordships  any  positive 
information  as  to  the  precise  language 
that  was  used  at  that  interview ;  but  I 
can  give  yuu  negative  information.  I 
am  quite  certain  that  I  never  said,  as  has 
been  imputed  to  me,  that  a  warrant  was 
about  to  be  issued  the  next  day,  because 
siTch  a  statement  would  have  been  abso- 
1  a  tele  inconsistent  with  what  I  am 
certain  I  did  say,  that,  in  the  judg- 
ment of  the  legal  authorities,  the 
evidence  was  insuflBcient.  You  can- 
not issue  a  warrant  against  a  person 
if  the  evidence  is  insufficient.  I  certainly 
conveyed  no  secrets  to  Sir  Dighton 
Probyn,  for  the  best  of  all  possible 
reasons,  that  I  had  no  secrets  to  convey. 
I  had  been  abroad,  and  I  had  no  further 
information  except  mere  rumour  of  the 
precise  condition  in  which  the  affeiir 
stood  ;  and  I  may  add  that  I  can  aver  in 
the  most  confident  manner  that  the 
suggestion  which  has  been  made  that  a 
man  of  Sir  Dighton  Probyn's  character 
and  career  could  have  appointed  an  inter- 
view with  me  for  tbe  purpose  of  worming 
out  matter  which  he  might  use  for  the 
purpose  of  defeating  the  ends  of  justice 
is  the  wildest  and  most  malignant 
imagination  that  has  ever  been  conceived. 
For  the  rest,  my  Lords,  the  subject  is  not 
one  that  lends  itself  to  extensive  treat- 
ment, or  that  commends  itself  for 
lengthened  debate  ;  but  I  thought  it 
right  to  say  these  few  words,  in  order  to 
give  any  noble  Lords  who  might  wish  to 
avail  themselves  of  it  the  opportunity,  of 
questioning  me  on  the  matter,  should 
they  desire  to  do  so.  To  this  House  1 
am  rasponsible,  and  I  desire  to  act  fully 
up  to  that  responsibilit3\ 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILL. 

(No.  23.) 
SECOND   READING. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  Your 
Lordships  are  aware  that  a  new  edition 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  is  in  rapid  pro- 
gress, and  that  Bills  of  this  nature  are 
roquired  in  order  to  enable  the  expurga 
The  Marquess  of  Salisbury 


tion  of  the  Statute  Book  to  be  carried  on. 
If  is  desirable  that  this  Bill  should  be 
passed  as  soon  as  possible,  as  there  is  a 
volume  waiting  to  come  oat  as 
soon  as  the  requisite  authority  is 
given  by  this  Bill  becoming  law.  The 
substance  of  this  Bill  has  already  passed 
your  Lordships'  House.  It  was  com- 
prised in  a  lai^er  Bill  which  I  introdnccd 
last  Session,  but  which,  to  my  great 
regret,  was  opposed  in  another  place  and 
dropped.  Every  care  is  taken  to  remove 
Bills  of  this  nature  entirely  out  of  the 
region  of  controversy;  and  1  would 
gladly  have  availed  myself  of  any 
opportunity  to  obviate  any  possible 
source  of  objection  rather  than  delay  the 
progress  of  the  work  I  have  referred  to, 
that  is  the  issue  of  the  volumes,  which 
when  their  publication  is  beg^n  ought  to 
follow  one  another  as  quickly  as  possible. 
This  Bill  contains  only  so  much  of  last 
year's  Bill  as  deals  with  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment down  to  the  end  of  the  reign  of 
William  IV.  That  will  cover  the  extent 
of  the  volume  which  is  waiting  to  come 
out.  I  shall  introduce,  as  soon  as  possible, 
another  Bill  to  cover  the  ground  of  the 
remaining  volumes  which  are  intended 
to  be  published  this  year.  I  should  add 
that  there  are  some  additional  verbal 
repeals  made  in  this  Bill  by  reason  of  the 
Interpretation  Act  of  last  Session. 

Bill  read  2"  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  on  Thursday  next. 

LUNACY     (CONSOLIDATION)    BILL. 

(No.  24.) 

SECOND  READING. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR:  This 
Bill  is  introduced  to  complete  the  legisla- 
tion undertaken  by  the  Government  as 
to  lunacy.  Many  of  the  enactments 
contained  in  the  Act  passed  la&t  year 
were  iuserttd  with  a  view  to  the  con- 
solidation of  the  Lunacy  Acts,  and  in  the 
Act  of  1889  it  was  provided  that  it 
should  not  come  into  operation  until  the 
1st  May  next,  in  order  to  give 
time  for  this  Bill  to  be  passed.  It  is 
simply  a  measure  of  consolidation,  and 
it  is  hoped  that  every  facility  will  be 
given  for  its  passing.  I  nay  take  this 
opportunity  of  saying  with  how  much 
satisfaction  I  have  observed  that  the 
Government  have  stated  in  another  place 
their   intention   of   apfointing   a  Select 
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Committee  to  deal  with  any  further 
Consolidation  Bill  with  a  view  to  the 
new  edition  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  and 
also  that  the  statement  appeared  to  meet 
with  general  approval. 

Bill  read  2»  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Thursday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before  Five 
o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Monday^  3rd  March,  1890. 


Q  I)  EST  IONS. 

THE  PRESS  GALLERY. 

Mr  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  if,  having  regard  to 
the  fact  that  there  are  1,800  newspapers 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  reporting  the 
proceedings  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
it  is  possible  to  provide  accommodation 
in  the  gallery  for  more  than  some  50 
journals  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket,  University  of 
Dublin)  :  I  should  be  very  glad  if  I  could 
provide  more  space  for  the  Press  than  is 
at  present  allotted  to  it,  but  I  fear  that  it 
would  not  be  possible  to  do  so  by  any  re- 
arrangement of  the  existing  reporters' 
gallery,  or  to  add  to  that  gallery,  without 
encroaching  upon  the  places  now  reserved 
for  Members  of  the  House,  and  which, 
as  is  well  known,  are  on  crowded  nights 
insufficient.  I  am  afraid  I  could  not, 
under  any  circumstances,  undertake  to 
provide  seats  for  the  representatives  of 
all  the  1,800  journals  referred  to  in  the 
question,  but  we  do  our  best  for  the 
gentlemen  connected  with  the  various 
Prjss  agencies  by  whom  reports  of  our 
proceedings  are  distributad  through  the 
country. 

IRELAND— THE    OLPHERT   ESTATE. 

Mk.  MAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
how  many  tenants  on  the  Olphert  Estate, 
in  the  County  of  Donegal,  who  applied  to 


the  Land  Commission  before  the  1st  of 
November,  1887,  to  fix  the  fair  rent  of 
their  holdings  have  subsequently  accepted 
judicial  leases  at  a  rent  agreed  upon  by 
landlord  and  tenant  without  adjudication 
by  the  Land  Commission ;  and  do  the 
agreements  so  entered  into  between 
landlords  and  tenants  on  this  estate  out 
of  Court  owe,  in  many  cases,  their  origin 
to  the  delay  of  the  Land  Commission  in 
hearing  applications  to  have  fair  rents 
fixed? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Univer- 
sity) :  From  the  Report  received  from 
the  Land  Commission  it  appears  that 
there  were  no  cases  of  the  nature 
indicated  in  the  first  paragraph  of  this 
question.  No  agreement  or  consent 
fixing  a  fair  rent  for  any  holding  on  the 
Olphert  estate,  in  the  County  of  Donegal, 
•has  been  lodged  with  the  Commission 
since  November  1st,  1887. 

THE   OFFICE   OF   HIGH    SHERIFF. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  the  Government  propose 
to  take  any  steps  towards  relieving  com- 
moners who  own  land  from  liability  to 
serve  the  office  of  High  SherifE,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  recommendations  of  the 
Select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords 
in  1888? 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  for  the 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 
Birmingliam,  E.)  :  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  fully  alive  to  the  importance  of 
the  subject  to  which  my  hon.  Friend 
refers  in  his  question,  and  the  matter  is 
now  receiving  their  consideration. 

THE  TOWER  WHARF. 

Mr.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whitechapel)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  what  number  of  barges 
were  moored  to  the  Tower  Wharf  in 
1889  for  the  purpose  of  loading  or  un- 
loading goods  on  the  quay ;  and  whether 
such  goods  could  not  be  received  bud 
despatched  by  road  1 

♦The  secretary  oi'  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincoln,  Horn- 
castle)  :  Forty-seven  barges  were  so 
moored.  The  goods  conveyed  by  them 
could,  of  course,  have  been  carried  by 
rail  and  delivered  by  waggon,  but  the 
cost  of  transport  would  be  heavily  in- 
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creased,  especially  on  stores  from  Wool- 
wich, for  which  the  river  is  a  most  con- 
venient highway. 

SOLDIERS'  DISCHARGES. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  I  beg  to 

ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  what  ig 

"  The  authority  from  which  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  derives  the  power  of  cancelling  the  dis- 
charges of  soldiers,  with  the  grave  effect  of 
practically  misrepresenting  the  facts  of  their 
military  service," 

as  described  by  the  Auditor  General; 
whether  H.  Holdgate,  who  was  dis- 
charged from  the  Army  by  purchase  in 
1885,  had  his  discharge  cancalled  in 
1883,  and  thereupon  has  obtained 
deferred  pay  for  1 1  years'  service  in  the 
Army,  for  more  than  three  years  of 
which  he  was  in  civil  life,  while  in 
regard  to  more  than  three  and  a  half 
years,  althougrh  in  military  employment,* 
it  was  as  a  civilian  and  not  as  a  soldier ; 
and  whether,  in  a'^dition  to  receiving 
deferred  pay  for  nearly  seven  years, 
whilst  absent  from  the  colours,  he  has 
also  received  a  pension  based  upon 
service  supposed  to  have  been  rendered 
during  that  absarice  ? 

Mr.     E.     STANHOPE:     The     War 

Office    is    in    correspondence   with   the 

Treasury  on  the  suljject  of  the  cancelling 

of  discharges  as  to  the  best  way  of 
giving  the  benefit  of  former  service  to 
soldiers  who  may  have  been  re-enlisted. 
The  c.ise  referred  to,  like  all  those  to 
which  my  hon.  Friend  has  recently 
called  attention,  is  about  to  be  considered 
by  the  Committee  on  Public  Accounts, 
to  which  a  full  explanation  will  be  given. 
It  will  then  be  seen  that  the  case  of  H. 
Holdgate  would  have  been  a  sing^ulaily 
hard  one  if  no  means  existed  of  giving 
him  the  full  benefit  of  his  service. 
Daring  the  greater  part  of  the  time 
mentioned  he  was  renderiui^  excellent 
service  to  the  State  in  South  Africa. 

THK   LOCAL   GOVERNI^rENT  ACT  COM- 

MISSIONEHS. 

Sir  UGHTRED  KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WORTH  (Lancashire,  N.E.,  Clitheroe)  : 
I  hex  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  the  Go- 
vernment propose  to  ask  Parliament 
to  extend  the  p  riod  of  sitting  of  the 
Loc'il  Government  Act  Commissioners 
for  the  Settlement  of  Financial 
Mr.  E,  StanliopB 


Differences  beyond  the  present  statutory 
limit  of  December  next  ? 
♦The  president  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  RircHiE, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  It 
appears  to  me  probable  that  the  Com- 
missioners will  not  be  able  to  com- 
plete the  duties  imposed  upon  them 
by  the  Local  Government  Act  before 
the  31st  of  December  next,  when 
their  powers  expire.  It  is  too 
early  for  me  at  present  to  form  a 
positive  opinion  upon  the  point,  but 
should  an  extension  of  time  be  necessary 
I  shall  be  prepared,  if  the  Commissioners 
concur,  to  propose  legislation  for  the 
purpose. 

ARMY  AND  NAVY  MEDICAL  OFFICEES. 

Db.  FARQUHARSON(Aberdeenshire, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  what  action  he  has  taken,  or  in- 
tends to  take,  with  reference  to  the 
recommendations  contained  in  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  paj^  status,  and  conditions  of 
service  of  the  medical  officers  of  the 
Army  and  Nav}%  which  was  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  in  August,  1889  ; 
and  whether  it  liis  intention  to  print  the 
evidence  taken  before  that  Committee 
for  the  information  of  the  House  ? 

*Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  The  recom- 
mendations  of  the  Committee  would,  if 
carried  out,  involve  an  annual  increase 
of  expenditure  exceeding  £100,000,  for 
which  no  sufficient  grounds  appear  to  me 
to  have  been  brought  forward.  I  do 
not  propose  to  give  effect  to  the  recom- 
mendations involving  expenditure ;  and 
as  regards  tlie  recommendation  to  confer 
combatant  titles  on  medical  officers,  as  I 
find  that  my  military  advisers  are  unani- 
mously opix)sed  to  it,  and  the  naval 
medical  officers  do  not  desire  it,  no  change 
is  pro  posed  in  the  titles.  It  is  not  in- 
tended to  publish  the  evidence,  but  if  the 
hon.  Member  would  like  to  seeit  I  shall  be 
happy  to  show  it  to  him,  or  to  any  other 
hon.  Member  who  may  be  interested. 

IRISH  NATIONAL  TEACHERS. 
]\lR.  DONAL  SULLIVAN  (West- 
meath,  S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  how  many  of  the 
National  teachers  of  Ireland  notified  their 
desire  to  be  admitted  to  the  July  Ex- 
amination of  1889  as  candidates  for  pro- 
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motion  and  were  not  admitted,  and  what 
were  the  grounds  on  which  they  were 
refused  admission  ;  have  all  the  teachers, 
candidates  for  promotion  from  class  to 
class,  to  give  nine  months'  notice  of  their 
desire  to  be  admitted  to  examination, 
and  did  the  two  teachers  who  passed  the 
July  Examination  of  1889,  and  were  not 
promoted,  give  this  nine  months'  notice; 
did  the  Commissioners  of  the  Irish 
National  Education  ascertain  the  effi- 
ciency as  school-keepers  of  these  two 
t3achers  before  authorising  their  ad- 
mission to  examination  as  candidates  for 
promotion  ;  were  the  schools  of  these  two 
teachers  in  an  efficient  condition  before 
the  holding  of  the  July  Examination  of 
1889  ;  and,  if  not,  what  were  the  reasons 
for  summoning  them  to  that  examination 
as  candidates  for  promotion,  in  contra- 
vention of  the  rules  regulating  the  pro- 
motion of  teachers  ;  what  wore  the  dates 
of  the  unfavourable  Reports  upon  the 
school  of  the  teacher  from  whom  pro- 
motion has  been  withheld,  and  what 
were  the  dates  of  the  inspections  to 
which  these  Reports  referred  ;  what  was 
the  condition  of  the  school  of  the  teacher 
whoso  promotion  has  been  deferred  at 
the  inspections  which  took  place  since 
July,  1 889  ;  and,  will  he  recommend  the 
immediate  promotion  of  the  two  teachers 
who,  in  July  1889,  successfully  passed 
the  final  stage  ifi  determining  a  teacher's 
fitness  for  promotion,  and  were  not  pro- 
moted ? 

Mr.  MADDEN  :  The  National  Educa- 
tion Commissioners  report  that  the 
teachers  referred  to  in  the  first  para- 
graph numbered  123.  The  grounds  of 
refusal  were  various — such  as  unsatisfac- 
tory proficiency  of  pupils,  falsification  of 
school  accounts,  &c.  The  general  rule  is 
as  indicated  in  the  second  paragraph. 
Both  the  teachers  seem  to  have  given 
due  notice.  As  regards  the  inquiries  in 
the  third  and  fourth  paragraphs,  the 
cases  of  both  teachers  were  at  the  time, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Commissioners, 
very  doubtful,  and  it  was  with  much 
hesitation  they  were  admitted  to  the  ex- 
aminations. In  the  case  of  the  teacher 
referred  to  in  the  fifth  paragraph,  his 
school  was  examined  for  results  on 
August  16,  1888.  The  Inspector's  Re- 
port showed  that  the  school  was  not  in 
an  efficient  condition.  This  Report 
caused    the    Commissioners  to  hesitate 


about  admitting  the  teacher  as  a  candi- 
date for  promotion.  It  was  next 
examined  on  June  24,  1889,  with  very 
unsatisfactory  results ;  but  the  Report 
did  not  reach  the  Office  until  it  was  too 
late  for  the  Commissioners  to  counter- 
mand the  teacher's  admission  to  the  ex- 
amination. A  subsequent  communica- 
tion was  also  received  from  the  Inspector 
of  a  highly  unfavourable  character.  The 
Commissioners,  weighing  all  the  circum- 
stances, decided  that  the  teacher,  though 
a  good  scholar,  was  an  inefficient  teacher, 
and  therefore  could  not  be  promoted  to 
the  first-class.  In  the  case  of  the  teacher 
referred  to  in  the  sixth  paragraph,  the 
examinations  of  his  school  for  results  on 
June  11,  1888,  and  June  17,  1889,  were 
not  satisfactory ;  and  he  was  admitted  to 
the  July  examination  for  promotion  on 
the  distinct  understanding  that  if  his 
answering  proved  satisfactory  his  pro- 
motion would  depend  upon  the  results 
examination  of  his  school  in  June,  1890. 
The  Government  cannot  interfere  with 
the  discretion  of  the  Commissioners  in 
the  matter. 

INSPECTION  OF  RESERVOIRS  AND 
WATERWORKS. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  :    I  beg 

to  ask   the   President   of  the  Board  of 

Trade  whether,  in  view  of  the  increasing 
number  of  reservoirs  and  waterworks 
now  being  built  in  this  country,  and  of 
the  danger  to  life  and  property  resulting 
from  any  insufficient  construction  of  the 
retaining  walls,  the  Government  will 
take  steps  to  provide  some  system  of 
inspection  similar  to  that  now  in  force 
with  regard  to  railroads  ? 

*The  president  op  the  BOARD  op 

TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 

W.)  :  There  might  be  danger  to  life  and 

property  if  such  works  as  are  referred  to 
in  the  question  were  improperly  con- 
structed ;  but  it  seems  to  me  that  such 
danger  would  be  local  in  its  origin  and 
efEects,  and  wholly  different  in  its  nat  ure 
from  the  danger  possible  from  the  im- 
proper construction  or  administration  of 
railways.  If  it  were  deemed  necessary 
that  there  should  be  statutory  inspection 
of  such  works,  I  think  it  should  be  con- 
ducted by  officers  of  the  County  Council, 
rather  than  by  those  of  a  Department 
of  the  State. 
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name    them ;    and   will    he   undertake 

IMPOUTATfON  OP  STOKE  CATTLE.  ^^^^^     ^^^     iAformation     given     in     the 

Mr.   LEXG  (Duntk'e)  :  I   beer  to  ask  Annual   Reports  of  the  Prison  Commis- 

the  Minister  for  Agriculture  vvlietlier  it  gioners,  in  accordance  with  the  Prisons 

is  within  the  knowledge  of  his  Depart-  ^^^  ^£  j^-j^  g^^j^ll  ^^  -^^  the  hands  of 

ment  that  there  is  a  strongly-expressed  Members  a  reasonable  time   before  the 

desire  by  agriculturists  m  Scotland  for  prisons  Vote  comes  on  for  discussion  % 

the  same  facilities  to  be  given  for  the  „  .  ^^      «,«  *  m^^ 

importation  of   store  cattle,  for  feeding  "The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of  STATE 

purposes,  from  the  United  States  as  from  fob  the  HOME  DEPARTMENT   (Mr. 

the  Dominion  of  Canada ;  whether  there  Stuakt  Wortley,   Sheffield,  Hallam)  :  I 

is   in   his    Department   trustworthy  in-  ^^^^  obtained  from  the  Prison  Commis- 

formation  of  recent  date  with  regard  to  gioners,   and    will    show    to    the    hon. 

the  existsnce  of  disease  amongst  cattle  in  Member,  a  list  of  all  the  articles  made  in 

the  United   States  justifying  the   con-  -^^^g  f^^  ^y^j^  materials  are  obtained 

tmued  enforcement   of    the    regulation,  ^^^^  contractors  and  which  are  sold   to 

that     all    American     cattle     must     be  ^^^       blic,  distinguishing  those  in  the 

slaughtered  at  the  port  where  they  are  ^^^"^  ^j    ^j^j^jj     ^j^^     contractoi:    who 

landed  after  crossing  the  Atlantic ;  and  x,^^  ti,e  material  also  purchases  the 

whether  there  are  any  objections  to  such  o,\„ct.     The  list  is  too  long  to  read 

information  bemg  laid  upon  the  Table  of  ^  ^.j^^  ^^^^  j^  ^^ply  ^  ^  question.     I 

"^ -^°S,^™TT^^>Tm              r>^  A  T^  T^  regret  t^a*  I  cannot  undertake  to  arrange 

,*The  PRESIDENT  of  THE  BOARD  of  ^  ^^^^^^  presentetion  of  the  Annual 

AGRICULTURE  (Mr  Chaplin,  Lincoln,  ^    ^     ^h^            j^             t  of  which 

Sleaford):    The   question  of    admittmg  jt  is  made  does  not  end  till  March  31. 

store  cuttle  from  the   United  States  of  ^j^^  preparation  of   the  Report  entails 

America  has  frequently  been  urged  upon  ^^^    ^^^amination    of    voluminous    and 

the  Department ;  but,  as  the  Government  eomplicated  accounts,   and  the  prepara. 

of  that  country  is  unable  to  comply  with  jion  and  printing  of  elaborate  statistical 

the  conditions  laid  down  in  paragraph  4  ^^^^^     ^^^  ^^^  „f  ^^^  presentation 

of  the  fifth  schedule  tr,  the  Act  of  1878,  ^^  ^^^  ^    ^  ^^  ^^^           ^^^^  „,,^ 

the  present  restriction  cannot  bo  relaxed.  ^^^^,^^^   'j^iy    04    ^^d    September   9. 

Ihe  Department  15  m  possession  of  trust-  ^          ^^^^^  \^  ^^^^  ^.^e  earliest  pos- 

worthy  information  as  regards  the  exist  ,iUe    presentation   will   continue    to  be 

ence    of   disease  m   the  United  btates.  -i    ^ 

During       1889       no       less      than     47  ^_  '   ^TTTTmT:,T»     t    xu     i,         n^  4\ 
cattle   from  America  were  found  to  be  ^R.  QUILTER :  Is  the  hon.  Gentle- 
affected    with    pleuro-pneumonia     after  ^»^  aware  that  the  information  he  has 
landing  in  this  country.     So  recently  as  J^^^  ^W^^^^^  to  is  not  m  the  hands  of  the 
the  2l8t  of   laat  month  a  bull  affected  House  until  the  Vote  has  a<itually  been 
with  pleuro-pneumonia    was    landed    at  taken,  so  that  Members  have^  no  oppor- 
Deptford  from  New  York.     The  diseased  ^^'^^^^  ^^  studying  the  Repori;  ? 
portions  of   the   lungs  are  now    in    the  *Mr.  S.  WORTLEY  :  That  is  undoubt- 
possession  of  the  experts  of  the  Central  edly  the  case,  not  only  in  respect  to  this 
Department ;   and    I  am  informed   tliat  Report  but  in  respect  of  other  Annual 
they  were  shown  to  the  Deputy  Consul  Reports  which  relate    to  periods  which 
General  for  the  United  States,  and  ib  is  end  on  the  31st  of  March, 
believed  that  he  has  communicated  that 

fact  to  his  Government.  IRELAND— LAND  COMMISSION 

SITTINGS  AT  LONGFORD. 

PRISONS.  Dr.  FITZGERALD  (Longford,  S.)  :  I 

Mr.  QUILTER  (Suffolk,  Sudbury)  :  J  beg   to   ask   the   Attorney  General  for 

beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  Ireland  what  is  the  cause  of  the  delay 

for    the    Home    Department    for   what  in  holding  a  sitting  of  the  Land  Com 

articles  other  than  mats  do   contractors  mission  in  the  County  of  Longford ;  and 

furnish   materials  to   the   prison  autho-  if  he  is  aware  that  the  Commissioners 

rities ;  are  any  of  such  articles  sold  in  have  not  held  a  sitting  since  Febmaiy, 

the    open   market   in   competition   'vrith  1888,  and  that  there  are  an   enormoui) 

their  respective  trades;  and,  if  so,  will  he  number  of  cases  pending? 
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Mr.  madden  :  It  api^ara  from  the 
lAnd  Commissioners'  Report  thut  the 
hoii.  Member  is  uudcr  a  misapprehen- 
sion as  to  the  last  sitting;  in  the 
County  of  Longford.  The  Commis- 
sioners will  arrange  for  another  Sub- 
CommissLoii  sitting  in  that  county  as 
soon  as  possible.  There  Iiaa  been  no 
unavoidable  delay.  There  are  in  the 
County  Longford  at  the  present  time  561 
coses  undisposed  of. 

POSTAL  FACILITIES  AT  KNOCK. 
.Mii.  De  COBAIN  (Belfast,  E.)  :  I  beg 
ti>  !isk  the  Postmaster  General  if  hts 
iitt.'tition  fattd  been  called  to  the  pressing 
necessity  that  existed  for  greater  postal 
and  tiilegraphic  facilities  atKnrck,  County 
Down,  and,  as  this  suburb  has  attracted 
a  large  number  of  residents,  and  was  now 
a  most  populous  as  well  as  popular 
district,  would  lie  consider  the  propriety 
of  giving  the  desired  facilities  at  the 
earliest  moment  consistent  with  the 
convenience  of  his  Department  r" 
•The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  University  of  Cambridge) :  In 
ruply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  am  glad  to 
be  able  to  state  that,  so  far  as  jioatal 
facilities  are  concerned,  arrangements 
have  already  been  sanctioned  for  Carrying 
oat  the  improvements  desired  by  the 
inhabitants  of  Knock.  As  regards  the 
question  of  telegraphic  facilities,  I  have 
to  state  that  an  offer  was  made  in  the 
early  part  of  1888  to  open  a  Telegraphic 
Office  at  Belmont  under  a  guarantee  of 
£34  a  year,  but  the  offer  was  not 
accepted.  I  shall  be  happy  to  make 
inquiries  as  to  whether  the  circumstances 
have  changed. 

delagoa  bay  railway. 

Mr.  CAUSTON  (Sonthwark,  W.)  :  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  any  informa- 
tion as  to  the  contemplated  sale  of  the 
Delagoa  Bay  Railway,  which  Article  II. 
of  the  Decree  of  25th  June  last,  purport- 
ing to  forfeit  the  concession,  directs  to  b: 
made  by  public  auction,  and  whether,  in 
view  of  the  importance  of  the  Railway  as 
a  great  commercial  highway,  the 
Government  will  take  care  that  British 
interests  in  respect  thereof  will  be  duly 


3,  1890}  SeluxiU.  1630 

I    *The      under     secretary     of 

STATE  rOK  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
I  J.  Febqusson  Manchester,  N.E.):  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  laid  before 
Parliament  all  the  information  in  their 
possession  in  connection  with  the  rail- 
way. The  Papers  show  the  anxiety  of 
the  Government  to  use  their  utmcst 
efforts  to  protect  British  interests  con- 
nected with  it.  The  Portuguese,  Govern- 
ment have  replied  to  our  remonstrances 
that  they  were  willing  to  treat  with  the 
representatives  of  the  Portuguese  Com- 
pany with  a  view  to  compensation  for 
the  aeiEnre  of  the  Railway,  and  have  in- 
dicated that  the  English  Company  is  in  a 
position  to  influence  the  selection  cf 
those  representatives,  promising,  in  cise 
of  failure,  to  refer  the  point  to  arbitra- 
tion ;  and  it  is  understood  thata  Director 
of  the  English  Company  has  gone  t> 
Lisbon  with  a  view  to  the  negotiatiora 
menlionf-d. 

ELECTItIC   LIGHTING. 

Mb.  CAUSTON :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
the  Board  of  Trade  has  determined, 
without  inquiry  into  the  ciroumstajices 
of  the  case,  not  to  proceed  with  any 
applications  for  Provisional  Orders  to 
supply  electricity, if  the  Local  Authorities 
refuse  their  consent,  and  thus  to  ignore 
the  power  vested  in  them  by  Section  1 
of  "The  Electric  Lighting  Act.  1888," 
which  provides  for  dispensing  with  sji'h 
consent ) 

•Sib  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  No,  Sir;  ro 
such  determination  has  been  arrived  at. 
In  view  of  the  Sessional  Orders  of  Parlin- 
ment,  the  Board  of  Trade  informed 
promoters  of  Provisional  Oiders  that  they 
could  not  proceed  with  applications  un- 
less the  consent  of  the  Local  Authority 
waa  produced  bv  the  25th  Febmarj'. 
Where,  however,  as  lies  already  been  the 
case,  the  promoters  request  the  Board  ( f 
Trade  to  dispense  with  such  consont,  tlieir 
application  will  be  carefully  considerid, 
and  if  there  appear  to  be  exceptional  cir- 
comstances  connected  wilb  the  refuii.il 
of  the  Local  Authority,  an  inquiry  will 
be  held. 

SCOTCH  SCHOOLS. 

Mb.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St  B«I- 

Iot)  ;  I  bsg    to  ask  the  Lord  Advo  \i.l^- 

whether  )iis  attsntion  has  been  calle  1  to 

letter,  addressed  by  the  Secretary  of  t!;(; 
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Scotch  Education  Department  on  27th  of 
September  last,  to  Mr.  C.  Jamieson,  a 
member  of  Forfar  Burgh  School  Board, 
in  which  it  is  stated  that — 

**  In  view.  .  .  of  serious  risk  that,  as  now 
conducted,  it  (Forfar  Academy)  may  in  some 
particular  be  found  to  contravene  the  provi* 
sions  of  the  Code,  my  Lords  are  strongly  of 
opinion  that  such  a  resolution  should  be 
adopted," 

that  is,  a  resolution  by  the  Forfar  School 
Board  converting  Forfar  Academy  into  a 
higher  class  school ;  in  what  particular, 
if  any,  has  Forfar  Academy  been  con- 
duct 3d  in  contravention  or  alleged  con- 
travention of  the  Code ;  whether,  and 
when,  the  Forfar  Burgh  School  Board 
were  informed  thereof  ;  if  he  will  explain 
what  are  the  circumstances  referred  to 
in  the  letter  from  the  Secretary  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  School  Board,-  dated  21st  of 
September,  1889,  which  create  the 
"grave  doubts"  in  the  minds  of  the 
Scottish  Education  Department  as  to  the 
propriety  of  considering  the  academy  as 
a  school  entitled  to  share  in  this  Grant, 
i.e,  the  Probate  Duty  Grant,  and  whether, 
and  when,  these  have  been  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  School  Board ;  whether, 
inasmuch  as  the  question  of  converting 
an  existing  parish  school  intoahigher  class 
public  school  is  left  by  Statute  to  be 
determined  on  the  initiative  of  the  School 
Board,  the  Scotch  Education  Department 
have  any  power  to  compel  School  Boards 
to  take  such  initiative  ;  whether  the 
Scotch  Education  Department  can  refuse 
payment  of  any  Grant  wliich  is  lawfully 
earned  by  compliance  with  the  Code,  in 
r.  spect  of  any  non-compliance,  or  alleged 
non-compliance,  with  conditions  outside 
of  the  Code  ;  and  if  not,  whether  he  will 
explain  the  note  appended  by  the  Educa- 
tion Department  to  the  Inspector's  Re- 
port of  Forfar  Academy,  9th  of  May 
last — 

**  That  before  Grant  is  paid  to  any  part  of 
the  school  next  year,  my  Lords  must,  of  course, 
be  satisfied  that  the  conditions  attached  to  any 
payment  under  the  Endowed  Scheme  recently 
before  Parliament  have  been  fulfilled  ;  " 

and  under  what  authority  the  Scotch 
Education  Department  are  acting  in 
bringing  this  pressure  to  bear  on  Forfar 
Burgh  School  Board  ?  • 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson,  Buteshire)  :  I  am  acquainted 
with  the  terms  of  the  letter  addressed  to 
Mr.  Jamieson  on  September  27  last 
by  the  secretary  to  the  Scotch  Education 
Mr,  Caldwell 


Department.  The  question  of  the  Btatns 
of  the  Forfar  Academy  has  long  been 
matter  of  discussion,  and,  looking  to  the 
position  and  organisation  of  the  school, 
the  endowment  which  it  enjoys,  and  the 
conditions 'imposed  in  connection  with  a 
Grant  made  under  a  recent  scheme  of 
the  Educational  Endowments  Commis- 
sioners, the  Department  felt  it  right  to 
point  out  the  risk  which  they  believed 
existed  that  the  higher  department  of 
the  school  might  fail  to  fulfil  the  condi- 
tions of  the  Code  either  in  regard  to 
school  fees  or  otherwise,  and  thus  forfeit 
grant.  On  educational  grounds  the 
Education  Department  agreed  with 
the  view  that  the  higher  department  of 
tliis  school  should  be  made  a  higher 
class  school  under  Section  62  of  the 
Education  Act  of  1872.  The  initiative 
as  to  this  rested  with  the  School  Board, 
who  have,  1  understand,  adopted  this 
view.  The  Department  had  no  power  to 
bring  pressure  upon  the  School  Board 
except  by  drawing  attention  to  the  con- 
ditions under  which  the  Parliamentary 
Grant  is  distributed.  Before  paying 
Grant  the  Department  must  be  satisfied 
that  the  conditions  of  the  Code  and  the 
provisions  of  the  Education  Acts  are 
complied  with,  and  in  connection  with 
this  they  would  have  to  inquire  whether 
the  conditions  upon  which  a  certain  sum 
is  contributed  to  the  school  under  the 
Endowment  Scheme  sanctioned  by  Pariin- 
ment  are  fulfilled. 

INDIA— COOLIES    IN    ASSAM     TJIA 
GARDENS. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  high  rate  of  mor- 
tality among  the  coolies  employed  in  the 
tea  gardens  in  India  ;  whether  his  atten 
tion  has  been  drawn  to  the  Report  of 
Dr.  Eteson,  late  Sanitary  Commissioner 
of  Assam,  that — 

'*  1  ho  ratio  of  sickness  and  mortality  among 
the  tea  garden  labourers  as  a  class  has  been 
always  very  great," 

and  that — 

*'In  many  gardens  it  is  above  what  if 
counted  a  frightful  epidemic  in  civilised 
countries; " 

that 

*'In  1886  the  largest  death-rate  in  any 
garden  was  270  per  1,000,  while  in  the  fol- 
lowing year  even  this  terrible  figure  wm  fiur 
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outstripped,  for  in  one  garden  the  chances  of 
life  and  death  were  almost  equally  divided, 
there  having  been  a  mortality  of  465*9  per 
1,000;" 

that  the  Civil  Surgeon  of  Debrngurh,  in 

his  Report  for  1884,  states  that — 

**  The  conditions  of  child  lite  in  a  tea  garden 
are  altogether  so  unfavourable  that  the  wonder 
is  hov  so  many  children  succeed  in  passing 
childhood's  stage  ;  ** 

whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
a  case  which  liappened  in  1886,  in  the 
Mesaijan  Garden  in  Lakimpur,  in  which 
the  Deputy  Commissioner  states  that — 

**A  large  body  of  coolies  left  the  garden, 
and  came  to  the  station  complaining  of  ill- 
treatment.  They  stated  that  both  men  and 
women  had  been  flogged ;  in  the  case  of 
women,  that  they  had  been  tied  to  a  post  in 
the  porch  of  the  manager's  house,  their  clothes 
lifted  up  to  their  waists,  and  that  they  had 
been  beaten  on  the  bare  buttocks  with  a 
stirrup  leather  by  the  orders  of  the  assistant 
manager ;  " 

whether  he  is  aware  that  in  1886  there 
was  in  existence  in  some  tea  gardens  a 
dungeon  in  which  refractory  coolies  were 
confined  and  tied  down  with  ropes ;  and 
whether  ho  can  state  that  such  aljuses 
are  now  prevented;  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  although  by  Section  116  of 
the  Act  the  coolie  is  entitled  to  one  day 
of  rest  every  week,  there  is  a  tacit 
understanding  between  employer  and 
labourer  that  the  rights  of  the  latter 
under  the  section  would  not  be  claimed, 
and  that  the  Government  is  believed  to 
support  the  planter  in  this  arrange- 
ment ;  and  what  measures  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  take  under  these 
circumstances  1 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy)  : 
Perhapi  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will, 
at  the  same  time,  answer  a  question 
which  I  have  placed  upon  the  Paper  on 
the  same  subject.  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary,  with  reference  to  the 
employment  of  coolies  in  the  Assam  tea 
gardens,  whether  the  Inland  Emigration 
Act  of  1873  limited  the  term  of  labourers 
under  contract  enforced  by  penal  laws 
to  three  years,  with  many  provisions 
for  the  protection  of  such  labourers,  and 
at  the  same  time,  with  a  view  to  the 
gradual  substitution  of  free  labour,  pro- 
vided an  alternative  system  of  free 
recruiting  under  ordinary  engagements, 
not  enforceable  by  penal  methods; 
whether  the  more  recent  law  has  extended 
the  term  of  enforced  labour  to  five 
years  ;  whether  oomplaints  have  reached 


him  that  the  provision  in  favour  of  free 
recruiting  and  free  labour  has  been 
evaded  by  a  system  under  which 
labourers  enlisted  without  the  safe- 
guards of  the  labour  law  are  brought  to 
the  nearest  part  of  the  Assam  territory, 
and  there,  when  far  from  their  homes 
and  when  they  have  not  the  means  of 
returning,  are  induced  to  sign  long 
labour  contracts,  before  they  have  seen 
the  gardens  where  they  are  to  be 
employed  or  have  had  any  opportunity 
of  offering  their  labour  in  the  free 
labour  market ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  of  late  years  the  labourers  com- 
pulsorily  employed  on  many  gardens 
have  suffered  tarribly ;  and  whether 
any  steps  are  being  taken  to  mitigate 
the  severity  of  the  system  introduced 
under  the  last  law  ? 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst,  Chatham)  :  In 
answering  these  questions  the  Secretary 
of  State  wishes  me  to  say  that  questions 
on  the  condition  of  the  coolies  in  the 
Assam  tea  gardens  are  frequently  asked 
in  this  House.  They  are  based  on  facts 
picked  out  of  the  official  Reports  for 
many  years  past,  and  calculated  to  give 
an  exaggerated  impression.  They  are 
suggested  to  hon.  Members  either  with 
the  object  of  procuring  the  6ubstitution 
of  a  system  of  free  recruiting  for  the 
safeguards  of  the  Act  of  1882,  or  with 
that  of  stopping  migration  from  Bengal 
to  Assam.  They  give  a  most  incorrect 
impression  of  the  general  condition  of 
the  coolies.  As  to  the  specific  allega- 
tions contained  in  these  questions,  I  may 
say,  in  answer  to  the  first  question  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Flintshire  (Mr.  S. 
Smith),  yes ;  the  mortality  has  engaged 
the  most  anxious  attention  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  and  of  the  Government  of 
India  for  many  years.  My  answer  to 
the  second  paragraph  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's question  is  that  the  Report  of  Dr. 
Eteson  refer  to  byegone  times  and 
particular  districts.  TRie  death-rate  on 
an  individual  garden  is  often  frightfully 
enhanctid  by  an  epidemic  of  cholera.  In 
answer  to  the  third  paragraph  of  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
say  that  I  was  questioned  on  this  case 
last  year,  and  I  then  stated  that  the 
manager  in  question  was  prosecuted, 
convicted,  and  sentenced  to  10  months' 
rigorous  imprisonment  and  a  fine.  My 
reply  to  the  fourth  paragraph  of  the 
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question  is  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
has  no  reason  to  supposs  that  any  such 
abuse  exists  now.  In  answer  to  the  fifth 
paragraph,  the  Secretary  of  State  is  not 
aware  of  any  such  tacit  understanding, 
and  is  certainly  not  supported  by  the 
Government.  In  reply  to  the  questions 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (SirG. 
Campbell),  my  answer  to  paragraphs 
1  and  2  is  in  the  affirmative. 
As  regards  paragraph  3,  such  com- 
plaints have  been  made,  and  have 
been  carefully  investigated  by  the  Chief 
Commissioner  of  Assam  and  reported  by 
him  to  be  greatly  exaggerated.  This 
question  illustrates  one  of  the  difficulties 
to  be  encountered  in  doing  away  with  the 
safeguards  of  the  Act  of  1882.  In 
regard  to  the  general  question  asked  by 
both  hon.  Members,  I  have  repeatedly 
stated  to  the  House  that  the  Government 
vOf  India  has  been  for  some*  time  engaged, 
under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of 
State,  in  making  the  most  careful  investi- 
gation into  the  condition  of  the  coolies 
in  the  Assam  tea  gardens,  and  the  work- 
ing of  the  Act  of  1882,  ^ith  special 
reference  to  the  question  whether  that 
Act  shall  be  continued  any  longer.  As 
to  the  general  condition  of  the  coolies, 
the  House  will  perhaps  like  to  hear  the 
evidence  of  an  entirely  impartial  witness, 
the  Rsv.  Isaac  Row,  Secretary  to  the 
Anglo-Indian  Evangelization  Society.  He 
writes  in  the  Indian  newspapers  as 
follows : — 

**I  am  much  interested  in  the  corres- 
pondence in  your  columns  with  reference  to  the 
tea  planters  of  Upper  Assam,  and  their  treat- 
ment of  the  coolies  under  their  charge,  and  I 
shall  he  glad  if,  in  the  interest  of  the  cause  of 
truth,  you  will  kindly  allow  me  to  give  my 
testimony  on  this  subject.  I  think  I  may 
fairly  claim  to  speak  with  some  authority,  as 
during  the  past  two  years  I  have  spent  nearly 
12  months  (in  the  Brahmaputra  Valley,  and 
during  that  time  travelled  very  widely  over  the 
country.  My  observations,  therefore,  have  not 
heen  superficial  and  confined  merely  to  a  few 
gardens  in  the  more  settled  districtt ;  hut  my 
work  as  a  Minister  of  the  Anglo-Indian 
Evangelization  Society  led  me  to  visit  a  very 
large  m umber  of  out-of-the-way  gardens, 
seldom,  if  ever,  visited  hy  strangers,  and  my 
testimony  is  that  of  an  impartial  witness, 
equally  the  friend  hoth  of  the  coolie  and 
of  the  planter.  As  a  rule,  all  the 
coolies  that  I  saw,  numhering  tens  of  thousands, 
were  remarkably  well  cared  for  by  their  em- 
ployers, and  1  could  specify  many  instances  of 
special  kindness  and  consideration  on  the  part 
of  the  latter,  of  which  1  was  myself  an  eye- 
witness. I  am  quite  sure  that  there  are  hun- 
dreds of  starving  poor  in  England  to-day  who 
Sir  J.  Gorat 


would  be  most  thankful  if  they  could  only  he 
as  well  fed  and  as  well  housed  as  are  the  fiTf^Ht 
hulk  of  the  people  employed  on  the  tei*  gairdens 
of  Upper  Assam.  I  say  this  the  more  empliati- 
cally,  because,  informer  years,  I  laboured  much 
among  the  destitute  poor  of  London.  The 
misrepresentations  so  persistently  made  with 
reference  to  this  subject  are  a  great  wrong,  not 
only  to  the  planters,  but  to  the  cooliet  them- 
selves, of  whom  there  are  tens  of  thousands  half - 
starved  in  over-crowded  districts,  in  Bengal  and 
elsewhere,  who  should  be  encouraged  and 
helped  to  emigrate  to  Assam,  where  they  might 
readily  find  lucrative]an(yeasy  employment. 

SiB  G.  CAMPBELL  :  As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  thought  fit  to  read  a  long 
passage  from  an  advocate  of  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  system,  may  I  call 
his  attention  to  the  4th  paragraph  of  my 
question — 

"  Whether  he  is  aware  that  of  late  years 
the  labourers  compulsorily  employed  on  many 
gardens  have  suffered  terribly.*' 

No  doubt  the  hon.  Member  for  Flintshire 
did  quote  statistics  which  are  three  or 
four  years  old,  but  I  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  during  the  last 
three  or  four  years  there  has  not  been  an 
excess  of  mortality  in  some  of  these 
gardens  ? 

♦Sir  J.  GORST :   The  question  of  the 

hon.  Member  is  whether  I  am  aware  that 

of  late  years  the  labourers  compulsorily 

employed  on  many  gardens  have  suffered 
terribly.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  that  statement  is  the  result  of  a 
misapprehension. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  1  think  I  am 
bound  to  say  that,  personally,  I  have 
ma,de  no  such  statement.  The  words  are 
not  mine.  All  I  ask  of  the  right  hon. 
(rentleman  is  that  he  shall  tell  me 
whether  the  fact  is  so  or  not.  I  repeat 
that  I  made  no  statement  on  the  subject. 

Sir  J.  GORST  made  no  rejoinder. 

CEYLON. 

Mr.  PUILIP  stanhope  (Wednes- 
bury)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  he  is 
aware  of  the  general  dissatisfaction  exis- 
ting amongst  officers  of  the  Crown  in 
C/cylon  at  the  manner  in  which  appoint- 
ments in  the  Public  Service  have  been 
made  by  Sir  Arthur  Gordon,  the  present 
Governor,  and  whether  instructions  will 
be  given  to  his  successor  to  inquire  into 
and  remove  any  causes  of  just  com- 
plaint ? 
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*The  under  SECRETARr  op  STATE 
FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H.  pe  Worms, 
Liverpool,  East  Toxteth):  Permanent 
appointments,  except  to  the  smaller  posts, 
in  Ceylon  are  made  not  by  the  Governor 
but  by  the  Secretary  of  State.  There  is 
no  general  dissatisfaction  in  Ceylon  at 
the  manner  in  which  Sir  A.  Gordon 
has  filled  temporary,  or  acting  appoint- 
ments, which  it  is  supposed  are  referred 
to  in  the  question.  As  a  rule  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  does  not  interfere  with 
such  appointments,  but  in  certain  cases 
the  propriety  of  the  Governor's  selections 
has  been  questioned  by  or  on  behalf  of 
officers  who  conceived  themselves  to  have 
better  claims  than  those  actually  se- 
lected ;  and  after  careful  examination  the 
Secretary  of  State  has  decided  that  the 
action  of  the  Governor  ought  to  be  up- 
held, and  that  the  complaints  made  were 
not  well  founded.  In  filling  acting  ap- 
pointments, or  in  recommending  officers 
for  promotion,  the  Governor  is  required 
to  give  weight  to  other  considerations 
than  that  of  seniority. 

THE    INDIAN    GOVERNMENT   AND 

AFRICA. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  the  Indian  Government 
has  occupied  any  part  of  Africa  on  the 
coast  opposite  to  Aden,  or  sent  any  troops 
there  on  its  own  account,  or  on  account  of 
the  British  or  Egyptian  Governments; 
and  whether,  as  reported  in  the  news- 
papers, a  small  force  of  Indian  soldiers 
were  lately  engaged  in  some  expedition 
into  the  Hara  country  and  suffered  con- 
siderable loss  on  their  return ;  and,  if  so, 
what  was  the  object  of  the  expedition  ?  In 
putting  this  question,  I  should  like,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  to  explain 
that  I  had  not  forgotten  the  observation 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  *he  Treasury  that  the  time  of  the 
House  would  be  saved  by  putting  certain 
questions  as  to  facts  to  the  heads  of 
Departments  at  their  offices  instead  of  in- 
side this  House.  A  fortnight  ago  I  put  a 
question  to  the  Under  Secretary  for 
India  on  this  subject,  and  I  have  not  yet 
been  favoured  with  an  answer. 

Sir  J.  GORST :  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  if  he  has  not  received 
an  answer,  it  hss  not  been  my  fault.  In 
answer  to  the  first  part  of  the  question, 
I  have  to  say  that  small  detachments  of 


troops  from  the  garrison  at  Aden  occupy 
the  ports  of  Zcyla,  Bulbar,  and  Berbera 
on  the  Somali  coast.  With  regard  to  the 
second  paragraph  of  the  question,  the 
object  of  the  expedition  was  to  punish 
the  authors  of  a  raid  upon  Bulbar  in 
August  last,  in  which  100  persons  were 
killed. 

BURMA    AND    SIAM. 

Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  any,  and,  if  so, 
what,  progress  has  been  made  in  the  de 
limitation  of  the  respective  protectorates 
of  this  country  and  of  the  Chinese 
Empire  in  the  Shan  States,  under  the 
provisions  of  tbe  Treaty  of  1886  between 
Her  Majesty  and  the  Sovereign  of  China ; 
and  whether  it  is  the  fact,  as  has  been 
recently  stated  in  the  newspapers,  that 
steps  are  being  taken  to  determine  cer- 
tain questions  of  boundaries  between 
British  Burma  and  Siam  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSON :  No  steps  have 
been  taken  to  demarcate  the  frontier 
between  China  and  Burma  ;  but  surveys 
are  being  made  by  the  two  Govern- 
ments concerned  of  the  frontiers  of 
Siam  and  Burma. 

THE  SCOTCH  MAILS. 

Mr.  LENG:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether  he  is  cognisant 
of  the  fact  that  the  mails  despatched  from 
Dundee  and  the  East  of  Scotland  on 
Saturdays,  the  most  important  mails  of 
the  week  to  the  American  merchants,  to 
catch  the  Cunard  steamers  at  Queenstown 
for  New  York,  have  repeatedly  missed 
the  connection  where  they  should  be 
taken  on  with  the  London  mails  to 
Holyhead ;  whether  the  Cunard  Steam- 
ship Company  have  repeatedly  remon- 
strated with  the  Post  Office  Authorities 
on  the  subject,  their  representations 
remaining  entirely  unheeded ;  whether 
the  Dundee  mail,  which  should  have 
gone  by  the  Aurania  on  25th  January, 
did  again  miss  the  connection;  and 
whether  it  is  in  the  power  of  the  Post 
Office  Department  to  enforce  such 
reasonable  regularity  in  the  conveyance 
by  railway  in  this  country  of  important 
mails  for  America  as  will  prevent  the 
serious  inconvenience  to  which  British 
and  American  merchants  have  been  of 
late  subjected  ? 
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*Mr.  RAIKBS  :  I  cannot  say  that  the 
Scotch  mails  for  America  have  repeatedly 
mis83d  the  steamers  from  Queenstown ; 
but,  owing  to  exceptionally  stormy 
weather  on  the  25th  of  January,  tlie 
mails  from  Scotland  missed  the  junction 
w^th  the  Irish  mail  at  Warringibon,  and 
thus  lost  the  packet  from  Queenstown  to 
New  York.  No  remonstrance  on  the 
subject  has  been  received  from  the 
Cunard  Steamship  Company.  The  Post 
Office  is  in  constant  communication  with 
the  Railway  Companies,  with  the  view  of 
preventing  delay  in  the  mail  services; 
but  occasional  irregularities  will  happen 
from  causes  over  which  the  companies 
have  no  control. 

THE    NEWINGTON    VESTRY. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  liocal  Government  Board 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  clerk  of 
the  Newington  Vestry  is  alleged  to  re- 
fuse to  make  any  later  Annual  Report 
than  one  dated  1887,  though  requested 
to  do  so  by  the  Vestry  ;  and  will  he  order 
an  inquiry  into  the  matter  ? 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE :  The  Vestry  clerk  of 
the  Parish  of  Newington  is  not  subject 
in  any  way  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  and  the  Boai*d 
are  not  empowered  to  order  an  inquiry 
into  the  matter  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber refers. 

♦Mr.  C.  GRAHAM:  May  I  ask  tx) 
whom  this  Vestry  is  to  address  itself? 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE:  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  will  put  the  question  on  the 
Paper. 

FISHERTON         NATIONAL        SCHOOL, 

SALISBURY. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion whether  he  has  received  complaints 
from  the  parents  of  children  attending 
the  Fislierton  Naticmal  School,  Salisbury, 
that  their  children  have  recuived  reli- 
gious instruction  contrary  to  their  ex- 
pressed wisli  and  desire;  and  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  letter  in 
the  Daily  Ne7Vi<  of  21st  February,  to 
which  is  attached  the  names  of  four 
whose  children  attend  the  same  school, 
and  for  whom  the  benefit  of  the  Con- 
science Clausp  had  been  claimed,  com- 
plaining that,  during  the  time  of  religious 


instruction,  their  children,  with  others, 
have  been  shut  up  in  a  porch,  between 
the  inner  and  oiiter  doors,  in  darkness 
and  cold,  and  \*  ithout  insti'uction  ? 

♦Sir  W.  hart  DYKE :  The  Depart- 
ment has  rec3ived  complaints  of  the  kind 
described.  It  is  admitted  by  the 
managers  that  owing  to  the  confusion 
caused  in  the  school  by  a  sudden  influx 
of  scholars  some  children  did,  inadvert- 
ently, receive  religious  instruction,  con- 
trary to  the  wishes  of  their  parents.  The 
Department  is  making  inquiries  into  the 
matter,  including  the  allegations  of  the 
writer  in  the  Daily  Neim,  and  if  the 
facts  are  proved  is  prepared  to  take 
ample  security  against  any  repetition  of 
the  circumstances  complained  of. 

IRELAND— 
BAILIEBOROUGH  NATIONAL  SCHOOL. 
Mr.  O'HANLON  (Cavan,  B ) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  lie  has  seen  the  following  para- 
graph in  the  Daily  Express  of  the  24th 
February,  1890  :— 

"  Bailieborough  National  School.-- The  ex- 
aminations in  this  school  were  held  in  March, 
1889,  and  as  yet  neither  have  the  results  been 
made  known  nor  the  premiums  distributed  ;" 

and  will  he  explain  the  cause  of  the  delay 
which  has  occurred  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  I  have  not  yet  re- 
ceived a  Report.  I  must,  therefore,  ask 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  postpone  the  ques- 
tion. 

SCIENCE  AND  ART  GRANTS. 
Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Regular 
tion  of  1889,  requiring  before  a  grant  is 
made  a  certificate  in  all  cases  from  the 
Committee  having  management  of  a 
Science  and  Art  Class,  in  which  the  prin- 
ciples of  agriculture  are  taught — 

"  That  the  students  are,  or  are  going  to  be, 
employed  in  a  tiade  or  industry  to  which  that 
subject  applies,  or  are  going  to  be  teachers  of 
that  subject," 

has  had  a  very  detrimental  effect  on 
many  of  these  classes ;  and  whether  he 
will  consider  the  withdrawal  of  this  Order 
in  respect  of  classes  in  agriculture  ? 

*SiR  W.  HART  DYKE :  In  some  cases 
the  Regulation  in  question  has  diminished 
the  classes  in  which  instruction  in  the 
principles  of  agriculture  ia  given,  bat 
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only  in  localities  where  the  subject  is  an 
unsuitable  one.  The  general  effect  of 
the  Regulation  has  not  been  detrimental 
to  the  classes  in  localities  where  that 
subject  of  science  can  be  properly  taught ; 
for,  as  the  principles  of  agriculture  are 
an  applied  rather  than  a  pure  science,  it 
would  be  a  waste  of  public  money  to  pay 
grants  on  students  who  were  neitiier 
likely  to  be  employed  in  agricultural 
industry  nor  to  become  teachers  of  the 
subject. 

WEIGHING  OF  CATTLE  ACT: 
Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Minister  for  Agriculture  whether  he 
is  disposed  favourably  to  consider  the 
extension  of  the  provisions  of  "  The 
Market  and  Fairs  (Weighing  of  Cattle) 
Act,  1887,"  to  auction  marts  where  fat 
cattle  are  sold? 

*Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  The  administration 
of  the  Markets  and  Fairs  (Weighing  of 
Cattle)  Act  rests  with  the  Local 
Government  Board ;  but  I  should  have  no 
objection  to  proposals  for  increased 
facilities  for  the  sale  of  cattle  by  live 
weight.  There  is  a  Commission  now 
sitting  on  market  rights  and  tolls  which. 
I  understand,  has  had  submitted  to  it, 
amongst  other  questions,  proposals  for 
the  amendment  and  extension  of  the 
Statute  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member, 
and  it  may  be  desirable  to  wait  for  their 
recommendations  before  any  decision  is 
taken  on  the  question. 

SCOTTISH  FISHERY  BOARD. 

Mr.  MARJORIBANKS  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Lord  Advocate  whether  any  provision 
is  made  in  the  Scottish  Fishery  Board 
Vote  for  the  present  year  to  increase  the 
salaries  of  the  Board's  oflBcers ;  and  what 
decision  the  Government  have  come  to 
on  the  subject,  in  consequence  of  the 
consideration  promised  on  the  28th 
March,  1889? 

*Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  No 
increase  in  the  salaries  of  these  officers  is 
made  in  this  year's  Estimates,  as  the 
Government  have  not  yet  come  to  a  final 

decision  on  the  question. 

CONNEMARA  RAILWATf. 

Colonel  NOLAN   (  Galway,   N.)  :     I 

beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 

if  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  on 

the  line  of  Railway  through  Connemara 


will  be  published  in  Rufficient  time 
before  the  Galway  Spring  Assizes  to 
permit  of  the  selected  line  being  brought 
before  the  Grand  Jury  1 

The  SECRPJTARY  to  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  Yes ;  the 
Report  will  be  published  in  sufficient 
time. 

Colonel  NOLAN  :     When  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON  :  It  has  not  yet  been 
decided. 

THE  ZULU  CHIEFS. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER  M^ARTHUR 
(Leicester)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  Ke  will  inform  the  House  as  to 
the  authority  under  which  the  Chiefs 
Dinuzulu,  Ndabuko,  and  Tshingana, 
having  last  April  been  *  sentenced 
to  imprisonment  in  Zululand,  have 
now  been  transported  to  St.  Helena ; 
what  arrangements  have  been  made, 
during  the  detention  of  these  Chiefs  in 
St.  Helena,  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
family  of  Cetewayo,  which  is  dependent 
nn  Dinuzulu,  and  for  the  wives  and 
children  of  Ndabuko  and  Tshingana ; 
and  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
has  sanctioned  or  modified  the  Fentences 
passed  on  the  seven  other  Zulus  who 
were  tried  by  the  Special  Court  at 
Etshowe  ? 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS  :  The  authority 

for  the  removal  of  these  Chiefs  is  the 

"  Colonial  Prisoners  Removal  Act,  1884." 

Sir   Charles   Mitchell    reports   that   the 

families  will  be  no  worse  off  on  account 

of  the  absence  of  these  Chiefs,  as  the 

latter,  of  course,  never  did  any  work. 
They  have  plenty  of  cattle  and  Innds ; 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  is  ordering 
that  they  are  to  be  fully  protected  in 
the  enjoyment  of  their  property.  The 
cases  of  the  10  other  Zulus  have  been 
carefully  considered  ;  the  sentence  in  all 
but  one  case  will  be  modified ;  and  I 
may  add  that  the  sentence  of  death  in 
Umpikwa's  case  will  not  be  carried  out. 
I  shall  be  happy  to  show  the  Despatch 
to  the  hon.  Member  at  a  later  date  ;  but 
it  is  obviously  undesirable  that  its 
details  should  be  made  public  in  this 
country  before  it  reaches  the  hands  of 
the  Governor,  which  will  not  be  for 
another  three  weeks  or  so. 
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THE  CIVIL  SERVICE. 

Mr.  RICHARD  POWER  (Water- 
ford)  :  I  beg  to  ask  tlie  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  he  will  state 
the  intentions  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment as  regards  the  proposals  of  the 
Ridley  Commission,  as  set  forth  in  their 
Second  Report,  presented  in  August, 
1880,  in  connection  with  the  Higher 
Division  of  the  Civil  Service  ;  and  when 
the  Superannuation  Bill  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table,  the  interests  of  the 
'  Service  having  suffered  by  the  prolonged 
anxiety  occasioned  in  the  various  Public 
Departments  owing  to  the  uncertainty  as 
to  the  stej.s  that  m^^y  l>e  tiken  to  give 
effect  to  the  proposals  referred  to  ? 

The  CHANCltlLLOR  of  tue  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  be  good  enough  to  put 
the  question  down  for  to-morrow. 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT      SERVANTS- 
CASK  OF  MU.  W.  S.  FOULSHAM. 

Mk.  FORREST  FULTON  (West  Ham, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  a  claim  to  compensation, 
made  under  the  Local  Government  Act  of 
1888,  by  W.  S.  Foulsham,  an  Inspector 
of  Weights  and  Measures  for  the  old 
County  of  Middlesex,  has  been  re- 
jected by  the  Treasury  on  the  ground 
that  Mr.  Foulsham  held  office  subject  to 
annual  re-appointment;  whether  the 
Clerk  of  the  Assessment  Sessions,  many 
of  the  Justices'  Clerks  of  old  Middlesex 
and  other  "  transferred  '  officers,  who, 
with  the  -Inspectors  of  Weights  and 
Measures,  are  declared  by  the  Act  to  be 
entitled  to  compensation,  hold  their 
offices  upon  the  same  tenure ;  and  whether 
the  annual  re -appointment  was  a  mere 
formality,  th^  office  being  practically 
tenable  for  life  during  good  behaviour, 
Mr.  Foulsham's  two  predecessors  having 
in  fact  (though  re-appointed  annually) 
held  the  office  for  periods  of  between 
30  and  40  years  respectively  ? 

Mii  JACKSON :  I  ftm  informed  that 
Mr.  Foulsham  on  the  appointed  day  held 
ail  office  for  one  year  ending  November 
1-J,  1889.  On  the  termination  of  that 
period  hc'  was  not  re-appointed.  In 
this  c:-sj  the  Treasury  did  not  consider 
that  they  werj  enipoworeil  hy  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Local  Government  Act, 
Section     120,    to    require    the    County 


Council  to  pay  any  compensation.  I 
may  mention  that  the  Treasury  are  in- 
formed that  on  the  termination  of  his 
appointment  Mr.  Foulsham  was  offered 
by  the  County  Council  and  declined 
other  employment.  There  is  no  infor- 
mation at  the  Treasury  which  will 
enable  me  to  answer  my  hon.  Friend's 
question  contained  in  the  two  last  para- 
graphs. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  WRITERS. 

Mr.  JAMES  ROWLANDS  (Fins- 
bury,  E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  with  regard  to  the  writers 
in  the  Out-door  Department  of  Customs 
(some  of  them  of  long  service)  now  being 
dismissed  from  the  Department,,  who 
were  sent  from  their  permanent  employ- 
ment to  temporary  duty  to  meet  a 
presiding  emergency,  and,  on  the  comple- 
tion of  the  latter,  were  refused  permission 
to  return  on  the  ground  that  the  duty 
they  had  been  engaged  on  had  been 
completed ;  whether' such  dismissal  is  in- 
tended to  exclude  such  writers  from  the 
benefits  which  the  forthcoming  Order  in 
Council  will  confer  on  those  writers 
serving  in  other  branches  of  the  Cus- 
toms? 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM  : 
I  wish  also  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
usual  Annual  Statement  of  Imports  and 
Exports,  which  is  prepared  for  the  Board 
of  Trade  in  the  Statistical  Department ' 
of  the  Customs,  was  offered  as  overtime 
to  the  writers  in  that  Department  who 
are  in  receipt  of  Is.  per  hour ;  whether 
these  writers  unanimously  refused  the 
account,  upon  the  ground  that  they  were 
offered  less  remuneration  for  overtime, 
namely,  lOd.  per  hour,  than  they  were 
in  receipt  of  for  the  normal  official  day ; 
and  whether,  as  the  result  of  their  refusal, 
a  number  of  the  writers  who  were  en- 
gaged in  the  outdoor  department  of  the 
Customs,  and  whose  services  range  from 
8  to  18  years  were  removed  from  their 
posts,  and  transferred  for  the  convenience 
of  the  Statistical  Department,  and  placed 
upon  the  preparation  of  the  annual 
stati'ment ;  whether  they  have  recently 
b;*en  informed  that  they  will  be  return^ 
to  the  Civil  Commission,  thus  breaking 
tlu'ir  prolonged  service  at  a  criticil 
juncture,  and  run  tlie  risk  of  depriving 
them  of  any  benefits  which  may  be  con- 
ferred upon  their  class   under  the   im- 


1645     The  Chelsea  Trustee  {March  3,  1890} 


Savings  Bank,  1646 


pending  Order  in  Council ;  and  whether, 
in  view  of  the  circumstances  referred  to, 
some  assurance  can  be  given  that,  in  the 
event  of  their  return  to  the  Civil  Service 
Commission,  they  shall  not  be  sufferers 
by  the  transfer  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON:  Tlie  preparation  of 
the  annual  statement  of  trade  necessitates 
the  temporary  addition  of  copyists  to  the 
Statistical  Offic.^.  It  is  ordinary  work, 
and  always  paid  for  at  the  rate  of  lOd. 
per  hour.  It  was  offered  to  some  of  the 
copyists  in  the  Statistical  OflBce  who  are 
paid  at  the  rate  of  Is.  an  hour  for  certain 
special  work,  but  they  asked  to  be 
allowed  to  decline  it,  because  the  rats  of 
pay  was  less  than  the  Is.  an  hour  which 
they  are  paid  for  the  special  work  in  the 
normal  official  hours.  The  work  was 
then  given  to  copyists  employed  in  the 
outdoor  department.  These  copyists 
will,  on  the  conclusion  of  the  additional 
work  in  the  Statistical  Office,  be  returned 
to  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners,  from 
whom  I  learn  that  work  can  speedily  be 
found  for  them  in  other  Department. 

Mr.   J.    ROWLANDS:    May    I    ask 

whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that  some  of  the 
gentlemen  who  have  been  appointed  to 
work  on  these  statistical  abstracts  have 
been  in  the  service  of  the  Statt  for  a 
long  period  of  years,  some  of  them  20 
years,  and  whether  these  persons  are 
about  to  be  dismissed  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  There  is  some  mis- 
understanding about  that.  It  has  been 
decided  that  the  work  on  which  these 
writers  have  been  employed  will  be 
better  done  by  some  other  officers. 
When  a  Department  has  completed  a 
certain  work  on  which  it  has  been 
engaged,  the  necessary  order  is  made, 
formally  dismissing  all  the  writers  who 
have  been  engaged  on  the  work  for  the 
time  being.  It  is  well  understood  that 
although  these  writers  may  have  been 
employed  for  a  great  many  years,  they 
are  not  in  the  permanent  service  of  the 
Department,  but  are  being  temporarily 
employed,  and  it  is  quite  open  to  any 
Department,  having  completed  its  work, 
to  dismiss  the  writers  engaged  for  that 
purpose.  As  a  mattar  of  fact,  I  under- 
stand that  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sioners have  been  on  some  occasions 
rather  shorthanded,  and  I  do  not  antici- 
pate that  there  will  be  any  difficulty  in 
finding   employment  for   these  writers, 


nor  is  it  intended  to  inflict  any  penalty 
on  these  men  by  dismissing  them. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS:  Are  we  to 
understand  that  these  men,  who  are 
under  notice  to  leave  to-morrow,  will  not 
be  turned  out  of  the  Service  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  think  it  may  be 
taken  that  a  notice  from  a  Department 
with  regard  to  the  work  of  that  particular 
Department  does  not  amount  to  notice  to 
leave  the  Service  entirely. 

*Mr.  C.  graham  :  As  this  constitutes 
a  great  grievance  to  this  class  of  men,  I 
must  press  for  an  answer  to  the  last  two 
paragraphs  of  my  question,  namely, 
whether  it  is  contemplated  by  the  Civil 
Service  to  deprive  these  men  accidentally 
or  otherwise  of  any  of  the  benefits  their 
long  service  may  have  entitled  them  to, 
and  whether,  secondly,  some  assurance 
will  be  given  that,  in  the  event  of  their 
return  to  the  Civil  Service  Commission, 
thev  will  not  be  sufferers  by  the  trans- 
fer! 

Mr.  JACKSON:  1  do  not  think  I 
ought  to  enter  into  any  engagement.  I 
have  endeavoured  to  explain  tbe  circum- 
stances. The  hon.  Member  refers  to 
some  benefit  which  may  have  come  to 
these  men  under  an  impending  Order  in 
Council.  It  would  be  obviously  wrong 
for  me  to  give  any  pledge  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

THE  SILVER  COINAGE. 

Mr.   CRAIG   (Newcastle-upon-Tyne)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex 
chequer  the  amount  of  profit  realised  on 
the  Silver  Coinage  Account  in  the  year 
ended  31st  December,  1889  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  propose  to  make 
a  statement  upon  this  subject  in  the 
Budget,  and  I  trust  I  may  be  excused  if 
I  do  not  anticipate  it. 

Mr.  CRAIG  :  Is  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentle- 
man  not  aware  that  the  year  ended  upon 
the  31st  of  December  last  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Quita  so;  but  I 
prefer  to  make  a  general  statement. 

THE  CHELSEA  TRUSTEE  SAVINGS 

BAKK. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.)  : 
I  beg  to  aisk  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  he  can  state  the 
total  amount  of  the  defalcations  at  the 
Chelsea  Trustee  Savings  Bank ;  the 
number  of  Friendly  and  other  Societies 
depositing  in  such  bank ;  and  the  amount 
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of  tbeir  depoflita ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  eince  the  failure  some  ot  these 
Socictiee  have  been  unable  to  draw  any 
money  with  which  to  dischat^e  their 
obligations  to  memberB  in  respect  of  sick- 
ness and  death ;  and  whether  some 
arrangement  can  be  mode  for  the  payment 
of  a  dividend  on  account  at  an  early 
date,  so  that  Societies  may  be  able  to 
meet  these  obhgationa  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHKN  ;  The  total  amount  of 
the  defalcations  cannot  be  ascertained 
with,  certainty  till  the  books  can  be 
verified  on  receipt  of  the  claims  from 
the  depositors.  According  to  the  Society's 
Annual  Report  of  ISSS  (tbe  last  one 
made)  there  were  as  dejioBitors  five  penny 
banks,  £366  Ss.  6d. ;  32  Charitable 
Societies,  £2,640  lOs.  9d,  ;  112  Friendly 
Societies,  £9,045  5s.  Ud.,  but  this  has 
not  yet  been  verified.  I  have  no  donbt 
this  is  so.  The  liquidator  would  not  be 
able  to  make  these  payments  at  the 
present  stage  of  the  proceedings.  By 
direction  of  the  Conrt  the  usual  adver- 
tisement nndei'  the  Companies  Act  has 
been  issued  to  depositors  to  send  their 
claimB  before  March  18.  The  21st  of 
March  is  appointed  for  adjudicating  on 
the  claims,  after  which  the  liquidator 
will  be  able  to  proceed  with  the  distribu- 
tion of  the  estate.  To  assist  depositors 
the  ofBcial  liqjidator  lias  prepared  a 
special  form  of  claim,  which  has  been 
sent  to  each  depasit^ir,  and  all  he  has  to 
do  is  to  insert  the  amount  of  his  cbim 
and  send  it  tj>  the  liquidator.  This  form 
has  been  approved  by  the  Court. 

THE   VICTORIA   DIVOUCE    ACT. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HKATON  (Canter- 
bury) ;  I  beg  to  aak  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonics  is  it  true  that 
the  Government  of  England  has  advised 
the  Queen  to  nsscnt  to  the  Divorce  Act 
recently  passed  by  the  Parliament  of 
Victoria ;  and  whether  lie  can  briefly 
state  in  what  respect  does  the  said  Act 
differ  from  the  Law  of  Divorce  in 
England  1 

Babon  H.  w:  WORMS:  The  reply  to 
the  first  p:tragraph  of  the  question  is  in 
the  aihrmative.  It  is  not  [lossible,  within 
the  limits  of  an  answer,  to  give  a  correct 
statement  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act, 
which  arc  numerous,  or  to  compare  them 
with  those  of  the  English  law ;  bnt  it 
may  be  stated  generally  that  the  grounds 
for  divorce  are  largely  extended. 


CHABGG    AOAIKST    AK 

MAN. 

Mb.  FLTNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  heg  to 
ask  the  Attorney  Gieneral  for  Ireland 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  case  heard  at  Woodford  Petty  Sessiona 
on  the  24tb  iust.  before  Messrs.  Hickson, 
K.N.,  and  Burke,  J.P..  in  which  on 
emergency  man  named  M'Koever  was 
summoned  by  Constable  Sheehon  on  a  - 
charge  ot  being  "  drunk  in  the  streets 
of  Woodford  on  the  14th  inst.,  ftod 
having  a  loaded  revolver  in  his  possea- 
sion  - "  if  it  is  true  that  a  few  hotuv 
after  his  arrest  he  was  brought  before 
Mr.  Burke,  J. P.,  by  whom  he  was  dis- 
charged, and  who  added  that  no  further 
action  should  be  taken  ;  has  his  atten- 
tion been  called  to  the  report  of  the  trial, 
from  which  it  appears  that  it  was  proved 
by  Constable  Sheehan  that  M'Keever, 
on  being  arrested,  threatened  to  shoot 
him  ;  that  Mr.  Burke,  notwithstanding  . 
the  protest  of  the  presiding  magistrate, 
persisted  in  cross -examining  the  police' 
man,  and  finally  called  him  a  "  black- 
guard 1 "  and  that  after  M'Eeever  had 
been  fined  £2  and  coats,  and  had  paid 
that  sum,  Mr.  Burke  stood  np  in  Conrt, 
advised  M'Keever  to  appeal,  and  ordered 
the  money  to  be  handed  back ;  and,  if 
the  alxivc  facts  are  correctly  stated, 
whether  the  Lord  Chancellor  will  make 
inquiry  into  the  action  of  this  magis- 
trate 1 

Mr.  madden  :  I  have  called  for  a 
full  Report  of  what  occurred,  bnt  have 
not  yet  received  it. 

•Mr.  FLYNN  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  be  able  to  answer 
the  question  to-morrow  t 

Mr.  madden  :  Possibly. 

ARBITRATION  IN  TRADE  DISPDTES. 
Mr.  W.  p.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool, 
Abercromby) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasurj-  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  increased  organisation  <rf 
labour  since  "  The  Arbitration  Act, 
1872,"  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
appoint  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
how  far  that  Act  and  its  predecessora 
have  Kucoeeded  in  promoting  arbitration 
in  trade  disputes;  to  obtain  information, 
as  far  as  practicable,  regarding  Conncili 
of  Arbitration  in  Foreign  countries ;  and 
to  report  on  the  propriety,  or  otherwise, 
of  further  legislation  I 
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sniiport  of  tlie  principle  of  arbitration 
by  regularly  coustituted  Boards  of  con- 
ciliation ? 

•The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  SMrrH,  Strand,  Weafc- 
minster) :  Having  regard  to  the  feet 
tliat  a  Conference  is  about  to  sit  in 
Berlin  on  tliia  question,  the  Government 
think  it  would  not  be  expedient  to 
appoint  a  Committee  until  they  are  in 
Ijosseasion  of  the  information  which 
will,  no  doubt,  he  placed  before  that 
Conference,  and  of  the  result  of  that 
deliberation. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Me.  WALTER  M'LAREN  (Cheshire, 
Crewe)  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether,  having  regard  to 
the  memorials  presented  to  him  in  1888 
iind  1889,  largely  aignud  by  Members  of 
this  House,  asking  that  a  day  might  he 
kept  for  the  discussion  of  the  Women's 
Fiimchise  Bill,  he  will  undertake  not  to 
take  Government  business  on  Tuesday, 
the  4th  March,  before  the  Motion  on 
this  subject  is  disposed  of  ? 

•Mr,  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  sorry  I 
cannot  give  an  answer  satisfactory  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  debate  on  the 
Re])ort  of  the  Special  Commission  will 
take  precedence  of  all  other  Orders  until 
it  is  concluded.  I  am  therefore  afraid 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  lose  his  day. 

Mr.  M'LAREN :  Then,  when  the 
i-iglit  hon.  Gentleman  makes  his  Motion, 
I  sliall  move  that  the  debate  be  post- 
poned until  after  my  Motion. 

Mr.  CBEMEB(Haggerston):  Do  the 
fight  hon.  Gentleman's  observations  apply 
to  Wednesdays  1 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Looking  at  the 
importance  of  the  debate  it  wonld  hai-dly 
b.'  expedient  to  interrupt  it  until  it  is 
concluded. 

Mr.  CREMER  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  an  opportunity  for  dis- 
cussing any  of  the  important  Motions 
which  are  down  for  those  daysl 

•Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH;  That  question 
li;bd  better  be  asked  at  a  later  date. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  Rugby) :    Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  name  a  day 
for  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Allotments 
Act  Amendment  Bill ! 
•Mb.  W.    H.   smith  :    No  ;    I   cannot 

VOL.     CCCXLI.        [IHIBD    SEBIBB.] 


THE  VAN  AND  WHEEL  TAX. 

SiK  EDWARD  BIRKBECK  (Norfolk, 
E.)  1  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  what  number  of  memorials  he 
has  received  from  County  Councils  and 
other  Local  Authorities,  asking  him  to 
supply  the  deficiency  in  the  contribution 
promised  in  aid  of  rates,  caused  by  the 
abandonment  of  the  Van  and  Wheel 
Tax  J 

Mh-GOSCHEN:  In  answer  to  the  hon. 
Member  I  have  to  state  that  I  have 
received  memorials  from  15  County 
.Councils,  50  Highway  Boards,  and  six 
Unions  in  favour  of  the  re-introduction  of  . 
a  Van  and  Wheel  Tax  ;  I  have  received 
memorials  from  three  County  Councils 
in  favour  of  a  Horse,  Van  and  Wheel 
IW,  and  from  23  County  Councils  for 
aid  to  supply  the  deficiency  arising  from 
the  withdrawal  of  the  Bill,  while  five 
County  Councils  send  BuggestionB  by 
which,  in  their  opinion,  the  amount 
required  might  be  raised.  I  wish  to 
draw  the  especial  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  fact  that  only  three  County 
Councils  definitely  state  they  are  in 
favour  of  the  Horse  Tax,  although  the 
House  will  remember  that  of  the 
.£800,000  which  the  County  Couucils 
wish  to  obtain,  over  £500,000  would, 
according  to  my  original  proposal,  have 
been  drawn  &om  that  tax,  and  there 
appeared  to  be  much  less  objection  to  its 
imposition  than  to  that  of  the  Wheel 
Tax.  The  enactment  of  the  Horse  'Sex. 
would  replace  £500,000  or  more  of  the 
amount  involved  in  the  Excise  Duties 
(Local  Purposes)  Bill  of  1888. 

TRANSFER  STAMP  DUTY. 
Mr.  MONTAGU :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  can  he 
state  the  amount  received  for  1889  on 
account  of  the  Transfer  Stamp  of  Is.  per 
cent,  on  bonds  and  shares  ;  and  whether 
I  aware  that  men  of  business  are  by 
leans  reconciled  to  this  tax,  on  account 
of  the  trouble  and  loss  of  time  caused  by 
the  stamping! 

Me.  GOSCHEN  ;  I  will  take  the  op- 
portunity of  the  Budget  to  make  a 
statement  of  the  amount  received  in  the 
current  financial  year  on  account  of  the 
Transfer  Stamp.  .  I  am  aware  that  some 
objection  was  taken  to  the  tax  on  its 
introduction.  But  no  recent  complaints 
have  baen  mad.'  ;  \vv\.  imle^d,  I  have 
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never  heard  of  any  tax  which  is  not 
attended  with  complaints  from  those  who 
have  to  pay  it. 

PRE-VIOTORIAN  SOVEREIGNS. 

Mr.  MONTAGU :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Fxchequer  the  amount 
of  pre-Victorian  buvereigns  and  half- 
sovereigns  sent  into  the  Bank  of 
England  up  to  the  end  of  February ;  and, 
vsrhether  he  contemplates  demonetising 
such  coins  which  shall  not  have  been 
sent  in  by  the  end  of  March  ? 

Mr  GOSCHEN'  :  The  amount  of  pre- 
Victorian  sovereigns  and  half-sovereigns 
received  up  to  the  end  of  February  is : — 
Sovereigns,  £1,500,000;  half-sovereigns, 
£80,000.  The  answer  to  the  second 
question  is,  yes. 

ARMY  AND  NAVY  MEDICAL  OFFICERS. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  ;  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  what 
action  he  has  taken,  or  intends  to  take, 
with  reference  to  the  recommendations 
contained  in  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  pay,  status, 
and  conditions  of  service  of  the  medical 
ofl&cers  of  the  Army  and  Navy,  which 
was  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  in 
August,  1889? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middle- 
sex, Ealing)  :  The  Admiralty  have  had 
undar  their  consideration  the  recom- 
mendations, three  in  number,  relating  to 
the  Naval  Medical  Service,  whicli  are 
contained  in  tlie  Report  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member,  and  they  are  in  com- 
munication with  the  Treasury  on  the 
subject.  The  third  recommendation, 
relating  to  Yarmouth  Hospital,  involves 
an  important  administrative  question, 
which  has  already  occupied  the  serious 
attention  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty. 
Owing  to  the  peculiar  difficulties  of  the 
cas3  no  s  itisfactory  solution  has  yet  b:^on 
found. 

PENSIONS  TO  SEAMEN. 

Admiral  MAYNE  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  an  ar- 
rangement has  been  made  with  the 
Treasury  to  provide  for  the  payment  of 
pensions  to  seaman  pensioners  without 
taking  the  money  from  the  amount  pro- 
perly available  for  Greenwich  Hospital 
jK  nsions  :  if  not,  whether  the  Be  aid  \Aill 
Mr.  (lOschen 


cease  granting  seamen's  pensions  at  50 
years'  old  until  proper  provision  is  made 
for  them,  and  discontinue  what  they 
have  themselves  publicly  stated  to  be 
"a  misappropriation  of  the  Greenwich 
Hospital  funds,  which  they  do  not  feel 
justified  in  continuing  "  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  No  arrange- 
ment  has  yet  been  made  with  the 
Treasury  on  this  point.  In  reply  to  the 
second  part  of  the  question,  the  Ad- 
miralty, whilst  adhering  to  their  opinion, 
are  not  prepared  to  withhold  from  the 
members  of  the  Pensioner  Reserve  the 
payment  of  pensions  to  which  they  have 
a  claim. 

THE  CROFTERS'  COMMISSION. 
Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  it  is  the 
case  that  the  Crofters'  Commission  have 
determined  7,377  applications  for  fair 
rent  since  their  appointment ;  whether  it 
is  the  case  that  the  total  rental  in  these 
cases  on  application  was  .£40,498,  and 
the  fair  rent  fixed  £28,448,  a  reduc- 
tion of  from  under  £6  each  per  annum 
to  under  £4  per  annum  ;  and  what  is  the 
number  of  cases  where  there  has  been  a 
compulsory  enlargement  of  the  crofters' 
holding^  under  the  Act  ? 

*Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  Up  to 
December  .3L  1889,  the  Crofter  Commis- 
sioners had  decided  7,377  applications, 
the  total  rental  involved  being  £40,503, 
or  an  average  of  about  £5  9s.  per  croft, 
the  fair  rents  fixed  amounting  to  £28,450, 
or  an  average  of  £3  17s.  per  croft.  Two 
hundred  and  eighty-six  crofters  in  all 
have  had  their  holdings  enlarged  under 
the  Act ;  35  of  these  cases  were  cont-en- 
tious  to  the  end.  In  the  other  cases, 
where  there  was  any  opposition  at  the 
outset,  the  applicants  and  the  landlords 
came  to  an  adjustment  during  the  pro- 
ccedinufs. 

loud   g.   hamilton   and   mr. 
laboucukrp:. 

.Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty a  question  of  which  1  have 
fi^iven  him  private  notice,  namely, 
whether  he  is  correcUy  reported  in  the 
Times  this  morninir  as  having  said  at  St. 
Pancras  on  Saturday  evening,  referring 
to  a  speech  delivered  in  Committee  of  the 
House  by  the  senior  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Lahouchere),  that — 
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"  He  himself  listened  with  amazement  to  Mr. 
IjiboucherB  im  he  sat  there  deliberatol}'  con- 
cocting and  fubricitiag  histale,  and  endeavour- 
ing to  associate  Her  Mujeaty's  Uovecumeat 
with  this  oflpDce  by  chargiii);  them  with  a 
criminal  cooapiracy  fur  the  {purpose  of  Con. 
doninir  the  offence  by  enabling  those  who 
participated  in  it  to  escape  from  justice." 

I  wish  to  ask  the  uoble  Lord  whether  be 
uaed  those  words  or  tuij  woirdB  to  a  like 

LoEi>  G.  HAMILTON :  Sir,  the  sub- 
atance  of  thu  sentence  read  by  the  hon, 
iind  learned  Gentleman,  thnugb  I  believe 
n5t  vurb^illy  correct,  accurately  represents 
the  sense  of  what  I  said.  To  bo  literally 
accurate,  I  believe  the  sentence  should 
read  aa  follows : — 

"  Ho  himself  listened  nitb  amazement  to 
Mr.  Labouchere  as  he  sat  there  deliberately 
conCDctinR  and  fabricating  thu  tale  by  which  he 
endeavoured  to  associate  Her  Majesty's 
Government  &c.'' 

.Mb. E.ROBERTSON:  Mr.Speak:er,if I 
am  in  order,  Sir,  1  wish  to  ask  you 
whether  the  words  admitted  by  the 
noble  Lord  to  have  been  used  by  him  on 
that  Decision  constitute  in  themselves  a 
breach  of  the  privileges  of  this  Housi 
*Mr,  SPEAKER:  I  am  not  the  jv 
of  what  constitutes  a  breach  of  privilege 
outside  of  this  House.  These  words 
were  used  outside  ;  had  they  been  used 
within  it  I  should  have  considered  them 
a  breach  of  Parliamentary  otiquett?.  I 
am  aware  that  several  speeches  have 
been  made  ontside  the  House  which  I 
should  regret  if  they  had  been  made  in- 
side. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  I  now  wish  tc 
iiddress  a  question  to  the  right  hon, 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury— ill  his  capaeitv  of  leader  of  the 
House  and  the  guardian  of  its  privilegei 
-  -whetlier  he  is  prepared  to  consider  the 
propriety  of  taking  steps  to  deal  with 
language  whicli,  on  the  face  of  it,  appears 

I I  l>e  a  brcacli  of  the  privileges  of  thi 
llonsj! 

"Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think.  Sir,  that 
my  fcisk  would  be  a  very  serious  one 
if  1  were  called  upon  to  deal  witli  lan- 
guage used  by  Members  outside  of  tiis 
House.  I  do  not  wisb  in  the  slightest 
dt>irri.'e  to  extend  my  reS[Knisibility, 
which  is  already  sufficiently  great.  I 
am  iiotr,  thwrefore,  iu  reply  to  the  hon. 
atid  learned  Gentleman,  able  to  give  him 
the  assurance  he  desires. 


Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON :  May  I  ask  the 

Lgbt  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  accepts  or 
disclaims,  according  to  old  Parliamentary 
usige,  responsibility  for  the  language 
used  by  a  Colleague  of  his  own  in  f£e 
Cabinet  J 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  hardly  know. 
Sir,  whether  it  is  fitting  I  should  be  ad- 
dressed with  regard  to  the  conduct  of  a 
Colleague  of  ray  own  iiutside  this  Housb, 
and  not  in  tlic  diaebai'ge  of  any  official 
duty.  T  say,  again,  that  I  think  it  is  uu- 
reaaonsble  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  that  he  should  ask 


PASSENGER      TRAINS      (CORRES- 
PONDENCE). 

Copy  ordered — 

"  Of  CoTrespondence  between  the  Board  of 
Trade  and  the  London  and  South  Western. 
London,  Bright'>o,  and  South  Coast,  London, 
Chatham,  and  Dover,  and  London  and  South 
Eastern  Railway  Companies,  with  reference  to 
I  be  Return  relating  to  the  running  of 
Passenger  Traina  on  their  railways."— (*r. 
BaBmnna.) 

FEE- PAYING    (SCOTLAND)    SCHOOLS. 

Return  ordered — 

"  Oiving  ihe  name  of  each  School  Board  iu 
Scotland,  in  which  fee-payinft  schools  hava 
been  sanctioitBd  under  the  Minute  of  the 
Scotch  Education  Department,  issued  in  terms 
of  'The  Local  Government  (Scotland)  A«, 
1889,'  with  the  name  of  each  such  fee-paying 
school,  the  total  number  in  average  attendance 
therein  respectively,  and  the  average  attend- 
ance of  infants  and  of  children  in  each  of  the 
ail  standards  and  Ex,  VI,  in  each  of  the  said 
fee-paying  schools,  all  for  ihe  four  weeks 
immediately  preceding  the  making  of  said 
Iteturn,  together  with  the  ecale  of  tees  charged 
in  I'ach  of  said  fee-paying  schools." — {Mr. 
CalJirtll.) 

NOTICE    OF   MOTION, 

RULES    AXn    ORDERS    OF    DEBATE- 

Mll.   LAIIOUCHERE'H  SUSPENSION. 

Mil.  W.  E,  GLADSTONE  (Edi.iburgh, 

Mid  Lothian)  :  I  rise,  Sir,  for  the  pnrposu 

of    giving    a     iiutiee,    and    of    ^  ting 

a  qoo>tion  with  rcfereuoto  th'it  no'icc, 

upon  a  matter  of  so  mnch  interes'.  to  the 

House  that  it  is,  I  tliink,  inveskd  with 

ao  eze^'ptional  character,  and  I  trust  the 

Uouso  will  i»rmifc  me    t>   make  a  fjiv 

observations  iu  oi-der  to  make  my  notice 

intelligible.       My    attention    has    bscn 
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directed  to  an   occurrence    which  took  mak*  this  Motion  at  the  beginnings  of 

place  in  this  Hoose  on  Friday  night,   at  public  business  to-morrov? 

a  time  -when  I  was  not  present,  and  which  *Me.  W.    H.   SMITH  :     I    am,    in    a 

resulted  in  the  suspension  of  the   senior  measure,  taken  by  surprise  by  the  qnee- 

Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou-  tion  of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman, 

chere.)     The  ground  upon  which  he  was  Sir  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby)  :  I  beg 

suspended  appears  to  have  beon  the   use  pardon.     I  gave  notice  to  the  right  hen. 

of  certain  language  with  reference  toanas-  Gentleman  half-an-honr  ago. 

sertion  of  the  Prime  mnister's,  and  doubts  .^^  ^  g   gj^j^  .  j  understood  the 

have  arisen  mthemmdsof  many  Members  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^^  f„^  D^^,      ^         ^^^ 

whether  or  not  that  proceedmg  unless  ^^^    .^^  j^^^   ^^^^y^^  j^^  ^j^  \j^t\n>^ 

■    It  be  accompanied  by  some  explanation  ^.o^,<f    .^bably  ask  for  a  day  ;  and  I  anw 

or  declaration  on  the  part  of  the  House,  ^^^^^{^^  ^ken   by  surprise  by  the  n^ 

might  result  in  some  Imntation  of  the  ^^^   ^^^^    Kesolution  should    be 

liberty    of  Members  of    the   House   to  ^^^^^^^^^^     to-morrow,     and      perhaps 

impeach  the  conduct  of  a  Member  of  the  ^^^     .  ^^   j^^^     Gentleman    will  allow 

Government  lu  cases  where  the  Member  ^^  ^  °  onsider  to-night  what  courae  it 

of     the     Government     whose     conduct  ^^    ^     .  j^^   f^^   ^^^   Government   to 

happens  to  be  impeached  IS  a  Mcml^r  of  ^^^   j^    ^^^  ^^^^      I  ^^^^  ^^^  j^. 

the  House  of  Lords  and  where  he  dis-  ^^,,^^  ^^  ^^^  question,  and  therefore  I 

claims    or   denies    the    nuitter  of  fact  ^  ^^^  ^j^,^  unnecessarily  to  delay  the 

imputed  to  him      1  am  quite  certain  that  debate  upon  it ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gen- 

the  reelinu:  on  the  part  of  the  House  that  .1                    i.          xi,  x   -j.  u,^«i j   «^i.  1^ 

■  i           1  "  ij   1       ^      T    -i.  i.-          i.    ii    ^  tleman   must   see  that  it  would  not  be 

tl^re  should  be    no   limitation    of   t  lat  ^^^  ^  ^,j^^          ^^^  ^^       ^^  ^^^^^ 

liberty  is  general;   and  it  is  right  thai  to  interrupt  the  important  Debate  npon 

attention  should  be  called  to  the  sumect,  1  •  v        ^               if    a    x        ^^^      A.* 

-      ..  .               , .         -  ,1         ,        .    •    "^  which    we    are    about    to    enter    this 
for  it  18  a  question  of  the  utmost  impor- 

eveninsr 

tance  to  lion.  Members  with  reference  to  ^r„  ^{xr  ^  r\j  a  naTTkxn?  .  t  o1.«ii  «^ 

the  discharge   by  them  of  their  hio:hest  .,           ,.        .          j-     ^  i        x*i   t 

jj.-           ji.1              j.i_j.i_^jT.  serve  the  notice  at  my  disposal  until  I 

duties,  and  it  is  also  one  that  should  be  1            .1       c     i    j     •  •         r    xi,        •  i.x 

,       *.           J.      J.    ii             T    J.            1-1  know  the    final   decision   of    the    rurht 

set    at     rest    at    the     earliest    ]X)ssible  i         ri     xi 

,       -r                .             •    J  X    1  1^011-  Cjentleman. 
moment.     1  was  not  surprised  to  learn, 

on  your  authority,  Sir,  that  this  question  \f  O  TION 
could   not   bo    raised    as     a    matter   of 

privilege,  and  I  thouirht  it  could  not  be  — *o- 

raised  on  a  Motion  for  the  adjournment  IRELAND— SPECIAL    COMMISSION 

of  the   House,  when  matters  are  never  (1888)  REPORT., 

allowed  to  be  discussed  wliich  relate  to  *Mr.    \V.    H.    SMITH :    Mr.    Speaker, 

the  Rules  and  Procedure  of  the  House,  the   .Motion   which  I  have  placed   u^wn 

I    have  therefore  framed  tlic    following;  the  Paper  is  intended  to  complete  what 

Motion : —  may    !>.»    termed   a   judicial    procedure. 

"That  this    House   deems   ii  n"p.«<savv   to  The    words    of  the    Special    Commission 

declare  that  when  a   Member  of  i\v\A   House  Act,  18SS,  dii*ected  a  Commission   to  be 

prefers  a   charge  against   a  Miuistcr    of    th«  ,^p,5ointed  to  inquire   into   the    truth    of 

Crown,   which  charge  is  denied  on    oebsilf  <jf  ^  ^,    .         ,                     j       n        x •                  j 

the    Minister,   such    Member  should    not    bo  certain    charges    and    allegations     made 

restrained  from  refusing  to  accept,  siuh  (l.?nial  against  Members  of  this   House,  and   to 

and  persisting  in  his  charge  by  n^as  )n  tluit  the  report  uix)n  those  charges  and  allegations. 

Minister  is  a  Member  of  the  House  U  Lords.''  j^  appears  to  me  that  this  Motion  is    not 

That  notice   is  framed  with  the  view  of  only    tlie    iiaturtd   result,    but    the  only 

clearing  up  the  question.     I  may  express  right  consequence  and  conclusion  of  an 

the   hopj  that  it  may  not  come  to  be  a  important  judicial  procedure.     We  desire 

subject  of  hostile  debute;  but  the  question  to  place  on  record    the  findings  of  the 

ought  in  any  case  to  ba  cleared  up.     As  tribunal   appointed     by   Parliament    so- 

it    is   constitutional    in    chai-acLer,    and  lemiily   and    seriously,    after  prolonged 

approaches    nearly     to     a    question    of  Debate,   and    the    Motion   will  in    our 

privilege,  I  wish  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  humble  judgment  effect  this  fairly,  im- 

the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  whether  partially,  and  justly.     We  consider  the 

he  will  agree  to  allow   me,  as  far  as  he  course  which  we  propose  to  take  is  one 

and  the  Government  are  ooncemed,  to  which  will  do  absolute  justice  to  all  the 
Mr,  W,  E.  GladsUme 
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parties  concerned — justice  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers whose  conduct  lias  been  impugned  ; 
justice  to  the  other  persons  included 
with  them  in  the  allegations;  and 
justice  to  the  newspaper  which,  in  the  first 
instance,  gave  publicity  to  these  charges. 
\Iro7iical  cheers  from  tJie  Iirish  Members,^ 
I  notice  the  cheers  of  hon.  Members 
opposite,  but  I  apprehend  that  there  is 
no  one  in  this  House — no  one  who  is  not 
extremely  prejudiced — who  would  not 
wish  to  do  justice  even  to  the  newspaper 
in  question.  I  have  always  been  of  the 
number  of  those  who  have  most  deeply 
deplored  the  circumstances  in  which 
certain  publications  were  made  in  that 
newspaper.  I  deeply  deplore  the  publi- 
cation of  the  forged  letters,  and  I  join 
in  the  satisfaction  which  has  been  ex- 
pressed in  all  quarters  of  the  House 
that  the  personal  charges  which  were 
based  on  them  have  fallen  to  .  the 
ground.  I  have  from  thfe  first 
joined  most  heartily  and  sincerely 
in  that  congratulation,  but  I  will  also  do 
justice  to  those  who,  in  the  performance 
of  what  they  deemed  to  be  a  public  duty, 
have  brought  forward  certain  charges, 
some  of  which  have  been  maintained, 
and  some  of  which,  fortunately,  have 
been  disproved.  The  Commission  was 
one  which  was  absolutely  unique  in  its 
character.  Happily  for  this  House  and 
the  history  of  this  country  there  has  been 
before  no  occasion  for  the  employment 
of  any  such  machinery  in  con- 
nection with  what  is  afl&rmed  to 
be,  and  believed  to  be,  a  conspiracy 
against  law  and  order.  The  body  of 
learned  men  who  conducted  this  inquiry 
are  entitled  in  my  judgment  to  the  thanks 
of  the  whole  English  community  for  the 
absolute  impartiality  with  which  they  dis- 
charged their  duties — an  impartiality 
which  lias  been  recognised  even  by  the 
warmest  supporters  in  the  Press  and 
elsewhere  of  hon.  Members  opposite.  It 
must  be  remembered  that  the  charges 
made  were  the  subject  of  frequent  debate 
in  this  House.  On  April  18,  1887,  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
answering  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  said — 

"The  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  can 
bring  on  the  owner  and  editor  as  serious  a 
punishment  as  he  could  desire  through  a  Court 
of  Law  .  .  .  Let  him  bring  his  case  into 
Court ;  let  him  have  it  tried  where  it  Qan  be 
tried  fairly." 

Subsequently,  in  May,  the  hon.  Baronet 


the  Member  for  North  Belfast  proposed 
that  the  printer  of  the  Times  should  be 
summoned  to  the  Bar  of  the  House,  and, 
after  a  long  debate,  the  Government 
offered  to  hon.  Members  opposite  that  a 
State  prosecution  of  the  Times  should  be 
undertaken  in  the  name  of  the  Attorney 
General.  [Ironical  Opposition  cheers.^ 
Again  hon.  Members  think  it  right  to 
cheer ;  but  there  is  not  a  lawyer  in  this 
House  who  does  not  know  perfectly  well 
that  it  would  have  been  necessary  to  use 
the  name  of  the  Attorney  General  in  a 
proiseoution  of  this  kind.  The  prosecu- 
tion itself  need  not  have  been  under  the 
direction  of  the  Attorney  General,  for 
the  offer  was  made  that  any  Queen's 
Counsel  and  any  solicitor  whom  hon. 
Members  opposite  desired  might  be 
employed  in  the  conduct  of  the  prosecu- 
tion, the  only  object  and  purpose  of  the 
Government  being  that  in  some  way  or 
other  the  charges  which  had  been  made 
should  be  investigated  'by  a  tribunal 
which  was  able  to  take  evidence 
on  oath  and  do  justice  to  all  parties  con- 
cerned. That  offer  was  not  accepted  by 
hon.  Members  opposite.  They  did  not 
desire  to  place  their  case  before  a  jury, 
and  I  make  no  complaint  against  them 
in  respect  of  the  course  which  they  then 
thought  right  to  take.  The  rejoinder 
that  came  from  them  was  a  demand  for 
a  Committee  of  this  House  to  investi- 
gate the  matters,  and  I  then  said, 
on  behalf  of  the  Government,  what  I 
still  believe,  that  no  tribunal  could  be 
imagined  that  would  be  more  unfit  to 
undertake  the  duty.  We  are  charged 
sometimes  with  being  unfair  as  to  our 
views  of  acts  which  may  be  committed 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  ;  but  it  may 
be  imagined  what  would  have  been  said 
if,  claiming  to  deal  with  charges  brought 
in  this  way  in  a  spirit  of  absolute  im- 
partiality, we  had  constituted  ourselves, 
by  a  majority,  the  tribunal  before  which 
all  these  charges  should  be  considered. 
It  is  obvious  that  any  political  tribunal 
ofthatcharacter  wouldhavebeen  perfectly 
unfit  to  try  questions  of  the  gravity  and 
importance  of  those  which  would  have 
been  submitted  to  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  asked  for  the  Com- 
mittee, and  the  debate  lasted  for  a 
considerable  period.  In  the  course  of 
that  debate  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Longford  (Mr.  T.  Healy)  said  not 
that  the  only  question  was  that  of  the 
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forged  letters,  but  that  the  question  was 
the  personal  charges  brought  against 
individual  Members  of  the  House.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  fou  know  it  is  the  Irish  representation 
which  is  on  its  trial,  and  the  Irish  representa- 
tion challenges  you  to  the  combat.'* 

Then  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  said  that 
in  his  view  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Majo  (Mr.  Dillon)  and  his  Colleagues 
were  not  only  charged  with  falsehood, 
but  that  they  were  further  charged  with 
being  the  associates  of,  and  in  league 
with,  assaasins  and  some  of  the  vilest 
criminals  of  the  United  States.  There- 
fore, they  recognised  in  1887  that  these 
charges  went  much  further,  and  ex- 
tended considerably  beyond  the  personal 
charges  to  which  reference  is  made  in  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone), 
and  which  are  dealt  v^th  by  the  Com- 
missioners in  their  Report.  We  were 
asked  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  W.  V.  Harcourt)  to  submit 
the  question  of  the  forged  letters  and  the 
truth  of  all  the  charges  that  have 
appeared  under  the  head  of  "  Parnellism 
and  Crime "  to  a  Committee  ;  and  from 
time  to  time  it  was  pressed  upon  us  that 
a  complete  and  full  inquiry  should  be 
made  by  a  Committee  or  some  such 
tribunal.  The  question  was  again  raised 
in  1888,  after  the  famous  trial  which  is 
referred  to  in  the  Act  which  was  passed, 
and  a  Motion  was  again  made  for  a  Select 
Committee  of  this  House  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Cockermouth 
(Sir  W.  Lawson).  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  himself  asked 
for  a  Committee ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment again  felt  that  they  must  decline  to 
submit  to  a  political  tribunal  of  this 
House  the  very  grave  questions  which 
would  have  to  be  dealt  with  in  respect  of 
the  conduct  and  character  of  Members  of 
this  House  and  those  implicated  with 
them.  It  is  hardly  necessary  for  me  to 
go  through  the  story  of  the  Bill  that  was 
passed  through  this  House,  but  I  will 
remind  hon.  Gentlemen  that  it  was  an 
offer  by  the  Government,  in  the  first 
instance,  as  an  alternative  to  the  inquiry 
by  a  Select  Committee.  That  offer  was 
accepted  in  this  sense — that  the  Second 
Reading  and  the  previous  stages  were 
passed  without  a  Division,  and  it  was 
only  in  Committe  that  questions  arose  as 
Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 


to  the  extent  to  which  the  inquiry  should 
be  carried,  and  these  questions  produced 
very  long  and  heated  discussions.  Hon. 
Gentlemen,  therefore,  were  agreed  as  to  the 
principle  of  an  inquiry  by  a  Commission. 
["No,  no"  from  some  Members  of  the 
Opposition.']  Well,  I  remember  perfectly 
well  that  the  hoii.  Member  for  Cork  on 
one  occasion  said  that  he  would  **hold 
the  Government  to  this  inquiry,  and 
would  not  allow  them  to  sneak  out  of  it." 
The  House  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self may  draw  what  conclusions  they 
please  from  the  fact  that  there  was  no 
Division  whatever  against  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill ;  and  therefore, 
according  to  Parliamentary  usage,  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  was  accepted  without 
a  Division.  I  admit  that  hon.  Members 
objected  in  Committee  to  the  scope  of  the 
inquiry  and  to  the  fact  that  it  included 
other  persons  than  Members  of  this 
House.  But  they  accepted  decidedly  and 
completely  the  principle.  How  did  Lord 
Chief  Justice  Coleridge  define  the  charges 
which  were  made?  In  the  trial  of 
"  O'Donnell  v.  Walter  "  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  said  that — 

'' Members  of  Parliament  and  others" — not 
Members  of  Parliament  only — "are  accused 
frankly  and  plainly  of  abominable  crime,  not 
so  much  hannff  been  guilty  by  their  own 
bunds,  but  of  having  lent  themselves  to  a 
system  which  must  necessarily  as  its  reasonable 
efi'cct  bo  accompanied  with  crime,  and  of  having 
had  a  personal  knowledge  of  many  bf  the 
crimes  which  did  accompany  it." 

My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secre- 
tary (Mr.  Matthews)  said — 

**An  investigation  into  the  conduct  of  Members  . 
of  Parliament  to  enable  them  to  clear  them- 
selves was  not  the  primary  object  of  the  Bill. 
The  primary  object  of  the  Bill  was 
to  investigate  charges  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  correctly  described  as  constituting 
a  catalogue  of  melancholy  and  disgraceful 
crimes  which  had  been  left  uninquired  into  and 
uninvestigated  by  those  most  concerned." 

We  thought  it  right,  as  a  matter  of  public 
interest  and  importance,  as  a  matter  of 
duty,  that  not  only  the  truth,  but  the 
whole  truth,  should,  if  possible,  be  ascer- 
tained with  regard  to  all  the  charges, 
without  exception,  which  were  made  in 
the  Tihies.  I  think  I  have  now  said 
enough  to  vindicate  the  course  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  think  it 
right  to  take  upon  the  present  occasion. 
We  say  that  this  Body  was  set  up  by  Act 
cf  Parliament  to  make  this  inquiry — an 
inquiry    in     answer    to     the     repeated 
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demands  mivii!  by  lion.  Menib^rs  bKlnn- 
t!i2  Ci;ingWrtj''i>p,)osite,  as  tlii'v  had  failed 
to  nv.iil  t!ii.'mst;lv'e!>  uf  uiiy  otlier  m:tliijil 
of  ASQ^irtiiining  the  facts  of  the  case,  and 
we  II  >w  Hay  that  the  complement  and 
completion  of  the  whole  bnsiness  is  th& 
record  of  the  result  at  which  the  Judges 
hiivu  iirrived.  Wli'tt  ia  the  iilternative 
pr^-seiitcd  tu  the  Hi.iise'f  The  right  hon. 
Memlur  for  Mid  liothtan  thinks  it  rlgliL 
to  ask  the  House  not  to  adopt  the  Report, 
not  to  thank  the  Commissionera  for  their 
ju^it  and  irapiirtial  conduct,  and  not  to 
order  the  il9|iort  to  be  entered  on  the 
JounialB  of  the  House.  His  opinion  is 
that  a  ilesolutiim  Hliould  be  placed  on  the 
Journals  of  the  Houmc  expressing 

"  reprobntion  ot  the  (.dau  i:hiir(;i'»  of  Iho 
gmveit  .nod  ruoBl  ailiijii.4  dodirriplioe,  bussu  on 
cnlumny  and  on  forg:ery  ;" 

iind  he  nlao  asks  the  Kouite  to  declare 

"  ila  sittiafuutiuii  iit  Ihe  <^x]iusiiru  uF  these 
CHlumniea.  ila  Ttgrol  for  thu  wrong  iiiBicted 
»nd  the  sulTaring  und  loai  endured,  through  n 
protiactud  period,  by  rraaoa  u(  thuB)  auta  of 
Uagrant  iniquity." 

Now,  if  this  were  adopted  there  would  be 
a  record  in  the  Journals  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament  constituting  the  tribunal, 
but  no  record  of  the  verdict,  the  ei- 
haustive  judgment,  or  of  the  labours 
of  this  tribunal.  Instead  of  that  there 
would  be,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Amendment  were  carried,  a  statement 
from  which  any  one  would  assume  that  all 
the  charges  which  were  made  were  to 
be  considered  as  false  charges  and  were 
:ili  based  on  calumnies  and  forgeries, 
that  they  alt  merited  condemnation  as 
acts  of  flf^rant  initiuity,  and  that,  in 
short,  the  conduct  of  lion.  Gentlemen, 
which  is  detailed  in  the  evidence  upon 
which  a  tme  finding  has  been  given  by 
the  Judges,  is  conduct  which  is  not 
reprehensible,  which  is  not  deserving 
censure  on  the  part  of  this  House,  and 
which  is,  in  point  of  fact,  on  the  whole  so 
meritorious  that  it  deserves  the  ex- 
pression of  this  House's  sympathy.  I 
am  not  in  a  position  to  accept  that 
Amendment.  It  appears  to  me  that  we 
should  do  injustice  to  the  very  great 
gravity  of  the  utterances  of  the  learned 
Judges,  who  have  found  that  in  some 
cuaus,  some  of  them  important,  the  hon.  : 
Members  accused  have  been  completely 
(fionerated  from  the  charges  made  agiiinst 
them  ;  but  who  Iiuve  also  found  that 
other,   and  some  of  them    very  grar«> 


charges,  h'ld  a  foundation  in  truth,  and 
t'lat  the  iictiiiu  of  hon.  Members  hid  a 
Siriiius  effect  upon  the  peace  and  good 
order  of  an  important  part  of  the  country. 
These  were  very  much  wider  than  the 
persomil  charges,  aa  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Longford  adnutt?d  when  he 
said  thftt-- 

"  When  Meiiiberi>|nre  charged  with  oomplicitjr 
with  BiaassinB  nod  dynamitarda,  with  traaaoo 
agHinsl  tho  QuBPii,  and  other  forms  ot  political 
aad  human  villaay.  there  is  no  question 
whatever   to    be   referred  to   a   Select    Conn. 

Aud  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wolverhampton  said,  on  the  same 
day,  that  it  waa  charged  against  hon. 
Members  that  they  were  associated  with 
some  of  the  vilest  criminals  in  the  United 
8tat«s.  Language  as  strong  as  that  hus 
been  used,  bnt  I  think  it  can  be  shown 
that  the  association  has  been  proved  to 
have  existed  to  some  extent,  and  if  hon. 
Membsra  did  not  know  the  character  of 
th^ir  aas™:'iat?s  before,  they  know  it  now. 
The  exposure  of  the  character  of  their 
American  allies  has  rendered,  in  my 
humble  judgment,  a  great  service  to  the 
country  and  some  service  to  the  House. 
The  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  was 
willingthat  the  inqoiiysbonld  be  widened, 
BO  as  to  include  eveiy  charge  which  coald 
be  broughtagainst  hon.  Members  opposite. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Morley) 
accepted  that  on  behalf  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone).  The  charges  have  also 
been  summarised  in  the  language  of 
Lord  Chief  Justice  Coleridge  in  the 
action  of  "  O'Donnell  v.  Waltsr."  Lord 
Coleridge  says ; — 

The  main  isBue  is  whether  what  is  called  in 
tho  Timti  '  Pamelliam '  is  or  is  not  founded  on 

svstem  of  cruelty,  and  rapeoity,  and  murder. 

id  crime." 

And  ngain^ 

'he  artioles  contain  «  (trout  Tnriety  ot 
atHtements,  and  statemonts  dtr'p]  i  mcriminatins; 

iber  of  persons— Mem hura  of  Parliameot, 
persona  not  Members  of  Psrlisment,  but  well 
IDOwD  tu  the  world,  and  a  number  of  promi- 


ill  r 


Ironkly  and  plainly,  of  abominiible  crimp,  not 
mui'b.  perhaps,  that  they  ihpmfolves  have 
mmittad  with  tbfiir  own  hands  uhuuiinablo 
■;rime,  but  they  h'iv«  lent  Ihenianlves  l^i  «  »is- 
lem  which  must  incuaraHli'  ;is  its  ruusiinublti 
I  fffct  1)v  accompanied  with  i^riiue.  aud  that  with 
regard  to  many  ot  the  crimes  by  whish  it  waa 
ituumpHnieil    they    lhemsolv<«    had    [lenoDiiI 

tnowledge." 
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Such,  in  effect,  was  the  charge,  and  the 
Report  with  regard  to  it  states — 

"  While  we  acquit  the  respondents  of  having 
directly  or  intentionally  incited  to  murder,  we 
find  that  the  speeches  made,  in  which  land- 
^rabhers  and  other  offenders  against  the 
League  were  denounced  as  traitors,  and  as 
being  as  bad  as  informers — the  urging  'young 
men '  to  procure  arms,  and  the  dissemination 
of  the  newspapers  above  referred  to— had 
the  effect  of  causing  an  excitable  peasantry  to 
carry  out  the  laws  of  the  Land  League,  even 
by  assassination.*' 

Now,  while  wo  must  all  feel  sympathy 

for  men  against  whom  baseless  charges 

have  been  brought,  and  though  we  admit 

that   they  have   been   acquitted   of  the 

graver   charge    of   directly    inciting    U^t 

murder,    we    cannot    pass  by  altogether 

that  of    ^vhicli   they   have    been    found 

guilty.     The  Commissioners  add  : — 

**  We  find  that,  whilst  some  of  the  respon- 
dents, and  in  particular  Mr.  Davitt,  did  express 
bond  fide  disapproval  of  crime  and  outrage, 
the  respondents  did  not  denounce  the  system 
of  intimidation  which  led  to  crime  and  out- 
rage, but  persisted  in  it  with  knowledge  of  its 
effect.'* 

If  the  respondents  generally  had  acted  as 
Mr.  Davitt  did  in  this  matter  what  an 
amount  of  suffering  might  have  been 
saved  !  Then  the  Commissioners  go  on 
to  point  out  the  efEects  of  boycotting — 

**  The  effects  of  boycotting,*'  they  say,  "were 
such  as  might  be  expected  to  and  did  create  a 
well-grounded  terror  in  the  minds  of  those  who 
suffered  under  it,  and  we  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  this  was  the  intention  of  those  who 
devised  and  carried  out  this  system.  It  is  fur- 
ther to  be  observed  that,  though  boycotting 
led  in  many  cases  to  actual  outrage,  yet  it  was 
persisted  in  for  years  against  the  same  indivi- 
duals, and  was  generally  recommended,  not- 
withstanding the  evils  which  plainly  resulted 
from  it." 

The  respondents  are  found  guilty  of 

"persisting  in  intimidation  with  knowledge 
of  this  effect." 

and  though  exonerated 

"  of  knowing  that  murder  in  some  cases  was 
going  to  take  place," 

yet  it  is  found  that 

"they  were  present  at  meetingH  where  mur- 
der was  talked  of,  and  did  not  disown  it." 

Thus  at  a  meeting  of  the  Land  League, 
at  which  several  of  the  respondents  were 
present,  Mr.  Red  path  referred  to  the 
murder  of  Lord  Mountmorres  in  these 
words — 

"  He  had  had  the  misfortune  to  he  in  Clonbur 
when    Lord    Moimtmorrea     was.  killed.     Th« 
friends  of  the  Irish   peasantry  had   been    alto- 
gether   too    i»»aitle    in    th.ir    talk    about    the 
Mr.  n:  N.  Smith 


infamous  rascal.  He  was  a  G(oyemment  spy, 
and  once  bragged  that  he  was  in  the  pay  of  the 
Oastle.  He  made  very  disrespeotfal  remarks 
about  Fenians.  If  they  wero  going  to  do  that 
they  should  keep  out  of  the  west  of  Ireland,  or 
they  would  be  hurt." 

Upon  this  the  Commissioners  state — 


.  *<  We  find  no  repudiation  of  this  speech  by 
those  present,  and  on  the  29th  of  November, 
1880,  two  Resolutions  of  the  Land  League  were 
passed,  one  thanking  Mr.  Redpath  for  his  ser- 
vices in  the  cause  of  the  toiling  masses  in 
Ireland,  and  the  other  requesting  him  to  give 
his  services  in  the  Land  League  movement  in 
America  in  lieu  of  Mr.  Davitt,  who  was  coming 
back  to  Ireland." 

And  then  there  is  Mr.  Davitt*s  letter  in 
May,  1882,  to  the  Standard,  in  which  he 
expressjd  the  loathing  which  he  felt  for 
outrage,  his  belief  that  a  pilgrimage  to 
denounce  assassination  and  outrage  ought 
to  be  made,  and  that,  had  it  been  made 
before,  he  firmly  believed  that  the 
terrible  tragedy  of  the  Phoenix  Park  and 
many  another  tragedy  which,  though  it 
had  not  attracted  so  much  attention,  had 
wrung  heart-strings  as  bitterly,  would 
never  have  occurred.  There  was  one 
man  above  all  others  who  could  have 
efEectually  denounced  crime,  and  if  he 
and  the  hon.  Gentlemen  associated  with 
him  had  done  so,  and  had  acted 
as  Mr.  Davitt  did,  what  an  amount 
of  misery  might  have  been  saved! 
Well,  such  are  some  of  the  charges  which 
liave  been  proved.  No  doubt  the  Com- 
missioners find  that  others  of  the  charges 
— personal  charges  —  were  without 
foundation.  But  the  Amendment  would 
pass  by  unheeded  the  grave  charges 
which  have  been  proved,  and  practically 
exonerate  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in 
respect  to  them.  Such  an  exoneration 
would,  in  fact,  practically  applaud  them 
for  having  entered  into  a  crimini4 
conspiracy,  "illegal  both  in  its  objectB 
and  the  means  which  were  adopted." 
We  cannot  accept  this  course.  The  re- 
spondents are  found  to  have  entered  into 
an  alliance  with  and  to  have  been  sup- 
ported by  the  American  Fenians,  includ- 
ing the  Olan-na-Gael — **  a  body  actively 
engaged  in  promoting  the  use  of  dynamite 
for  the  destruction  of  life  and  property  in 
England."  The  Report  finds  that  they 
invited  and  obtained  the  assistance  and 
co-operation  of  the  Physical  Force  Party, 
including  the  Clan-na-Gael ;  that  they 
abstained  from  repudiating  or  condemn- 
ing the  action  of  that  Party ;  that  they 
invited  the  assistance  and  co-operation  ot, 
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and  accepted  subscriptions  from,  Patrick 
Ford,  a  known  advocate  of  crime  and  the 
use  of  dynamite.  This  finding  would 
rather  seem  to  imply  that  they  knew  all 
about  the  Clan,  and  invited  their  assist- 
ance, but  that  it  is  not  proved  that  they 
knew  the  particular  fact  of  the  complete 
supremacy  of  the  Clan  in  the  American 
League,  and  that  the  Parliamentary 
Fund  was  suppHed  by  the  Clan.  They 
are  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  that. 
Lastly,  there  is  the  grave  charge  of  con- 
spiracy to  obtain  separation.  It  will  be 
admitted  that  this  is  a  political  charge  of 
the  most  serious  importance.  It  is 
proved  that  Mr.  Davitt  and  seven  other 
of  the  respondents  are  guilty  of  this 
charge.  It  is  found  that  some  of  them 
established  and  joined  in  the  Land  League 
organisation  with  the  intention  to  bring 
about  the  absolute  independence  of 
Ireland  as  a  separate  nation.  The  organic 
siitioii  was  established  for  that  purpose. 
In  its  origin  it  aimed  at  separation.  This 
is  the  charge  which  is  held  to  be  proved. 
The  Commissioners  said  guardedly, 

''Some  at  least  of  the  leaders  of  the  moye- 
ment  joined  it  as  a  means  of  obtaining  the 
complete  separation  of  Ireland  from  England, 
but  we  do  not  think  that  the  mere  joining  the 
Land  League  necessarily  implied  a  desire  for 
such  separation." 

They  also  say  that  a  large  force  in  favour 
of  complete  separation  would  follow  such 
leaders  is  apparent,  and  the  Report  finds 
too  that  Mr.  Parnell 

"  Used  language  indicating  a  desire  for  the 
complete  separation  of  Ireland  from  the  United 
Kingdom." 

Well,  Sir,  I  think  few  will  deny 
that  these  are  grave  charges,  and  cannot 
permit  a  "  clean  bill "  to  be  given  to  the 
respondents.  The  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  practically 
be  a  condonation  of  crime.  It  cannot  be 
said  even  that  the  respondents  con- 
sidered that  they  were  unimportant 
charges,  and  that  the  whole  ac- 
cusation was  contained  in  the 
personal  charge  against  the  Member 
for  Cork.  But  now.  Sir,  I  have  no  doubt 
I  shall  be  asked  why  the  Government 
propose  to  proceed  no  further.  Why  is 
it  the  Government  proceed  no  further 
than  the  Resolution  I  move  to  enter  the 
Judges'  Report  on  the  Journals  of  the 
House ;  my  answer  is  because  it  was  no  part 
of  our  intention  at  any  time  to  constitute  a 
Commission  for  the  purpose  d  obtaining 


166 


evidence  to  inflict  punishment.  The 
primary  object  was  to  obtain  the  truth 
whether  the  charges  were  true  or  false, 
and  the  Bill  specially  provided  that  all 
who  gave  witness  of  the  truth  would 
receive  indemnity  for  so  doing.  On  this 
point  the  Bill  was  clear.  Sections  10 
and  1 1  are  as  follows  : — 

"10.  (1)  Every  person  examined  as  a  witness 
under  this  Act  who,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
missioners,  makes  a  full  and  true  disclosure 
touching  all  the  matters  in  respect  of  which  he 
is  examined,  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  a  cer- 
tificate signed  by  the  Commissioners,  stating 
that  the  t^itness  has  on  his  examination 
made  a  full  and  true  disclosure,  as  aforesaid. 
(2)  If  any  civil  or  criminal  proceeding  is  there- 
after at  any  time  instituted  against  any  such 
witness  in  respect  of  any  matter  touching 
which  he  has  been  so  examined,  the  Court 
having  cognizance  of  the  caso  shall,  on  proof 
of  the  certificate,  stay  the  proceeding,  and  may. 
in  its  discretion,  award  to  the  witness  such  costs 
as  he  may  be  put  to  in  or  by  reason  of  the  pro- 
ceeding ;  provided  that  nothing  in  this  section 
shall  be  deemed  to  apply  in  the  case  of  proceed- 
ings for  having  given  false  evidence  at  an  in- 
quiry held  under  this  Act,  or  of  having  pto- 
cured,  or  attempted  or  conspired  to  procure,  the 
giving  of  such  evidence." 

"11.  This  Act  may  be  cited  as^the  Special 
Commission  Act,  1888." 

And  as  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home 
Secretary  stated — 

"  The  primary  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  in- 
vestigate charges  which  have  been  left  un- 
inquircd  into  and  uninvestigated  by  those  who 
are  most  concerned.'* 

My  right  hon.  Friend  spoke  definitely  on 
this  point.     He  said — 

"  A  statutory  Commission  has  never  been 
used  as  an  instrument  for  the  prosecution  of 
people,  and  that  is  why  you  cover  it  with  in- 
demnity. You  use  it  AS  the  instrument  for  dis- 
covering the  truth  on  an  occasion  of  such  great 
public  importance  as  to  warrant  the  creation  of 
an  extraordinary  tribunal  of  this  sort.  Why 
is  it  that  you  shut  the  door  against  punishment 
and  against  all  those  consequences  which  are 
the  root  and  foundation  of  all  that  is  precise 
and  accurate  in  your  Criminal  Law  ?  It  is 
because  you  want  to  discover  the  truth  of  the 
matter." 

As  I  have  said,  our  desire  was  to  obtain 
the  tnith  in  the  interests  of  the  whole 
community,  including  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway.  It  was  on 
that  ground  the  Commission  was  granted. 
I  ask  the  House  to  adopt  the  Report 
without  colour,  without  adding  a  word 
by  way  of  preface.  I  ask  the  House,  in 
the  second  place,  to  give  its  thanks 
to  the  Judges,  who  have  so  ably 
and  labouriously  discharged  their 
duties.     The  task  imposed  upon   them 
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was  a  most  painfal  one,  and  it  was  with 
great  satisfaction  that  in  a  newspaper 
representing  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  I 
olwerved  it  stated  that  the  Judges  had 
vindicated  the  absolute  impartiality  of 
the  English  Judges.  It  is  with  regret 
that  I  observe  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
omits  to  include  in  his  Amendment  any 
recognition  of  the  services  of  the  learned 
Judges  who  have  acted  as  Sj^ecial  Com- 
missioners. Whatever  may  be  the  view 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
friends  entertain  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  m  asking  the  House  to  pass 
the  measure  which  became  law  in  1888 
under  which  these  learned  gentlemen 
were  appointed,  there  can,  I  imagine,  ba 
but  one  opinion  as  to  the  absolute  im- 
partiality with  which  they  discharged  the 
most  painful  duty  wliich  was  imposed 
upon  them.  I  am  glad,  as  I  have 
observed,  to  notic:?  that  even  the  strongest 
|)artisan8  in  the  Press  of  tlie  riufht  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  friends  liava  recojr- 
nised  frankly  and  fairly  the  absolute 
impartiality  of  the  Commissioners.  It  is 
no  more  than  I  should  expect  from 
honourable  opponents,  but  I  venture  to 
think  for  myself  that  we  owe  a  great 
debt  of  gratitude  to  those  gentlemen 
for  the  patience,  the  justice,  and  the 
disci'imination  which  they  have  shown 
in  the  discharge  of,  I  admit,  the  painful 
duty  imposed  upon  them.  The  labour 
has  been  severe,  but  I  can  best  express 
the  temper  and  the  spirit  in  which  they 
have  approached  the  discharge  of  their 
duties  by  quoting  the  woixls  of  the 
President  himself,  who  says — 

"Conscious  that  throughout  this  great  in- 
quest we  have  sought  only  the  truth,  we  trust 
that  we  shall  he  guided  to  find  it,  and  set  it 
forth  plainly  in  the  night  of  all  men." 

There  can  be,  I  think,  no  doubt  in  the 
mind  of  any  man,  whatever  his  political 
feelings  may  be,  that  the  Commissioners 
have  indeed  '*  sought  and  set  out  the 
truth  plainly  in  the  sight  of  all  men." 
The  attempt  to  call  the  offences  political 
was  absurd.  Time  cannot  change  the 
character  of  the  offences  or  their  nature, 
nor  can  Party  exigencies.  [Ironical 
Opposition  Cheers.^  I  am  exceedingly 
glad  to  hear  those  cheers  and  that  thero 
is  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  to  return 
to  those  ancient  methods — [Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Co  xxoR  :  Ancient  alliances]  —  those 
ancient  methods — [Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connob  : 
Mr.  W.  H,  Smith 


Alliances] — of  honesty.  [Cries  of  "  Oh  !"] 
I  beg  p'lrdon  ;  I  do  not  impute  to  them 
dishonesty,  but  my  contention  is  that  the 
influence  they   have    exercised    on  the 
unfortunate   tenant-farmers    of  Ireland 
has  been  destructive    of   their    ancient 
character  for   honesty.       Is  it  seriously 
contended      by      the      Liberal      Party 
that  the   methods    denounced    by    the 
Commissioners  are    legitimate   weapons 
of  Party  warfare  ?     Is  that  the  view  of 
the   right  hon.   Gentleman?      Do    they 
identify  themselves  with  acts  which  up 
to  1885   they  condemned?     Are  Home 
Rule  and  an  Irish  Parliament  to  be  set 
up  on  the  ruins  which  boycotting  and 
intimidation  have  left,  on  the  abolition 
of  all  personal  liberty  and  freedom,  on 
the  destruction  of  any  rights  of  property 
which  the  law  has  solemnly  reco^ised, 
and   on   the    miser}',   suffering,  and  de- 
struction of   all  who  refuse  to  obey,  or 
hesitate   to   obey,  the    mandates   of    au 
irresponsible  League  ?     Is  this  to  be  the 
basis   on   which    a    representative    and 
responsible  Government  is  to  be  created 
in  Ireland,  and  if  in  Ireland,  why  not  in 
England?     The    right    hon.    Gentleman 
may   say   that    the    misery   which    has 
existed  in  Ireland,  the  diflBculty  of  paying 
the  rent  (which  is  alleged  as  the  canse  of 
these   offences),  is  an  excuse,   if  not   a 
justification,   for   the   outrage    and    dis- 
turbances and  defiance  of  the  law  which 
have    existed    in    connection    with    the 
Home   Rule  agitation ;  but  he  must  re- 
member the  occasions  on  which  he  has 
himself    alleged    that    the    Land    Laws 
of    Ireland  are  more  favourable  to  the 
tenant   and  to   the    occupier   than    any 
which   existed   in   any   quarter   of    the 
civilised  globe.     He  must  remember  his 
own  declarations  that  the  provisions  of 
the  Land  Acts,  for  which  he  is  responsible, 
ought  to  give  satisfaction  to  the  tenant 
and  security  to  the  landlord  ;  and  he  will 
know  that  it  has  always  been  held  that 
even    hardship  does  not  justify  the  con- 
tempt of  all   ^aw,   and  the  infliction    of 
suffering    and    misery    upon    perfectly 
harmless   and   helpless   individuals  who 
refuse    to   carry  out   the    behests   of    a 
sn(U(»ty  wliich  seeks  to  enforce  its  rules 
and  its  hiws  regai'dless  of  the  interests 
of   the   community   at  large.     If    these 
things  are   to  be    done  in  Ireland,  why 
should  they  not  be  done  in  Scotland  and 
in   England?     Why,  if   they  are  to   be 
done  with  reference  to  the  land,  are  they 
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not  to  be  done  with  record  to  the  other  sen  ted  to   Parliament,  this  House  adopts  the 

relations   in  which   debtors  and  crsditors  H^-port  and  thanks  the  Comniissioners  for  their 

,        I  ,  1      1  u        •      i  u  -i  •  I'lst  and  impartial  conduct  m  tho  matters  re- 

st.md  to  each  other  m  the   same  position  'i^rred  to  them ;  and  orders  that  the  said  Keport 

of  hardship  so  far  as  the  dvbtor  is  con-  be  entered  on  the  journals  of  this   House.*'— 

cjrned?      Are    we    now,    in    the    19th  (Mr.  W,  H.  Smith  J) 

c  J  iitary,     to     depart     altogether     from        ,5  35  )  ^^  ^  j^  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 

taose    conditions    which    have    hitherto  burgh,  Mid  Lothian)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise 

Icen    held     to     be     necessary    to    the  to  move  the  Amendment  of  which  I  have 
prosperity      of      any      civilised      land  ?      -^^  ^^^^^      ^  jg  ^o  leave  out  all  the 

It  18  true  "  political  economy    is  banished  ^^^^^g  ^^^^  „  j^         „  j^  ij^^  g^  i^  <,^er 

to   Jupiter    and   baturn    but  there  has  ^  ^^  ^^^  words- 
bjen  hitherto  a  belief  m  the  necessity  of 

enforcing  the  obligations  which  the  State  ,.  "  ^r'ps  ^J  **>  ^\^  ^^^^  to  record  its  reproha- 

.,      ,-r  -jj  -J         i?'  tion  of  the  false  charges  of  the   j^ravest   and 

itself  has  revised  and  recognised  as  fair  ^^g^  odjoug  description,  based  on  calumny  and 

and  just.  In  our  progress  towards  liberty,  on  forgery,  which  have  been  brought  against 
in  our  advance  towards  good  government,  Members  of  this  House,  and  particularly 
j.re  all  the  experiences  of  past  genera-  against  Mr.  Parnell :  and,  while  declaring  its 
,v  j_  \.  i_i.oTxT_  jx  Satisfaction  at  the  exposure  ol  these  calumnies, 
tions  to  beset  at  naught  i  Is  the  mandate  ^^^is  Hous©  expresses  its  regret  for  the  wrong 
(if  an  illegal  Association  alone  to  determine  inflicted  and  the  suflfering  and  loss  endured, 
whether  legal  obligations  shall  or  shall  through  a  protracted  period,  by  reason  of  these 
not  be  discharged,  which  have  not  only  "cts  of  flagrant  iniquity." 
been  the  result  of  contract,  but  have  re-  In  the  temperate  speech  of  the  right 
ceived  the  approval  of  the  State  itsolf  ?  hon.  Gentleman  tliere  are  several  pas- 
Sir,  this  prospect  afforded  by  the  alliance  sages  which  would  invite  remarks.  I 
of  a  great  Party  with  doctrines  which  can  do  not  propose  to  dwell  on  them,  though 
only  be  regarded  as  anarchical  is  one  I  might  be  tempted  to  ask  what  are 
which  must  make  a  man  pause  and  hesi-  those  periods  in  the  past  when  the 
tate.  If  political  necessities  compel  them  application  of  honest  principles  gave,  as 
to  imperil  the  very  existence  of  society,  he  says,  prosperity  to  Ireland  ?  On  one 
it  may  become  a  question  whether  even  of  his  observations  I  wish  to  make  a 
the  maintenance  of  Party  government  in  comment,  and  it  is  on  the  construction 
this  country,  which  has  in  the  past  done  he  has  given  to  the  Amendment.  He 
so  much  to  advance  and  develop  our  states  that  in  the  Amendment,  fairly 
Parliamentary  institutions,  may  not  be  re-  construed,  the  language  is  such  as  to 
garded  in  these  latter  days  rather  as  a  curse  lead  to  the  impression  that  everything 
than  a  blessing.  If  only  a  few  years  ago  noticed  by  the  Commissioners,  everything 
I  or  any  of  my  hon.  Friends  had  ventured  done  by  Irish  Members,  receives  the 
to  prophesy  that  the  Liberal  Party  would  sanction  of  that  Amendment.  Now,  I 
be  found  ranging  itself  on  the  side  of  should  have  thought  it  hardly  possible 
those  whose  language  they  denounced,  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  fall  into 
whose  acts  they  alleged  to  be,  and  be-  such  an  error,  because  the  reprobation 
lieved  to  be,  criminal,  no  words  of  con-  which  is  recorded  is  directed  to — 
demnation  would  have  been  too  strong  in  .,  ^he  false  charges  of  the  gravest  and  most 
the  mouths  of  our  pohtical  opponents  in  odious  description,  based  on  calumny  and  on 
denouncing  us  for  such  an  anticipation,  forgerj-,  which  has  been  brought  against  Mem - 
Alas  !  it  has  come   to  pass ;   and   I   can  ^®"  ^*  ^^'^  House.'* 

only  hope  and  beHev§  that  the  people  of  It   is   impossible    that    the    right    hon. 

this   country,    and   even   the    people  of  Gentleman  can  suppose  that  it  is  intended 

Ireland,  will   come  to  realise  how  dan-  by  the  Amendment  to  convey  that   all 

gerous  to  the  best  interests  of  the  State  those  assertions  of  censure  which  have 

are  the  temptations  to  which  the  right  been  made  by  the  Parliamentary  Com- 

hon.    Gentleman  and   his   friends  have  mission   "are  charges  of  the  basest  and 

succumbed.  most  odious  description,  based  on  calumny 

and  on  forgery."     Consequently,  I  put  it 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  to  the  House  that  the  right  hon.*  Gentle- 

*'  That,    I'arliament    having    constituted    a  man's  construction   of   the    Amendment 

Special  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  charges  entirely  falls  to  the  ground.      He  is  quite 

rpiir:r"aS'd\Xr"V-ntST'r  f^^^  ^-   ^^-S    ^t  the  Amendment 

Report  of  the  Commissionew  having  been  pre-  bestows  no  censure  upon  the  conduct  of 
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hon.  Members,  and  to  that  pait  of  the 
subject,  of  course,  it  will  be  my  duty  to 
refer.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  occu- 
pied the  earlier  jmrt  of  his  speech 
with  a  defence  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Government.  Now  this  subject,  I  must 
own,  to  me,  as  connected  with  the  Opposi- 
tion, is,  in  that  point  of  view,  a  tempting 
one,  but  I  will  not  follow  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  this  occasion.  I  desire  to 
avoid  on  this  occasion,  for  a  reason  which 
appears  to  me  even  more  than  sufficient, 
all  Party -recrimination.  Tempting  as 
the  opportunity  is,  I  entirely  refuse  it. 
For  I  ask  myself,  whose  character  and 
honour  are  at  issue  to-night  and  will  be 
principally  afEecbed  by  the  Vote  the 
House  is  about  to  give  ?  In  some  sense 
the  three  Judges  are  upon  their  trial ;  in 
some  sensL*  the  Irish  Members  of  the 
Nationalist  Party  are  upon  their  trial ;  in 
some  sense  the  Government  may  be  upon 
its  trial ;  but.  Sir,  it  is  mainly  the 
House  that  is  upon  its  trial.  It 
is  the  character  of  the  House,  which, 
when  broiight  to  the  tribunal  of 
history,  no  Parliament,  as  well  as 
no  Party,  can  finally  avoid  ;  it  is 
the  character  of  the  House  which  will 
suffer  or  gain  according  as  on  this 
occasion  its  course  is  wise  and  just,  or 
according  as  it  has  been  led  into  setting  a 
precedent  in  my  opinion  unworthy  of  its 
high  honour  and  highly  dangerous  as  an 
example  of  future  Parliaments.  There 
is  one  point  which  I  will  explain  at  once, 
for  it  is  one  on  which  T  do  not  think 
there  can  be  any  quarrel  on  principle  be- 
tween the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
myself.  He  invites  us  to  thank  the 
Judges  of  the  Commission  "for  their 
just  and  impartial  conduct  in  the  mat- 
ters referred  to  them."  It  is  not  on 
account  of  a  fundamental  difference  as 
to  the  conduct  of  the  Commissioners 
that  I  have  hesitated  to  embody  these 
thanks  in  my  Amendment.  It  appears 
to  me  to  be  a  questionable  and  hazard- 
ous proceeding  to  introduce  into  the 
course  of  our  political  action  the  practice 
of  rendering  formxl  thanks  for  the  per- 
formance of  judicial  duty.  1  own  that  I 
have  very  considerable  apprehensions  on 
that  subject.  This  House  must  neces- 
sarily bcfiwayed  from  time  to  time  by 
passion  leading  it  in  tliis  direction  or 
that.  It  has  been  our  object  to  keep  the 
action  of  the  Judges  separated  by  the 
widest  possible  interval  from  all  our  pro- 
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ceedings  and  from  the  temper  and  heat 
that  here  occasionally  prevail.  Here  is 
an  occasion  in  which  all  feelings  have 
been  stirred  and  roused  from  their  deptihs, 
and  in  which  the  Judges  have  been  called 
in  to  deal  with  a  large  portion  of  the 
subject  matber,  and  I  own  I  have  very 
great  doubts  indeed  as  to  the  policy  of 
rendering  to  them  the  formal  thanks  of 
the  House.  But  1  will  not  grudgingly 
render  to  the  Judges  what  personally  I 
can.  An  hon.  Friend  of  mine  sitting  be- 
hind me  has  expressed  a  desire  to  insert 
words  in  the  Ajnendment,  "  To  acknow- 
ledge the  zeal  of  the  Commissioners  in  the 
discharge  of  the  arduous  duties  imposed 
upon  them."  Well,  1  am  ready  to  ac- 
knowledge their  zeal,  and  I  am  ready  to 
acknowledge  more  than  their  zeal.  I 
acknowledge  their  ability,  their  assiduity, 
and  their  perfect  and  absolute  good  faith. 
Though  I  may  reserve  to  myself  the 
right  to  criticise  freely  some  of  their 
statements,  yet  I  do  not  think  there  is 
a  hne  of  that  Report  from  beginning  to 
end  which  has  not  been  written  by  the 
Judges  in  absolute  honour  and  good  faith. 
And  accordingly  in  what  I  may  now  say 
I  beg  it  to  be  remembered  that  it  is  under 
the  reservation  of  what  I  have  jnst  said 
and  which  I  do  not,  in  the  slightest 
degree,  desire  to  quahfy.  What  I 
have  said  of  the  Judges  I  tliink  I 
may  have  been  able  to  say  of  many  a 
speech  I  have  heard  delivered  in  this 
House.  Such  temper  and  disposition 
and  such  honour  and  good  faith  do  not 
expel  from  the  human  mind  and  from 
human  action  all  the  effects  of  preposses- 
sion. In  this  Report,  as  I  think,  along 
with  the  amplest  evidence  of  every 
quahty  I  have  described,  there  are  de- 
fects, and  there  are  errors — 

*'  Quas  aut  incuria  fudit, 
''  Aut  humana  parum  cavit  natura." 

I  hope  I  have  satisfied  the  House  that  I 
do  not  look  in  a  grudging  or  unworthy 
spirit  at  the  action  and  proceedings  6t 
the  Judges,  and  accordingly  if  I  claim, 
and  it  is  a  duty  to  claim — I  am  compelled 
by  the  action  taken  by  the  other  side 
to  claim — a  Hberty  to  criticise  that  Re- 
port, that  will  not  imply  any  defect  of 
fair  and  equitable  intention  towards 
those  on  whom  we  imposed  a  heavy 
burden,  and  who,  I  am  bound  to  say, 
whatever  view  we  may  take  of  the  poli- 
tical prepossessions — well,  political  senti- 
ments, I  will  not  even  say  prepoasessiong 
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-with  which  they  entered   on  the  in- 


quiry, have  in  every  respect,  I  think, 
fulfilled  the  best  and  fullest  expecta- 
tions which  we  could  possibly  have  en- 
tertained of  them.  So  much  for  the 
Judges  ;  and  now  I  come  to  the  Motion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  1  will 
not  dwell  upon  the  serious  addition 
that  he  proposes  to  make  to  the  burden 
of  the  Journals  of  this  House  byinscribing 
upon  them  the  120  pages  of  this  Report. 
I  should  have  thought  that  if  the  House 
were  to  deal  with  this  Report  it  ought 
to  have  been  presented  to  us  not  whole- 
sale but  in  parts.  As  far  as  I  know, 
that  is  the  course  which  has  been  pur- 
sued upon  former  occasions — not  upon 
occasions  of  Commissions  like  this,  for, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says,  there 
has  been  no  Commission  like  this  before, 
and  I  hope  there  may  never  be  again. 
When  bodies  acting  by  delegated  powers, 
or  by  powers  not  supreme — for  example, 
a  Committee  of  this  House  —  have 
made  a  Report,  and  when  it  has 
been  intended  to  induce  the  House  to 
adopt  the  Report,  the  regular  and  Parlia- 
mentary course,  I  believe,  has  been  to 
move  that  the  Report  be  read,  in  order 
that  it  may  be  adopted  freely  and  with 
full  consideration  of  all  its  parts.  But 
was  there  ever  seriously  made  to  a  de- 
liberate body  such  a  proposal  as  is  now 
made  to  us  when  we  are  asked,  with 
reference  to  a  document  of  120  folio 
pages,  bristling  throughout  with  con- 
tested and  disputable  matter,  to  accept  it 
in  the  lump,  and  at  once  to  pledge  our- 
selves to  every  proposition  it  contains  ? 
If  the  purpose  of  the  Government  had 
been  to  secure  our  adhesion  to  the  main 
propositions  of  the  Report — namely,  to 
the  findings — the  course  was  obvious  and 
open  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
follow.  He  had  only  to  propose  that 
the  findings  should  be  adopted  by  the 
House,  and  undoubtedly  then  the  de- 
cision of  the  House  of  Commons  would 
have  been  taken  upon  a  considerably 
narrowed  issue.  But  I  submit  that  the 
demand  he  now  makes  upon  us,  that  we 
should  adopt  this  Report  of  120  pages, 
considering  the  multitude  of  varied  pro- 
positions it  contains,  is  alike  contrary  to 
the  usage  of  Parliament  in  analogous 
cases  and,  I  must  say,  to  the  dictates  of 
propriety  and  of  common  sense.  If  it  is 
said  that  we  are  totally  unable  through  a 
Select  Committee  to  deal  with  a  question 


of  this  kind,  are  we  more  fit  to  adopt  the 
present  course  ?  Observe,  that  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  refused  the 
repeated  demand  for  reference  to  a  Select 
Committee  he  stood  in  this  position  of 
advantage — that  in  acceding  to  it  he 
would  have  had  the  unanimous  assent  of 
the  House.  The  demand  was  the  demand 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Cork  and  the  whole  of  the  Irish 
Nationalist  Party.  It  was  thoroughly 
supported  and  approved  by  the  Liberals 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  with  [his  extreme 
scrupulousness  and  tenderness  for 
the  position  of  the  Irish  Members, 
would  not  allow  their  case  to  be 
submitted  to  the  consideration  of  a 
Select  Committee,  a  political  tribunal. 
If  because  of  our  political  colour  we  are 
unable  to  investigate  the  facts,  I  want 
to  know  how  we  have  acquired  a  better 
capacity  for  that  purpose  now  when  we 
are  called  upon  \\Hithout  examination, 
without  inquiry,  and  without  the  slightest 
discrimination  between  any  one  proposi- 
tion in  the  Report  and  another,  to  swallow 
the  whole  from  beginning  to  end.  Now, 
Sir,  I  will  illustrate  what  I  have  said 
about  some  of  the  judgments  in  this 
Report  in  respect  of  which  I  find  it 
necessary  to  reserve  my  liberty  of 
criticism,  and  I  will  point  out  a  few  of 
the  propositions  to  which  hon.  Members 
are  going  to  be  invited  to-night  to  append 
their  subscription  and  approval.  I  say 
that  this  Report  contains  a  number  of 
opinions  given  upon  issues  which  are  in 
no  sense  and  in  no  degree  judicial.  A 
serious  question  arose  before  the  Com- 
mission whether  the  agitation  and  the 
Land  League  were  the  causes  of  crime 
in  Ireland,  or  whether  it  was  due  to 
other  causes.  Four  other  causes  were 
brought  before  them  as  causes  of  crime, 
or  causes  of  the  cessation  of  that  cnme. 
The  first  was  eviction  and  fear  of  eviction 
—I  am  now  in  1879  and  1880.  And  I 
must  offer  this  practical  criticism  upon 
the  Report,  that  it  is  extremely  un- 
fortunate that  in  these  findings  generally 
there  is  no  reference  at  all  to  period. 
We  shall  presently  see  that  that  is  a 
matter  of  the  most  vital  importance. 
The  Commissioners  say,  on  the  top  of 
page  86,  that  evictions  and  the  fear  of 
evictions  were  not  the  causes  of  crime 
but  on  the  bottom  of  the  page  they  say 
that  the  increase   of  evictions  and  the 
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result    of    the     agitation     against    the 
landlords     were     contributory     causes ; 
consequently,    it  all   comes   back  to  the 
agitation.     We    are  told   that   we  have 
no  right  to  look  at  evictions  as  having 
contributed  to  the  increase  of  crime.  They 
have   of   themselves,    we  are   informed, 
induced  to  crime ;  bufc  we  must  look  to 
the  causes  of  evictions,  and  the  causes  of 
the  evictions  are  the  causes  of  the  increase 
of  crime.     This  is  an  issue  which  is  ab- 
solutely nou- judicial.     In  what  way  can 
these  three  Judges,  sitting  10  years  after 
the    fact,    havv>  authority  to   determine 
with  more  weight  and  influence  than  any 
other  man  that  evictions  w?re  not  the 
cause    of   crime,   or,  if    they   were  the 
cause,  still  that  the  evictions  themselves 
were  due  to  agitation  ?     Observe,  in  that 
statement   we  are  given  to  understand 
that  in  the  creation  of  those  crimes  in 
1879-80  distress  and  extravagant  rents 
had  nothing  to  do  with  it.     This  opinion, 
so  irrational  in  itself,  we  are  called  upon 
to  adopt  without  question  or  correction. 
Then  there  is  the  statement  that  crime 
was  due  to  secret  societies.      I  will  not 
criticise  that  conclusion,  because  1  admit 
that  the   question  as  to  whether   there 
were  secret  societies  or  not  is  a  question 
of   fact   which  may    fairly  be    called  a 
judicial  issue.     Then  we  come  to  another 
issue,    absolutely   non- judicial,   and    yet 
we  are  called  upon  to  declare  to-night — 
every  one  of  us — that  the   rejection  by 
the  House  of  Lords  of  the  Compensation 
for  Disturbance  Bill  in  1880,  which  was 
the  remedy  we  sought  to  apply  to  the 
great    diflBculties    of     Ireland    at    that 
moment,  had   nothing    to  do    with  the 
increase  of  crime  at  all.      1  cannot  con- 
coive  a  more  astounding  assertion.      It 
appears  to  me  to  be  in  defiance  of  all  the 
first  rules  of  common-sense  and  of  every 
likelihood  of  the  case.      It  may  be  said 
that  the  Irish  ought  to  have  met  their 
distress  more  in  the  spirit  of  philosophers 
or  angels,  and  to  have  drawn  upon  an 
unbounded  stock  of  patience,  and  to  liave 
had   unbounded    faith    in    Parliament; 
but  the   Irish  were  men,  and,  according 
to  the  view  of  the   Commissioners,  they 
were  men  with  a  fair  share   of  human 
imperfections ;  and  to  say  that  tlie  pro- 
Touation  offered  by  th(^  rejection  of  that 
Bill,    which    drew    from    Mr.   Forstcr  ti 
most    indignant     djiuiMcialion— t-j    say 
that  it  is  not  to  be  reckoned  one  of  the 
causes  of  the  increase  of  crime  in  Ireland, 
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is  indeed  not  a  matter  for  censure,  for  no 
doubt    it     is     an     honest     opinion    on 
the  part  of  the  Judges  ;  but  it  is  an  as- 
tounding proposition  to  submit  to  ns  in 
the  year  1890  and  to  ask  us  to  subscribe 
to.     Then   the  land   legislation   of    this 
House  is  brought  upon  the  carpet.     It 
was  alleged  by  some  persons  before   the 
Commission  that  the  land  legislation  had 
b3en   a   great   cause  in   mitigating   the 
condition  of  Ireland  and  procuring  the  de- 
crc^ase  of  crime.     Nothing  of  the   sort, 
say  the  Commissioners.     They  say  that 
the  legislation  of  1881  had  no  such  efEect, 
and  fchey  reject  the  proposition  in  like 
manner  in  respect  to  the  Arrears  Act  of 
1882,   and  say  the  suggestion  that  the 
Arrears  Act  tended  to  produce,  and  did 
produce,  a    diminution  of    crime,    is   a 
suggestion  not  well  founded.     That  is  a 
statement  entirely  untrue,  in  my  opinion; 
but,   whether  true   or    untrue,    it    is   a 
judgment  upon  an  issue  entirely   non- 
judicial, and  one  which,  in  virtue  of  the 
authority   we  gave   to   the  Judges,  we 
ought  not  to  be  asked  to  subscribe  to.     I 
will    give  one   other   instance,    perhaps 
in  one  sense  of  a  different  description ; 
but   I  will  give  an  instance  of  what  I 
think   disproportionate   and  ill-balanced 
judgment  It  will  be  for  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown  to  correct  me,  and  contend 
that  in  this  case  the  amount  of  censure 
has    been    justly     apportioned     to    the 
amount   of   guilt.      The   Commissioners 
unearthed  in  the  course  of  their  inquiry 
the  history  of  a  miserable  and  obscure 
Irish  i^aper  called,  I  think,  the  Irishman 
— a  pa[)er  so  obscure  that  my  noble  Friend 
Lord  Spencer,  whom  no  one  will  accuse 
of  insufficient  attention   to  Irish  affairs 
and  the  duties  of  his  oflBce — Lord  Spencer 
has  said  that  he  was  not  even  aware  of  its 
existence.     However,  this  paper  has  at 
length   attained   to    fame   through    the 
labours  of  the  Commission,  and  several 
pages  of  the  Rejwrt  are  filled  with  ex- 
tracts   from     it,    and     these     extracts 
from   the  paj^er,    with   the  concurrence 
of     Archbishop     Walsh,      are     termed 
most    abominable.       I     do    not     object 
— I  do  not   complain  ;  but  what  I    ask 
is   that  you   should   be   equally   liberal 
in  according  blame  to   other  things  as 
abominable,    when,    as    I    think   I   can 
prove,  thts.>  extracts  from  the  Irishman 
were — I   will  not  say  pardonable  at  all, 
but  insignificant  from  obscurity  as  com- 
pared with  other  things  as  abominable, 
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blazoned  forth  to  the  world.  When  we 
come  to  the  grand  and  capital  offence, 
the  nature  of  which  I  will  do  my  best  to 
set  forth  to-night — when  we  come  to 
that,  there  is  not  a  word,  there  is 
not  a  citation  of  one  of  the 
aggravating  circumstances ;  all  that 
is  given  is  a  statement  that  the  letter  upon 
which  a  certain  detestable  charge  was 
founded  is  a  forgery.  That  I  call  an 
unbalanced  judgment,  a  disproportionate 
assignment  of  blame.  T  did  not  wish  to 
enter  into  minute  criticisms  of  this  kind  ; 
but  you  have  forced  me  by  compelling 
me,  through  your  Motion,  to  become  re- 
sponsible for  each  and  all  of  these  asser- 
tions from  beginning  to  end.  There  is 
one  other  objection  to  adopting  this  Re- 
port which  I  will  dwell  upon  by-and-by ; 
but  it  appeara  to  me  to  be  so  conclusive, 
so  simple,  that  I  own  I  do  not  under- 
stand in  what  w'ay  it  is  to  be  met  on  the 
other  side,  or  how  the  Motion  is  to  be? 
justified.  We  have  it  on  the  declaration 
of  the  Judges  themselves — a  declaration 
they  were  justified  in  making,  and  bound 
to  make — that  great  portions  of  the  evi- 
dence, and  what  we  know  to  be  essential 
portions  of  the  evidence,  were  entirely  ex- 
cluded from  their  view.  They  have  arrived 
at  these  conclusions;  they  have  recorded 
them;  they  have  passed  censure  upon 
certain  acts  ;  but  they  have  shut  out  from 
their  consideration — as  they  have  told  us, 
and,  moreover,  in  my  opinion,  they  were 
justified  from  their  position  and  point  of 
view  in  shutting  out  from  their  considera- 
tion— essential  portions  of  the  evidence. 
What  tliose  essential  portions  were  I  will 
endeavour,  by  and  by,  to  explain ; 
but  surely  it  is  hard  to  believe  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  can  maintain 
this  contention,  that  a  judgment  has  been 
passed  upon  the  Irish  case  by  a  body  of 
men  who  were  precluded  from  looking 
i\i  many  of  the  most  important  topics  that 
bear  upon  it.  They  have  said  that  they 
were  so  precluded.  But  we  are  not  pre- 
cluded from  looking  at  them — we  are 
bound  to  look  at  them,  we  cannot  do 
otherwise  than  include  them.  We  are 
to  bally  unfit  for  our  oflBce  as  politicians 
and  as  legislators  unless  we  do  include 
them,  and  give  to  each  its  due  weight. 
How  is  it  possible  to  so  accept,  on  the 
Mutliority  of  the  Judges,  the  conclusions 
they  make  upon  a  portion  of  the  evidence, 
when  you  are  both  able  and  bound  to 
look  at  the  whole  evidence  which  the 


Judges  were  prohibited,  by  the  nature 
of  their  Commission,  from  examining? 
These  are,  I  think,  conclusive  reasons 
against  adopting  the  Report  en  bloc,  as 
has  been  suggested.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  calls  upon  us  to  adopt  this 
Report,  but  in  what  circumstances  1  It 
comes  to  us  with  the  authority  of  the 
three  Judges,  who  have  most  laboriously, 
zealously,  and,  so  far,  meritoriously,  taken 
an  enormous  amount  of  evidence, 
upon  which  mas.s  of  evidence  they  have 
founded  their  conclusions ;  but  you 
cannot  separate  the  conclusion  from  th.v. 
evidence  on  which  it  is  founded.  That 
evidence  is  not  before  us.  There  is 
not  a  man  In  this  House  who  has 
read  it — he  cannot;  it  is  morally  im- 
possible, it  is  physically  impossible.  Is 
it  decent  ?  Is  this  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  describes  as  being  the  due 
conclusion  of  judicial  procedure,  if,  when 
certain  conclusions  have  been  adopted  by 
(ther  people  and  upon  evidence,  we  are 
to  adopt  them  wholesale,  the  evidence 
being  out  of  our  knowledge,  out  of  the 
recollection  probably  even  of  those  who 
heard  it,  and  not  having  been  heard  by 
one  in  10,  or  20,  or  50  of  those  who  are 
called  upon  to  accept  the  conclusions  ? 
Now,  consider  what  is  the  sum  of  this 
great  and  important  Constitutional  case. 
In  my  opinion  it  is  this.  There  has  been 
a  controversy  in  which  the  Nationalist 
Members  for  Ireland  were  accused  of  two 
classes  of  offence.  One  of  those  classes 
was  a  cla«s  of  infamous  and  dishonour- 
able offences.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  expressed  his  joy  and  satisfaction,  if 
I  understood  him  rightly — and  I  should 
be  sorry  indeed  if  1  did  not — that  justice 
has  been  done  to  the  Members  accused  in 
respect  of  the  personal  charges.  By 
that  I  apprehend  he  means  those  in- 
famous and  dishonourable  off enceF.  There 
was  a^so  another  set  of  accusations  t  f 
acts  wjiich  were  not  in  the  nature  oF 
infamy  or  dishonour,  but  which  were  of  a 
character  which  attach  to  a  1  great  and 
passionate  popular  movements  and  crises 
of  agitation.  On  the  first  and  great 
charge  they  have  been  acquitted,  and  our 
contention  is  that  that  acquittal,  viewirg 
the  nature  of  the  charges,  absolutely  de- 
mands notice  from  the  House.  The 
censure,  as  we  contend,  is  not  a  subject 
for  a  Vote  of  Parliament  at  ^  the  present 
day  and  in  present  circumstances.  Now, 
let  us  see  what  are  the  arguments  which 
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bear  on  tliose  several  propositions.     Let 
me  consider  what  are  the  points  upon 
which  the  Nationalist  Members  of  Ireland 
have  been  censured.     I  will  endeavour 
to  gather  them  into  heads  in  a  manner 
to  which  1  do  not  think  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  will  object.     I  bring  them  into 
three  heads.      I  admit  that   I  take  no 
notice  of  two  charges  which  do  not  fall 
under  those  heads.     One  is  the  charge 
that  they  disseminated  newspapers  tend- 
ii^  to  crime.     That  is  the  charge  the 
formation  of  which  is  said  to  imply  the 
application  of  the  high  doctrine  of  con- 
structive conspiracy.  Some  of  the  agents 
of  the  League  were  found  disseminating 
some   of   those   newspapers,  and   conse- 
quently   the    65    Members    of    Parlia- 
ment,    who     sit     in     this    House    and 
who     are      not      ashamed      to     belong 
to    the    League,    are    implicated.     Yet 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman    really  thinks 
that     it     is    the    business    of     Parlia- 
ment to  adopt  and  make  such  a  conten- 
tion  as   that.      There   is   another   head 
which  may  be  called  the  i- 6  case,  or  it 
may  be  called  the  £\2  case — ^because  in 
all  there  were  JB12  spent  for  the  purpose 
of   relieving  persons  who  had  been    or 
were  supposed  to  have  l^en  engaged  in 
committing    crime.       T    think    a   more 
trumpery  charge  to  appear  in  a    State 
indictment  than  this,  standing  as  it  does 
and  supported  as  it  is.  it  would  be  diffi- 
cult to  conceive.     Now,  the  main  charges 
are  three  ;  and  I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  doubt  about  it.     One  is  that  seven 
of    the    respondents    joined    the    Land 
League    with     the     ultimate    view    of 
separating    Ireland    from    lOngland.      I 
here  lament,  as  in  many  places  I  have 
to  lament,  that  the  Judges  do  not  point 
out  the  time  when  this  ofEence  was  com- 
mitted.    The  time  when  this  ofFence  was 
committed  was  a  time  when  desperate 
distress  prevailed  in   Ireland,  and  when 
she  was  on  the  brink  of  famine  ;  when 
unrighteous,  unjust,  and  imj)ossible  rents 
largely  prevailed  in  Ireland,  as  w(»  know 
from  subsequent  experience  of  facts.     It 
was  in    1879  and   1880  that  they  joined 
the  League  with  a  view  to  the  ultimate 
separation    of     Ireland    from    England. 
For  my  part  I  rejoice  to  believe  that  the 
idea  f)f  the  separation  of   Ireland  from 
England — which,  even  in  the  worst  cir- 
cumstances, I  think  was  both  unreasonable 
and  impossible — I  rejoice   to  think  that 
that  idea  is  an  idea  which  is  now  dead. 
Mr,  W,  E.  Gladsiom 


If  anything  would  tend  to  revive  that 
idea  it  would  be  the  vote  which  is  now 
proposed  to  be  given  in  condemning  a 
portion  of  our  fellow  Members  because 
they  have  given  countenance  to  that 
idea.  I  am  compelled  by  the  love  of 
truth  to  say  that,  in  my  opiDion,  to  deny 
the  moral  authority  of  the  Act  of  Union 
was  for  an  Irishman  no  moral  offence 
whatever.  Yes,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  may  take  me  down  [referring 
to  the  Attorney  General  making  a  note 
of  the  last  observation].  I  heard  the 
Attorney  General  cross-examine  his  wit- 
ness from  a  pedestal,  as  he  felt,  of  the 
greatest  elevation,  and  endeavouring  to 
press  home  the  monstrous  guilt  of 
an  Irishman  who  did  not  allow  moral 
authority  to  the  Act  of  Union.  In 
my  opinion  the  Englishman  has  far 
more  cause  to  blush  for  the  means  by 
which  the  Act  of  Union  was  obtained 
than  the  Irishman  has  to  blush  for  any- 
thing, even  of  excess  or  error,  into 
which  he  may  have  been  betrayed  in  his 
recollections  of  that  Act  of  Union.  It 
was.  Sir — and  this  I  speak  not  in  temper 
nor  in  heat,  but  after  having  done  the 
best  in  my  power  for  years  past  to  learn 
the  case — it  was  the  off-spring  of  tyranny, 
of  massacre,  of  bribery,  of  fraud.  It  is  no 
doubt  a  very  serious  responsibility  to  dis- 
turlD  a  country  that  is  under  a  Government 
procured  by  those  means,  because  every 
man  is  responsible  for  the  consequences 
of  that  disturbance ;  but  to  treat  this  as 
a  great  moral  offence,  and  to  come  for- 
ward now  in  1890,  and  in  a  sanctimo- 
nious vot;?,  to  condemn  Irishmen  because 
they  held  opinions  in  which  it  is  highly 
probable,  if  not  almost  certain,  that 
Grattan  would  have  concurred  had  his 
life  been  prolonged,  is  a  monstrous  pro- 
position. I  do  not  object  at  all  to  the 
recital  of  the  Judges ;  they  have  made 
it  in  fair  and  temperate  terms ;  but  the 
adoption  of  this  Vote  of  Censure  by  the 
House  of  Commons  I  object  to  in  the 
strongest  manner.  I  deem  it  not  only 
unjust  to  the  Members  so  desig- 
nated —  and  who  will  suffer  from  it 
extremely  little — but  flagrantly  absurd 
and  unwise.  The  other  two  censures  of 
the  Judges  are  more  to  the  purpose — 
I  mean  more  to  our  purpose,  more  to  the 
purpose  of  the  present  Motion.  I  think 
those  two  propositions  sum  up  the 
assumed  guilt  of  the  Irish  Members. 
First,   they   incited    to  intimidation   hj 
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speeches,  with  knowledge  that  intimi- 
dation led  to  crime.  I  do  not  think  that, 
as  far  as  I  can  judge,  that  is  an  unfair 
statement  of  the  case  on  that  head  against 
the  Irish  Members.  I  believe  it  is  quite 
as  much  as  the  Judges  themselves  have 
stated.  I  think  ibhe  citations  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  were  not  entirely 
fair  on  the  subject.  I  do  not  under- 
stand what  was  his  object  in  citing  from 
the  charge  of  Lord  Coleridge,  where  he 
set  forth  the  nature  of  the  accusations 
which  have  been  made  on  the  part  of  the 
Times  as  if  he  were  favouring  us  with 
Lord  Coleridge's  opinion.  Some  one  will, 
perhaps,  kindly  explain  what  in  the 
world  those  have  to  do  with  the  Vote 
now  before  the  House.  But  I  would 
call  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  attention 
to  a  passage  on  page  76  of  the  Report, 
where  the  Commissioners  speak  of  the 
connection  between  agitation  and  crime. 
It  is  about  15  lines  from  the  bottom,  and 
it  runs  as  follows  : — 

*'  We  may  say  at  once  that  the  charge  that 
the  respondents,  by  their  speeches  or  otherwise, 
incited  persons  to  the  commission  of  murder,  or 
that  the  Land  League  chief*  based  their  scheme 
on  a  system  of  assassination,  has  not  been 
substantiated.^* 

But,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Judges,  it  wa* 
substantiated  that  the  Nationalists  in- 
cited to  intimidation  by  speeches  with 
knowledge  that  it  led  to  crime.  I  am 
not  in  a  position  to  say  that  intimidation 
did  not  produce  crime.  I  contended  and 
argued  from  that  place  [pointing  to  the 
Treasury  Bench]  that  it  did,  and  1  have 
seen  no  reason  to  reverse  that  opinion ; 
but  agiiin  I  observe  we  are  now  speaking 
of  what  happened  in  1880  and  1881. 
The  proofs  connecting  those  speeches 
with  intimidation,  and  with  intimidation 
which  led  to  crime,  belong  to  that  period, 
and  do  not  belong  to  a  later.  The 
prosecutors  of  this  case  arrived  at  an 
arrangement  with  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  which  I  think  excluded  every- 
thing after  1885  or  1886  from  that 
investigation.  [Sir  C.  RussELL :  1886.] 
It  was  not  worth  their  while  to  enter 
upon  it ;  but  we  are  now  speaking  of  a 
former  period.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  has  himself  frankly  and  ingenuously 
confessed  and  stated  in  this  House  his 
opinion  that  much  had  been  done  at  that 
time  in  the  way  of  boycotting  which  was 
questionable  or  improper,  and  I  do  not 
imagine  that  they  deny  the  Judges'  case 
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in  which  they  say  there  were  cases  in 
which  intimidation  led  to  crime.  What 
was  the  other  great  charge  ?  It  was  that 
the  Nationalist  Members  never  placed 
themselves  on  the  side  of  law  and 
justice ;  that  they  did  not  assist  the 
administration,  and  did  not  denounce  the 
party  of  physical  force.  I  believe  that  I 
have  stated  fairly  the  charges  against 
the  Nationalists  as  they  have  been  given 
by  the  Commissioners.  Let  us  see  what 
follows.  In  the  first  place,  let  me  point 
out  that  these  charges  of  continuing  to 
encourage  intimidation,  after  its  associa- 
tion with  crime  had  become  known,  are 
charges  perfectly  general  in  their 
character.  It  is  a  question  of  the  general 
prudence  or  imprudence,  propriety  or 
impropriety  of  the  language  that  they 
used  in  its  action  upon  the  temper  of  an 
excited  nation ;  it  is  not  a  question  of 
having  ministered  to  this  crime  or  that ; 
it  is  not  a  question  of  the  slightest  per- 
sonal complicity  with  crime.  There  is 
not  one  here  who  will  not  share  in  the 
opinion  held  by  Lord  Spencer  on  the 
subject  from  the  first:  that  personal 
complicity  with  crime  was  not  charged 
against  any  one  of  the  Members  returned 
to  this  House.  These  charges  are  charges 
made  by  the  Judges,  and  I  am  going  to 
give  you  some  weighty  and  conclusive 
reasons  against  voting  in  affirmation  of 
them.  In  the  first  place,  they  are  10 
years  old.  It  is  a  bad  and  a  dangerous 
precedent  to  go  back  upon  these  long 
dates  in  order  to  obtaiii  matter  to  hurl 
at  the  heads  of  political  antagonists.  In 
the  second  place,  being  10  years  old — 
what  happened  at  all  happened  in  1880, 
1881,  and  1882,  chiefly  in  the  two  former 
years,  1880  and  1881 — were  the  facts 
then  unknown  ?  Were  these  things 
done  in  a  comer  ?  Were  they  not  the 
subject  of  incessant  discussion  and  denun- 
ciation in  this  House  1  Is  there  anything 
now  affirmed  against  the  Irish  Members  by 
the  Judges  which  was  not  affirmed  by 
Mr.  Forster  and,  in  part,  by  myself  and  by 
others  at  that  time  ?  If  these  things  de- 
serve condemnation  now  by  a  Vote  of 
this  House,  why  did  you  not  then  con- 
demn them  ?  WeH,  I  will  tell  you  why. 
The  Liberals  of  this  House  desired  the 
matter  to  be  fought  out  fairly  in  debate, 
and  I  do  not  think  there  was  any  reason 
or  ground — not  a  rag  of  reason  or  ground 
— ^for  a  Vote  of  Parliamentary  condemna- 
tion.    That  was  the    Libjral  idea ;  was 
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the  Tory  idea  more  severe  ?  Not  at  all. 
They  thought  that  these  men  were  good 
enough  to  associate  with  for  political 
purposes.  The  practice  was  to  arrange 
with  them  the  Votes  and  Divisions,  and 
at  last,  in  1885,  how  was  the  crisis  of  the 
Liberal  Government  brought  about  ex- 
cept by  the  firm,  steady  co-operation  of 
the  Irish  Members  with  the  Tory  party, 
for  which  I  have  never  blamed  them  any 
more  than  I  blame  them  now,  because 
they  thought  that  the  interests  of  their 
country  were  superior  to  those  of  any 
British  Administration.  Right  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  climbed  to  power  upon 
the  shoulders  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Cork — upon  the  strong 
shoulders  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
and  they  have  now  become  a  majority ; 
and,  havinf^  had  full  cognizance  of  his 
guilt  upon  the  charges  at  the  time — the 
charges  not  having  been  added  to  since 
— now  in  1890  they  actually  rouse 
themselves  to  such  a  point  of  indignation 
th^it  they  are,  forsooth,  prepared  to  vote 
th3Condemnationof  acause  and  of  a  policy, 
the  whole  benefit  of  which  they  took  at 
that  period.  I  am  very  sorry  that  I  have 
been  compelled,  by  the  nature  of  this 
proposal,  which  left  me  no  choice,  to  go 
into  the  discussion  of  polemical  matters 
between  the  two  sides  of  the  House,  but 
I  am  contending  that  it  would  be  unwise, 
and,  indeed,  in  the  highest  degree  inde- 
c.nt,  now  in  1890  to  pass  this  Vote  of 
Censure,  and  I  cannot  give  my  own 
opinion  of  that  without  sliowing  what  was 
your  own  conduct  during  the  preceding 
years,  when  the  ofFences  were  committed. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  read  out  the 
ninth  finding  of  the  Commissioners,  and 
he  seemed  to  be  deeply  impressed  with 
the  subject  matter.  What  he  said  was 
indeed,  in  his  chai*acteristic  way,  put  very 
mildly,  but  he  felt  he  was  setting  forth 
matters  of  extreme-  gi*avity  when  hi* 
stated  that  the  Irish  took  money  for  Par- 
liamentiry  purposLS  from  men  promoting: 
physical  force  in  America — physical  force 
which  the  Irish  Members  disapproved ;  but 
these  men  were  willing  to  do  what  the 
Irish  Members  approved — namely,  to  sub- 
scribe money  for  Parliamentary  purposes. 
If  a  parallel  precedent  were  wanting  to 
justify  their  conduct  they  have  nothing 
to  do  but  to  point  to  y^u.  You  disap- 
proved of  the  proceedings  of  the  Irish  in 
1881  and  the  following  years ;  you 
thought  thos?  pn  cecdinL^s  led  to  crime 
Mr.   W.  E.  Gladaione 


and  to  mischief,  but  then  the  Irish  were 
willing  to  join    you  in  voting  out   the 
Liberal  Government,  and  you  took  ad- 
vantage of  their  good  dispositions,  not- 
withstanding their  criminal  and  unworthy 
deeds.     Mutatis  mutandis  is  a  formula 
which  will  well  serve  to  express  what  the 
Judges  have  ])ut  into  this  Report.      I  ask 
the  House  of  Commons  now  to  consider 
the  counter-allegations  which  may  he  laid 
before  them — allegations  made  seriously 
by  the  Irish  Members.     They  hold  the 
opinion  that  the  agitation,  even  of  1879, 
1880,  1881,  prevented  more  crime  than 
it  caused.     Crime  was  caused  ;  what  the 
Judges  very  properly  call  increased  crime 
was  caused  by  agitation.     But  I  believe 
it  to  be  a  perfectly  serious   allegation, 
tendered  in  good  faith  by  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, that  more  crime  and  worse  crime, 
more  atrocious  crime,  was  prevented  by 
agitation.     But  what  do  you  say  to  the 
allegation   of   the   hon.    Gentleman   the 
Member  for  Cork,  who  has  told  us  from 
the  first  that  his  endeavour,  his  poHcj, 
his  scheme  has  been  to  draw  o£E  agitation 
and    popular    action    in    Ireland     from 
violence      to     Parliamentary     methods  1 
Now,  for  my  own  part,  I  do  not  hesitate 
to  siy  that  there  was  a  time  when  I  did 
not  recognise  that  intention.     And  when 
wa«  that  time  ?     This  I  shall  say,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  that  never  at  any  period 
since    the   early   part   of    1882    haye  I 
charged  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber    for     Cork,     as     a      Minister     or 
otherwise  with  any  action,  any  language, 
tending   to    the    increase    of    crime  in 
Ireland.     I  viewed  him  as  a  conservative 
force — 1  mean  conservative  in  the  sense 
of  maintaining  the  law,  the  order,  and 
the  peace   of  the   country.     And   when 
the  Irish  Members  tell  me  that  in  their 
conviction   the  agitation,    even  v^hen   it 
wiis  (>f  the  roughest  and  wildest,  stopped 
more  crime  than  it  caused,  and  espeoally 
w  hen  they  tell  me  that  the  endeavour  of 
their  distinguished  leader   lias    been  to 
put  an  end  to  violence  and  to  substitute 
Parliamentarv     action     for     what     Mr. 
O'Connell  used  to  call  "  the  wild  justice  ** 
of   popular  movements,    I   will   not  say 
that  the  House  ought  to  vote  in  affirma- 
tion of  Ihat  statement — that  may  be  left 
to  the  historian  to  decide — ^but  to  vote 
that  such   a  statement   is  unworthy  of 
credit,  and    is  without  force  or    weight 
is,    in   my  opinion,   a  course    not   Tery 
well  suiti'd  to   maintain  the    dignity  of 
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the  House.  I  ask  tlie  Honse  to  listen 
to  the  words  in  which  the  Judges  de- 
scribe the  limited  scope  of  the  inquiry, 
1  will  not  quote  the  entire  passage  '^  it 
will  be  found  on  page  5  of  the  Rg^port, 
but  nearly  at  the  close  are  these  jf^ds — 

'*  We  must  confine  our  resepifftes  to  the 
question  whether  the  resposgiSnts,  or  any  of 
them,  have  been  guilty  oi^tLe  things  charged 
and  alleged  against  thj^m ;  we  have  no  com- 
mission to  consider^ ^nether  the  conduct  of 
which  they  are  &^ji0^  can  be  palliated  by  the 
circumstances  j0  the  time,  or  whether  it 
should  be  com^ned  in  consideration  of  benefits 
alleged  to  h^e  resulted  from  their  actions.** 


In  the  vjlrst  place,  I  say  this — I  am  not 
making  it  an  accusation  against  the 
Pyttj  opposite  for  their  former  conduct, 
b/tit  only  against  what  they  propose  to- 
night— that  condonation  was  given  in  the 
amplest,  in  the  most  solemn  manner 
which  is  conceivable  when,  in  1885,  the 
representative  in  Ireland  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  with  the  knowledge  and 
the  sanction  of  the  head  of  the  Govarn- 
ment,  entered  into  close,  private,  confi- 
dential communications  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cork,  the 
leader  of  the  Irish  Party,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  devising,  if  possible,  a  scheme  and 
a  policy  for  the  government  of  Ireland. 
I  ask  you  ■  to  answer  that  argument,  and 
to  show  me  that  the  proceedings  of  Lord 
Carnarvon  and  Lord  Salisbury — for  he 
was  an  essential  party  to  them,  and  it 
would  not  surprise  me  if  I  were  to  be 
authentically  informed  that  no  other 
Member  of  the  Cabinet  knew  anything 
about  it — I  have  my  own  suspicions,  but 
I  do  not  wish  to  act  on  suspicion  alone — 
I  ask  you  to  show  me  that  the  action  of 
the  Viceroy  and  Lord  Salisbury,  who 
concurred  with  the  Viceroy,  in  taking 
these  gentlemen  into  their  confidential 
counsel,  for  the  purpose  of  devising  a 
plan  for  the  government  of  Ireland  and 
their  treatment  in  Parliament,  was  not  a 
full,  absolute,  and  ought  to  have  been  a 
final  condonation  and  closing  of  the  book 
of  c  mtroversy  with  respect  to  former 
skcts.  I  want  the  House  to  consider  a 
little  wliat  is  the  meaning  of  these 
remarkable  words,  "palliation  and  con- 
donation." Suppose  this  to  be  true — 
that  there  was  some  evil  in  the  Irish 
agitation  of  1880  and  1881,  when,  as  I 
conceived  at  that  time — erroneously  or 
not — there  was  a  policy  which  aimed  at 
the  destruction  of  agricultural  rents. 
That  charge  I  made  at  the  time  in  good 


faith ;  but  I  am  not  quite  sure  now  whether 
it  ought  not  to  have  been  strongly  quali- 
fied by  the  circumstances  of  the  time. 
But  supposing  I  am  told  that  even  then 
the  good  in  the  agitation  far  outweighed 
the  evil,  are  you  prepared  to  deny  that? 
And  here  I  have  a  sorrowful  confession 
to  make.  Suppose  I  am  told  further 
that  without  the  agitation  Ireland  would 
never  have  had  the  Land  Act  of  1881, 
are  you  prepared  to  deny  that?  Are 
you  prepared  to  say  that  without  the 
agitation  Ireland  would  have  got  the 
Land  Act  of  1881  ?  I  hear  no  chal- 
lenges upon  that  statement,  for  I  think 
it  is  generally  and  deeply  felt  that  without 
the  agitation  the  Land  Act  of  .1881 
would  not  have  been  passed.  I  ask, 
what  would  have  been  the  condition  of 
Ireland  at  this  moment — what  horrors 
would  have  filled  the  interval — because 
you  are  now  looking  back  on  a  period 
of  comparative  calm  and  tranquillity. 
I  had  a  controversy  with  some  of  the 
Irish  Members  —  particularly  the  hon. 
Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  T.  Healy) — 
upon  a  point  of  difference.  I  always 
contended  ,and  I  now  believe,  that  the 
abolition  of  the  Irish  Church  and  the 
Land  Act  of  1870  were  the  free  gifts  of 
the  Imperial  Legislature  to  Ireland.  I 
do  not  admit  that  agitation  had  to  do 
with  the  passing  of  either  of  these 
measures.  I  am  not  endeavouring  to 
convince  others.  I  am  only  reciting  my 
own  opinion.  I  was  glad  enough  to  claim 
credit  for  Parliament  where  I  could  for 
an  impartial  judgment  in  matters  bene- 
ficial to  Ireland.  The  abolition  of  the 
Irish  Church  was,  in  point  of  feeling 
and  sentiment,  a  great  sacrifice  for 
Parliament  to  make,  and,  I  think,  a 
most  honourable  sacrifice,  and  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  Irish  Church  carried  in  its 
train  the  Land  Act  of  1870.  At  the 
time  it  was  passed  that  Act  was  a  great 
blessing  to  Ireland.  It  was  highly 
favoured  by  the  fortunate 'circumstances 
of  good  seasons,  and  for  some  years  it 
S3emed  as  if  it  might  be  a  settlement  f  f 
the  Land  Question.  Then  came  the  d'^- 
tress  and  misery  of  1879,  and  it  broke 
down.  As  the  man  responsible  more 
than  any  other  for  the  Act  of  1881 — as 
the  man  whose  duty  it  ^as  to  consider 
that  question  day  and  night  durinLr 
nearly  tlie  whole  of  that  S:s*«ion— I 
must  record  my  firm  opinion  that  t'le 
Act  would  not  have  become  the  Uw  of 
3  P  2 
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the  laud  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  agtor    these  agreements,  by  which  large  rednc- 


sities   <f 
part    of 
to    look 


tion  with  which  Irish  society  was  co; 
vulsed.  You  may  say,  that  if  it  be  true 
that  a  great  law  was  necessary  for  the 
safety  of  Ireland — to  save  the  people 
from  misery  and  starvation — and  if  that 
Act  could  not  have  been  passed  without 
popular  agitation,  and  if  you  are  now 
going  to  pass  censure  on  those  concerned 
in  that  agitation,  are  you  justified  in 
saying — "  I  am  precluded  from  looking 
at  the  beneficent  results  of  their  agita- 
tion "  ?  The  truth  is  this.  This  is  our 
position.  The  Judges,  under  the  neccs- 
the    case,    have   looked    at    a 

the    case.         It   i.<?    our    duty 

at  the  whole.  What  were 
the  whole  facts  of  that  crisis  ?  In 
the  first  place,  terrible  distress  ;  in  the 
second  place,  the  rejection  by  the  House 
of  Lords  of  the  legislative  remedy  for 
the  time  proposed  by  the .  responsible 
Ministers  of  the  Crown,  and  passed  by  a 
large  majority  in  this  House ;  in  the 
third  place,  the  growth  of  evictions  ;  and, 
in  the  fourth  place,  the  wide  prevalence 
of  iniquitous  and  impossible  rents.  Out 
of  this  great  group  of  facts  the  Judges, 
acting  under  the  terms  of  the  Commission, 
absolving  themselves,  but  not  absolving 
us,  have  selected  the  agitation,  and  have 
said — "  We  cannot  look  to  the  right  or 
the  left,  or  backwards  or  forwards ;  all 
we  have  to  do  is  to  return  a  verdict  upon 
the  dry  facta  whether  we  can  allege  that 
in  some  degree  or  other,  and  in  some  cir- 
cumstances or  other,  there  was  a  connec- 
tion batween  the  agitation  and  the  increase 
of  crime."  But  is  Parliament  to  act  upon 
such  a  basis  ?  Are  we  to  put  out  of  view 
the  facts  I  have  referred  to  ?  Perhaps  I 
shall  be  told  that  in  the  year  1881  I 
myself  expressed  my  belief  that  the 
number  of  landlords  levying  iniquitous 
r..'nts  in  Ireland  was  comparatively  small. 
Yes ;  I  did  express  that  opinion,  and  I 
did  it  on  the  best  evidence  at  my  com- 
mand.     That  was  the  evidence  of   the 

Commission,  at  the   head  of   which  sat  i  Be^consfield,   as    Mr.    Disraeli.     In    the 
Lord  Bessborough  ;  and  that  Commission  '  year  1844,  in  one  of  the  most  remarkable, 


tions  were  oecured.      It  is   not   possible 
r  me  now  to  deny  that   at   that   tune 
ssive,     iniquitous,    and      impossible 
revailed  widely. in   Ireland,  and 
constituted    a    gigantic    and 
capital  faBir'^  the  whole   Irish   case  of 
that  period ;    a/^  *»   pass   judgment  on 
that    case    withoi    taking     them     into 
account  is  in  itself  a^o^^strous  injustice. 
The  fact  is  this.      You  ^^^  called  upon 
now  to  weigh  certain  elates  of  actions 
and  speeches  in  gold  scales.-    ^^h^y  ^^ 
the  actions  and  speeches  to  whick^'^^  ^^° 
trace,  as    you    think,    injurious  ^conse- 
quences.     But    all   the    other    act?^ 
far  greater   consequence,   all    the    gri? 
historic    force     which    determined      tin 
bringing  about  of  t|je  Irish  crisis,  and, 
as  one  may  perhajjs  now  say,  the  hap]>y 
determination  of  that  crisis,   you    are  to 
set  aside  and  say,  **  No,  we  have  nothing- 
to  do  with  them."     And  yet  you  are  not 
Judges  in  a   limited   Commission,     but 
statesmen,    politicians,    and    legislators, 
bound   to    look   at   the  whole  range   of 
circumstances  of  the  case,  and  guilty  of 
misprision  of  justice  if  you  fail  so  to  do. 
I  cau  only  show  you  my  meaning  in  this 
matter   by   historical    illustrations.     My 
doctrine  is  this  :  These  acts,  with  respect 
to  which  Irish  Members  have  bten  cen- 
sured,  are   not   fit  sabjicts   for    Parlia- 
mentaiy  censure  at  all,  beciuse  tliey  are 
so  mixed  up  with  othtr  circumstances 
that  unless  you  take  those  circumstances 
into  view  you  cannot  possibly  do  justice  ; 
and  when    you    have    taken    ihem    into 
view,    you  find  that  the    acts  are  such 
as  are   invariably  incident   to  periods  of 
nntioniil  cri.sis,  struggle,  and   revolution. 
Perhaps  you  think   it  wrong   in   me    to 
apply     the     term     revolution     to     any 
changes  that    have  taken   place,   or  are 
likely    to    take    place,    in   Ireland.     But 
remember    who    it   was   who  connected 
revolution    with    Irish    affairs.     It    was 
your  own  greatest  authority — it  was  Lord 


reported  to  that  effect.  But  I  cannot 
plead  such  ignorance  now.  Somewhere 
about  400,000  tenants  in  Ireland  wei^e 
empowered  and  enabled  by  the  Land 
Act  to  seek  judicial  rents,  or  to  make 
covenants    with    the    landlords,    which 

were  themselves    equivalent  to  judicial  I  in   other   countries    by   revolution,    and 
rents.     And,  in  round  numbers,  200,000    that    the    duty    of    Parliament   was    to 
of  them  Avent  into  the  Court  or  obtained    correct  these  evil  features  without  revo- 
Mr.  W.  E.  GladsUme 


and  perhaps,  the  wisest,  passages  to 
which  he  ever  gave  utterance  in  Parlia- 
ment, he  pointed  to  Ireland  and  told 
the  ParUament  of  that  dav  that 
the  evil  features  of  Ireland  were 
such     as      could     only      be      corrected 
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lution.  Yes,  that  he  said  in  1844, 
and  for  25  years  after  that  declara- 
tion no  single  Act  of  importance 
was  passed  which ,  in  any  way  touched 
the  conditions,  fortunes,  and  pros- 
pects of  the  people  of  Ireland.  Well, 
now.  Sir,  what  are  the  circumstances  ? 
The  circumstances  are  that,  in  the 
existence  of  this  great  necessity  to  re- 
lieve half  the  population  from  the 
pressure  of  impossible  rents,  means 
were  adopted  which  were  not  ill-intended 
and  which  were  not  purposely  directed  to 
crime  or  mischief,  but  which  were 
capable  in  given  circumstances  of  excite- 
ment in  this  case  or  in  that,  of  operating 
on  excited  minds,  and  of  being  auxiliary 
causes  of  crime  in  such  cases.  These 
are  the  circumstances.  But,  Sir,  is  it  not 
the  case  that  in  all  great  movements  in 
human  afEairs  even  the  just  cause  is 
marked  and  spotted  with  much  that  is  to 
be  regretted  ?  Have  you  ever  heard  of 
great  changes  brought  about  in  the 
condition  of  a  nation  with  nothing  con- 
trary to  honour,  nothing  contrary  to 
right,  nothing  contrary  to  order  r^  Let 
me  take  the  two  charges  against  Irish 
Members — one  of  them  that  they  gave 
no  assistance  to  justice,  and  the  other 
that  they  did  not  denounce  the  party  of 
violence.  I  will  take  an  illustration  from 
our  own  history.  Under  Queen  Eliza- 
beth— and  if  ever  there  was  a  period  of 
crisis  in  English  History  it  was  during 
that  reign — the  body  of  Roman  Catholics 
of  England  were  strictly  and  absolutely 
loyal.  Of  that  there  is  no  doubt,  and  it 
is  recorded  that  the  venerable  Lord 
Montagu — I  do  not  know  whether  ho  was 
entitled  by  years,  as  some  others  who 
have  taken  a  share  of  public  action,  to  be 
described  as  venerable — but,  at  any  rate, 
the  venerable  Lord  Montagu  marched  to 
Tilbury  to  support  Queen  Elizabeth  with 
a  troop  of  horse,  commanded  by  himself, 
his  son,  and  his  grandson.  Such  was 
the  loyalty  of  the  body  of  Roman  Catho- 
lics. At  that  time  there  was  a  handful 
or  group  of  Roman  Cotholics,  young 
Roman  Catholics,  chiefly  in  holy  orders, 
emissaries  of  Rome,  sustained  and 
cherished  by  the  colleges  abroad,  and  con- 
tinually eng^ed  either  in  arranging  plots 
or  awaiting  outbreaks  when  they  might 
have  an  opportunity  of  riveting  upon 
this  country  a  foreign  domination,  and 
possibly  even  of  removing  by  assassination 
the  Queen  whose  life  was  regarded  by 


the  mass  of  the  people  as  an  inestimable 
treasure.  I  havB  contrasted  these  two 
classes  of  persons — the  one  small  and 
working  against  the  law,  the  other  as 
heartily  attached  to  it.  But  who  ever 
heard — I,  for  one,  never  heard — thatthose 
loyal  Roman  Catholics  made  it  part  of 
their  active  duty  to  detect  the  disloyal  1 
They  had  no  share  in  exposing  them ;  and 
it  is  too  much  to  demand  when  you  have 
got  before  you  an  oppressed  nation  and 
a  systen^  of  law  which  you  believe  to  be 
in  the  main  radically  unjust  and  bad 
and  administered  in  a  foreign  spirit, 
hostile  to  the  welfare  and  the  feelings  of 
the  country — it  is  too  much  to  expect 
every  man  as  a  test  of  loyalty  and  as  the 
only  means  of  extending  to  him  protec- 
tion, to  actively  associate  himself  with 
the  law  and  to  make  himself  a  portion  of 
its  train  for  the  purpose  of  detecting 
those  whom  such  a  state  of  the  law 
naturally  alienates.  I  take  another  case, 
and  that  is  with  regard  to  the  fact^ 
that  the  agitation  in  the  eyes  of  the 
Judges,  and  possibly  in  the  opinion  of 
many  more,  cannot  be  held  to  have  b«en 
wholly  dissociated  with  crime.  I  will 
illustrate  that  in  like  manner  from 
our  history.  I  will  illustrate  it  from 
the  history  of  the  Long  Parliament. 
Now,  I  suppose  that  if  there  is  a  body  of 
men  who  have,  a  secure  place  from 
generation  to  generation  in  the  grateful 
veneration  of  the  country  it  is  the  leaders 
of  the  Long  Parliament  in  its  early 
years.  I  do  not  speak  of  the  time  of 
Cromwell,  of  Ireton,  and  of  Lambert, 
although  it  has  become  a  great 
fashion  of  late  to  worship  Cromwell. 
It  is  the  time  of  Pym  and  Hamp- 
den, of  Falkland  and  Hyde,  for  the 
incidents  which  I  am  going  to 
recite  occurred  within  the  last  12 
or  14  months  of  the  Long  Parlia- 
ment. Falkland  and  Hyde  themselves 
in  the  Long  Parliament  belonged  to  the 
Opposition.  I  will  not  quote  the  passage 
from  Hallam,  where  he  gives  a  general 
description  of  it,  but  I  will  quote  cases 
of  what  was  done  by  those  great  cham- 
pions of  law  and  order  who  now  enjoy 
our  gratitude  and  veneration.  I  take 
them  from  Mr.  Hallam,  except  in  one 
case,  which  I  take  from  the  notes  of  Sir 
John  Northcote,  a  very  worthy  and  dis- 
tinguished ancestor  of  Lord  Iddesleigh : — 
"  The  Long  Parliament  usurped  from  the 
first,'*  Hallam  says. 
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"Legislative,  executive,  and  judicial  func- 
tions. There  was  a  Judge  whom  they  did  not 
like,  who  was  considered  to  be  subservient  to 
prerogative.  They  sent  the  Usher  of  the 
Black  Rod  into  the  Court  of  King*  a  Bench,  and 
they  seized  Judge  Barclay  while  the  Court  was 
sitting.  They  required  the  Judges  who  had 
signed  the  warrants  for  ship-money  to  enter 
into  heavy  recogniftances  of  many  thousands  of 
pounds "  (whether  they  had  been  students  of 
the  Act  of  Edward  III.  or  not').  "  When  they 
heard  of  a  clergyman  who  had  performed  any 
ceremony  in  the  Church  that  they  disliked  they 
sent  and  seized  him  and  committed  him  to 
prison  as  a  delinquent.  There  was  a  tailor  so 
imprudent  as  to  curse  the  Parliament." 

He  was  sent  to  labour  in  Bridewell  for 
life,  not  by  the  House  of  Commons,  but 
by  the  House  of  Lords,  so  that  a  con- 
genial spirit  prevailed  in  both  branches 
of  the  Legislature.  Well,  Sir,  when 
petitioners  petitioned  in  the  most  orderly 
manner  for  the  preservation  of  the  Con- 
stitution they  were  sent  for  and  im- 
prisoned, but  when  tumultuous  crowds 
brought  petitions  for  a  change  they  were 
welcomed  to  the  Bar  of  the  House.  The 
climax  of  all  these  cases  was  one  which 
I  hope.  Sir,  will  never  be  repeated  during 
the  period  of  your  own  experience. 
This  happened  on  the  10th  of  December, 
1641.  A  Member  of  Parliament,  Sir 
William  Earle,  gave  information  of  some 
dangerous  words  that  had  been  spoken. 
Dangerous  words  !  That  is  the  state- 
ment of  the  charge.     What  was  voted  1 

**  That  Mr.  Speaker  should  issue  his  warrant 
to  apprehend  such  persons  as  Sir  William  Earle 
shall  point  out.'* 

Such,  Sir,  was  the  admixture  of  gross 
and  human  elements  in  the  popular 
movement  upon  which,  notwithstanding, 
we  look  back  as  one  of  the  most  bene- 
ficial and  most  glorious,  at  any  rate  in 
these  early  stages,  in  the  whole  course  of 
our  history.  And  we  have  been  ac- 
customed, many  of  us,  to  toast  at  our 
festive  gatherings,  "  the  cause  for  which 
Hampden  bled  in  the  field,  and  Sidney 
on  the  scaffold."  Very  probably  some 
of  those  who  vote  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to-night  have  toasted  this 
cause  for  which  Hampden  bled  in  the 
field,  and  Sidney  on  the  scaffold.  These 
deliberate,  flagrant,  constant,  wilful,  and 
systimatic  violations  of  law  and  of  pri- 
vate right  which  were  thus  perpetrated 
by  those  great  men,  and,  on  the  whole, 
good  men,  are  far  graver  and  far  fitter 
to  be  put  into  an  indictment  than 
the  indirect  consequential  responsibilities 
that  you  throw  upon  some  of  the  Irish 
Mr.  W,  E,  Gladstone 


Members,  whose  motives  and  whose  in- 
tentions the  Judges  themselves  have  been 
the  first  to  acknowledge.  Perhaps  I  may 
be  allowed,  for  it  conveniently  sums  up 
the  whole  case,  to  quote  the  words 
ascribed  to  Lord  Chatham.  I  believe 
they  are  not  in  his  speeches ;  they  rest 
upon  the  authority  of  Mr.  Grattan. 
Lord  Chatham  spoke  of  that  very  time 
which  I  have  been  describing.  He 
said — 

"There  was  ambition,  there  was  sedition, 
there  -was  violence,  but  no  man  shall  persuade 
me  that  it  was  not  the  cause  of  liberty  on  one 
side,  and  of  tyranny  on  the  other.'* 

The  cause  which  was  marked  by  sedition 
and  violence  was — in  the  judgment  of 
Lord  Chatham,  who  stands  at  the  head, 
perhaps,  of  your  orators  and  statesmen — 
the    cause    of   liberty;    and   the    cause 
oppossd  to  them,  which  no  doubt  had  its 
catch- words  of  "  law  and  order,"  was,  in 
his  judgment,  the  cause,  not  of  liberty, 
nor  law  and  order,  which  are  the  sisters 
and  essential  alHes  of   liberty,  but  the 
cause  of  tyranny.      For  these  reasons  I 
say  that  in  my  opinion   you  must  raise 
yourselves  a  little  above  the  level  of  the  day, 
and,  if  you  can,  endeavour  to  take  the  view 
of  the  transaction  we  are  now  engaged  in 
that  the  historian  will  take  when  he  comes 
to  perform  his  final  office ;  and  you  will 
see  that  these    matters — though    I   will 
not  say  the  conduct  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers is  free  from  censure,  any  more  than 
I  will  venture  to  say  that  my  own  con- 
duct is  free  from  censure  or  the  conduct 
of  better  than  I — are  not  fit  subjects  for 
a  Parliamentary   vote.     And   that  Par- 
liamentary vote,  the  vote  of  an  adverse, 
antagonistic  majority,  delivering  itself  in 
consonance  with  its  own  views  to  crush 
or   discredit    political    opponents,    while 
adding  nothing  whatever  to  the  weight 
of  the  judgment  of  the   Commissioners, 
will,  on  the  contrary,  tend  to  deprive   it 
of    such    weight.       1    will     now    refer 
briefly  to  the  acts  which  constitute  the 
acquittal.       I    allude     to    the   charges, 
every  one  of  which  would  have   person- 
ally stigmatised  and  personally  disgraced 
all  the  men  who  were  the  objects  of  them 
had  these  charges  been  true.     I  do  not 
think  you  could  ever  have  made  arrange- 
ments with  these  men  to  conduct  along 
with   them  the  opposition  to  a   Liberal 
Government.     I  do  not  think  that  in  1 885 
you  would  have  entered  into  confidential 
communications  with  them  for  the  pur- 
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pose  of  arranging  informally  a  scheme 
for  gov3riiiii<?  Ireland.  What  arj  thesa 
charg3s  ?  I  t^ik^  them  iu  thiir  latest 
edition.  There  are  many  editions,  and 
the  last  edition  is  the  least  violent,  and, 
I  was  going  to  say,  the  least  atrocious. 
They  were  charged  with  having  given 
incitement  by  speeches  to  a  scheme  of 
assassination  carefully  calculated  and 
coolly  applied ;  with  having  given  pay- 
ment to  promote  murder ;  with  having 
entered  into  personal  association  with 
criminals;  and  with  having  made  pay- 
ments to  aid  escape  from  justice.  I  do 
not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  hasob- 
ser  »^ed  that  the  Commmissioners expressly 
absolved  the  Membars  from  this  per- 
sonal asssociation  with  notorious  criminals. 
Then  it  was  charged  that  they  gave 
countenance  to  a  murderoujs  association 
in  America,  but  it  was  proved  that  they 
gave  it  no  other  countenance  than  that 
which  I  have  described  ;  it  was  charged 
that  they,  in  the  person  of  their  chief, 
were  intimate  with  the  leading  In- 
vincibles,  and  had  probable  knowledge 
of  what  they  were  about  in  the  begin- 
ning of  May.  And  lastly,  Sir,  there 
come  the  forged  letters.  These  are  the 
charges  of  an  infamous  character  from 
which  there  has  been  a  full  acquittal, 
and  we  ask  you  to  give  effect  to  that 
acquittal.  Now,  I  have  spoken  thus  far 
of  the  Irish  Members  without  distinction. 
I  must  now  speak  of  the  chief  among 
them,  because  he  was  the  object  of  by 
far  the  worst  and  most  atrocious  of  these 
charges.  I  must  speak  of  Mr.  Pamell. 
I  believe  that  the  charge  brought  against 
him  was  not  only  an  atrocious  charge, 
but  that  it  was  in  itself  a  charge  of 
atrocity  entirely  unexampled  in  our 
history.  Had  that  charge  been  true  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  would  have  been 
guilty,  morally  guilty,  as  an  assassin,  as  a 
coward,  as  a  liar,  and  as  a  hypocrite. 
Every  one  of  those  crimes,  the  worst  and 
the  basest  that  can  be  charged  to  a  human 
being,  would  lie  at  the  door  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  had  he  been  guilty. 
Such  was  the  charge  in  itself.  If  it 
were  true,  it  was  the  more  needful  that 
it  should  be  made.  On  whom  was  it 
made  ?  It  was  made  on  a  man  who, 
looked  upon  in  his  public  career,  was 
charged  with  the  leadership  of  a  people. 
He  was  charged  from  day  to  day  with 
the  daily  care  of  a  nation^s  interest,  at 
a  time  when  he   was  invite4  to  become 


virtually  a  defendant  in  a  Court  of  Justice 
that  sit  for  a  year  and  a  half.     Such  was 
his  condition  in  public.      What  was  his 
condition  privately  and  personally  ?    The 
hon.  Gentleman   was   well  known  to  be 
strong  in  mind  as  he  was  weak  in  health. 
He  was  known  to  ba    a   man  of  broken 
health  at  the  time  this  charge  wis  made, 
and    finally — there    is  no  indelicacy  in 
alluding  to  it,  becaus3  the  hon.  Gentleman 
himself   has    modestly   and   becomingly 
spoken  of  it — he   was  known   to   be    a 
man  whose  lot  has  not  been  cast  among 
the  rich  men   either  of  England    or  of 
Ireland.       When      this      charge      was 
brought,     under     enormous     responsi- 
bility,   what     was    the    assurance    that 
accompanied  it?      It   was   not    cast    at 
random     before     the     country;    it  was 
cast  with  a  solemn  assurance  that  im- 
posed even  upon  Members  of  this  House, 
in  these  terras,  that,  "after    the    most 
careful  and  minute  scrutiny,  we  are  satis- 
fied that  the  letter  is  authentic."     Was 
there  a  scrutiny  ?     Was  there  a  scrutiny 
at  all  ?     Was  there  anything  careful  and 
minute   about   it  ?     Yes,  Sir ;  there  was 
something  careful  about  it,  and  that  was 
a   carefulness   not    to    know.     Mr.  Mac- 
donald  went  into  the  box,  appeared  upon 
his  oath,  not  closed  up  within  the  cur- 
tains of  the  office  of  the    Tim^es  news- 
paper, but  upon  his  oath  personally  in 
the  face  of  day ;  and  what  said  Mr.  Mac- 
Donald  ?     "I  abstained  from  asking  Mr. 
Houston  why  the  envelopes  were  want- 
ing, and  from  whom  he  got  the  letters  "  ; 
and  then,  "I  particularly  avoided  the  sub- 
ject of  origin.*'      Having  ventured  upon 
forgery,  having  carried  calumny   to  its 
climax,  the  whole  of   this  was  crowned 
with  fal  sehood,  divulged  in  the  most  solemn 
form,  and  given  to  the  credulous,  those 
whom  Party   prejudice   for   a    moment 
might  mislead,  to  assure  them  that  they 
would  tread  in  the  paths,  not  of  cruelty 
and  tyranny,  but  of  justice.     Sir,  is  it  an 
immoderate  demand  that,  after  an  occur- 
rence like  this,  after  a  poisoned  weapon  hr  s 
been  aimed,  aimed  under  such  circum- 
stances, aimed   at   such   a  person,  and 
aimed  with  the  solemn  assuranct*   ths  t 
nothing    was    so    dear    to     those    who 
launched  it  as  the  strict  observruuce  (f 
the  law — is  it  too  much  that  I  sbould  okU 
the  House  of  Commons,  uhicli  by  impU- 
cation  and  involuntarily  at  least  cruie  t<» 
give   much  countenance   to  the  exteri(»r 
part  of  this  cas.^-is  it  too  n:ucli  t)  a.  -. 
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that  we  should  record  our  judgment 
upon  this  unexampled  occurrence  ?  I 
have  not  been  able,  I  admit,  to  abstain 
altogether  from  reference  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  Party  opposite  in  former 
years.  I  have  made  no  charge 
against  the  conduct  of  the  Party,  or  the 
conduct  of  the  Government,  in  immediate 
connection  with  this  matter.  I  wish  to 
do  nothing  to  give  an  excuse  to  prejudice 
or  to  prepossession.  And  now.  Sir,  as  a 
Member  of  the  minority,  to  whom 
am  I  to  appeal  ?  I  appeal  from  the 
Party  opposite  to  the  Party  opposite.  I 
appeal  from  them  as  a  Party  to  them  as 
individuals.  I  ask  you  as  citizens — I 
will  not  say  as  Christians — and  as  men  to 
consider  this  case.  I  ask  you  to 
acknowledge  the  law  of  equal  and  reci- 
procal moral  obligation  ;  1  ask  you 
to  place  yourselves  for  a  moment 
—  not  the  mass  among  whom 
responsibility  is  diffused  and  severed  till 
it  becomes  inoperative  and  worthless  ;  but 
I  ask  you  individually,  man  by  man,  to 
place  yourselves — in  the  position  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  as  the  victim  of 
this  frightful  outrage.  Is  it  possible,  in 
doing  this,  after  all  his  cares,  all  his 
suffering,  all  that  he  has  gone  through — 
and  I  believe  there  is  no  parallel  to  it  at 
least  for  200  years — that  you  can  fail  to 
feel  that  something  remains  due  to  him, 
or  that  you  can  bring  that  something 
lower  or  make  it  smaller  than  I  have  put 
it  in  the  Amendment  I  am  about  to  move  ? 
No,  Sir.  Then  give,  I  pray  you  to  give ;  give 
it  as  men,  but  do  not  be  satisfied  with 
giving  a  judgment  that  may  be  sustained 
by  the  cheers  of  a  majority  of  this  House 
upon  a  victorious  or  favourable  Division  ; 
give  such  a  judgment  as  will  bear  the 
scrutiny  of  the  heart  and  of  the  con- 
science of  every  man  when  he  takes 
himself  to  his  chamber  and  is  still. 
Of  such  a  judgment  I  have  no  fear.  For 
such  a  judgment  I  ask  you,  I  entreat  you, 
I  urge  you,  I  might  almost  say,  in  the 
name  of  that  law  of  reciprocal  obligation, 
I  respectfully  demand  it  of  you.  Give  such 
a  judgment  in  the  terms  of  the  Amend- 
ment, concur  in  declaring  that  which  is, 
after  all,  but  a  part,  and  a  feebly  drawn 
and  represented  part,  of  the  wrongs  that 
have  been  inflicted — give  that  judgment, 
accede  to  our  demand,  accede  to  our 
prayer,  and  grant  this  late,  this  measured, 
tliis  perhaps  scanty  rc^paration  of  an 
enormous  and  unheard-of  wrong. 
Mr.   W.  E.  QlndRt^vp 


Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  House,"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  deems  it  to  be  a  duty  to  record  its  reprobation 
of  the  false  charges  of  the  gravest  and  most 
odious  description,  based  on  .calumny  and  on 
forgery,  which  have  been  brought  against 
Members  of  this  House,  and  particularly  against 
Mr.  Parnell ;  and,  while  declaring  its  satis- 
faction at  the  exposure  of  these  calumnies,  this 
House  expresses  its  regret  for  the  wrong 
inflicted,  and  the  suffering  and  loss  endured, 
through  a  protracted  period,  by  reason  of  these 
acts  of  flagrant  iniquity,'*— (ifr.  W.E.  Glad- 
stone,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

*(7.13.)  The  PRESIDENT  of  the 
BOARD  OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks 
Beach,  Bristol,  W.) :  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  a  passage  of 
fervid  and  glowing  eloquence,  has  in- 
vited this  House,  and  especially  those 
who  sit  on  this  side,  to  give  a  judgment, 
as  he  calls  it,  in  satisfaction  of  a  wrong 
done  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  But 
I  appeal  to  anyone  who  has  listened  to 
the  whole  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech  whether  in  that  speech  there  is 
not  proof  that  the  judgment  for  which 
he  asks  could  not,  consistently  with 
justice,  be  given  by  this  House.  We 
have  heard  that  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  has  been  described  as  a 
triumphant  acquittal.  The  whole 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
shows  that  he  regards  it  as 
something  very  different — as  not  only, 
after  fair  inquiry  and  deliberate  judgment, 
acquitting  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
with  regard  to  those  infamous  and  dis- 
honouring charges  to  which  he  alluded 
in  the  latter  part  of  his  speech,  but  also 
as  recording  judgment  oil  other  matters, 
which  possibly  may  seem  of  even  greater 
gravity  to  the  country  at  large.  Now, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not 
accepted  the  terms  in  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  proposes  to  acknowledge  the 
work  of  the  Judges.  He  objected  to  that 
proposal  on  this  ground — that  he  objected 
to  render  formal  thanks  for  the  per- 
formance of  judicial  duties.  But,  Sir,  I 
venture  to  remind  him  that  this  was  no 
ordinary  duty.  It  was  imposed  by 
Parliament  upon  public  servants  very 
much  against  their  desire,  I  should 
imagine,  and  certainly  very  much  beyond 
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the  scope  of  their  ordinary  work.  I  am 
sorry  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  have  marred  what  he  said  with 
regard  to  the  conduct  of  this  inquiry  by 
the  Judges  by  the  suggestion  of  political 
sentiment.  I  think  that  the  Report 
before  us  bears  on  its  whole  face  clear 
proof  of  calm,  impartial  judgment, 
absolutely  devoid  of  any  political  senti- 
ment or  prepossession  whatever  ;  and 
remembering  the  suggestions  made  and 
the  insinuations  thrown  out  before  this 
Commission  was  appointed,  and  since  it 
began  its  work,  of  unfair  bias  on  the 
part  of  those  of  whom  it  was  composed, 
I  think  that  the  least  this  House  can  do 
is  to  show  that  it  has  no  sympathy  what- 
ever with  such  insinuations,  and  that  it 
trusts  and  accepts  the  absolute  im- 
partiality with  which  this  Commission  has 
been  conducted.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man divided  the  charges  under  two 
heads.  He  classed  the  first,  on  which 
an  acquittal  has  been  given,  as  infamous 
and  dishonouring;  and,  secondly,  as 
charges  of  conduct  such  as  accom- 
panied all  great  popular  movements; 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
sits  next  him,  while  admitting  the 
other  day  that  the  Judges  formed  a 
most  competent  tribunal  simply  for  the 
investigation  of  questions  of  crime  and 
questions  of  fact,  stated  that  they  were, 
in  his  judgment,  not  a  competent  tri- 
bunal for  matters  involving  political 
considerations.  I  think,  Sir,  this  is  the 
distinction  which  is  drawn  by  the  two  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  between  the  two  classes  of 
charges  into  which  the  Judges  have 
inquired  ;  but  I  would  venture  to 
point  out  that  the  distinction  between 
those  two  classes  of  charges  really 
depends  upon  the  opinions  of  those 
who  consider  them.  It  may  be  all 
very  well  for  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  say  that  there  is  nothing 
infamous  and  dishonouring  in  a  particular 
class  of  charges,  and  that  there  is  some- 
thing infamous  and  dishonouring  in  the 
other.  But  I  am  bound  to  say,  without 
using  the  word  infamous,  I  do  think  that 
there  is  something  dishonouring  in  some 
of  the  charges  which  have  been  proved 
against  hon.  Members  opposite ;  and  if 
the  matter  were  looked  at  from  the 
point  of  view  of  a  "  member  of  the 
physical  force  party"  in  America  who 
advocates  the  use  of  dynamite  and 
assassination,  such  a  person  might   con 


tend  that  all  the  charges  related  to 
matters  involving  political  considerations. 
You  cannot  classify  charges  of  this 
kind  in  this  way.  I  Ihink  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  at  any  rate  by 
the  length  of  that  part  of  his  speech 
which  he  devoted  to  this  matter,  admits 
in  his  own  mind  the  gravity  of  some  of 
the  charges  which,  in  his  judgment,  are 
matters-  involving  political  considerations. 
No  doubt  they  are  now  matters  of  history ; 
but  there  is  this  advantage  in  that 
respect — that  perhaps  we  can  consider 
them  with  somewhat  greater  calmness, 
and  that  we  have  with  regard  to  them 
placed  upon  record  the  opinions  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
Colleagues  in  the  Government  of 
that  day  —  opinions  which  singularly 
corroborate  the  findings  of  the  Com- 
mission. I  will  venture  to  divide  the 
charges  which  have  been  reported  to  be 
true  under  two  heads.  In  the  first  place, 
the  Judges  find  that  some  of  the 
respondents,  including  the  two  most 
active  leaders  of  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway,  established  and  joined  in  the 
Land  League  organisation  with  the 
intention  by  those  means  to  bring  aboiit 
the  absoliite  independence  of  Ireland  as 
a  separate  nation.  Now  I  quite  admit, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  stated  the 
other  day,  that  in  that  there  is  no  overt 
act  of  treason  which  could  be  indicted ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  surely  it  is  a 
treasonable  intention  ?  When  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  go  on  to  compare  this  treason 
with  other  acts  in  the  past  history  of  tlie 
world — w)th  the  cases,  for  instance,  of 
JefEerson,  Franklin,  andWashington,who, 
of  course,  were  legally  traitors  in  their 
day — I  thought  to  myself,  would  men 
like  Jefferson,  Franklin,  and  Washing- 
ton have  done,  in  carrying  out  their 
treason,  what  has  been  proved  to  have 
been  done  by  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  ?  [Sir  W.  Habcourt  :  Yes,  and 
a  great  dejil  more.]  Now,  let  me  just 
proceed  to  the  points  which  were  hardly 
p-t  all  dwelt  upon  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  which  surely  have  a 
very  close  and  intimate  bearing  upon  this 
chai'ge  of  treasonable  intention.  The 
Commissioners  report  that  the  respond- 
ents disseminated  newspapers  tending  to 
incite  to  sedition  and  the  commission  of 
crime.  Now  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  passed  very 
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lightly  over  that.     He  called  it  a  trum- 
pery charge 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  No,  I  said 
that  it  was  a  constructive  charge. 

♦Sir    M.     hicks    BEACH:     I    beg 
pardon.     But  at  any  rate  he  passed  very 
lightly  over  it.     But  the  Commissioners 
report  that  among  those  newspapers  was 
one  purchased  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  maintained   by  the  Land  League 
funds,  and  the  columns  of  which — ^as  is 
shown  by  quotations  in   the  Report — I 
venture  to  say  contained  as  outrageous 
suggestions  upon    the  use  of  dynamite 
and   assassination   as   were    ever   repro- 
bated   by    the    right    hon.     Gentleman 
in    American    newspapers    nine     years 
ago.     Well,  Sir,  that  is  one  way  in  which 
treasonable  intentions  manifested  them- 
selves in  the  a-jtions  of  those  whose  con- 
duct is  reported  upon.     But  there  was 
another  way  still.     It  is  found  that  the 
respondents  invited   the    assistance  and 
co-operation    and  accepted   subscriptions 
of  money  irom   Patrick  Ford,  a  known 
advocate  of  crime  and  the  use  of  dynamite, 
and  the  physical  force  party  in  America, 
including  the  Clan-na-Gael,  and  that  in 
order  to  obtain  that  assistance  they  ab- 
stained from  repudiating  or  condemning 
the  action  of  that  party.     Sir,  the  mem- 
bers of  that  party  in  America  are  men — 
and    were    men — guilty    not     only     of 
treasonable      intention      and      treason- 
able     action,      but      guilty      of       the 
most     atrocious     designs,     such     as     I 
will      venture      to      say      have     never 
been  paralleled  in  any  of  those  political 
movements    of    which   the    right    hon. 
Gentleman    spoke  —  the    execution    of 
which     has     been     happily     frustrated 
mainly    by    their    miserable    squabbles 
among  themselves.     Now,  Sir,  I   do  not 
suppose  that  there  is  anything  in  this — 
in  the  conduct  which  is  proved  by  this 
Commission  to  have  been  committed  by 
the  respondents — to  justify  any  indict- 
ment for  treason.     But  this  I  will  say,  I 
do  think  it  strange  that  such  conduct  as 
that  should  be  excused  and  palliated  by 
ex  -  Ministers  of  the  Crown,  who   may 
some  day  occupy  that  position  again,  as 
involving  political  considerations.     Then 
there   is  the    second  group  of    charges. 
What   are    those    charges  ?      That    the 
bulk  of   the  respondents,  including  the 
bulk  of  the  party   below  the  Gangway, 
are-  found   to   have   been    guilty    of  a 
criminal  conspiracy,  one  of  the  objects  of 
Sir  M.  Sicks  Beach 


which  was  by  a  system  of  coercion  and 
intimidation  to  promote  an  agrarian  agi- 
tation against  the  payment  of  agricultural 
rents  for  the  purpose  of  impoverishing 
and  expelling  from  the  country  the  Irish- 
landlords,  who  were  styled  the  Engliah 
garrison.    It  is  shown  that  boycotting,  the 
instrument  of   this   combination,  was   a 
system  of  intimidation  of  the  most  severe 
and  'cruel  character,  that  the  object  of 
this  elaborate  and  all-pervading  tyranny 
was  not  only  to  injure  individuals,  but 
the  class  of  landlords,  and  to  drive  them 
out  of  the  country,  and  that  the  intention 
of  those  who  devised  and  carried  out  this 
system  was  to  terrorise,  and  that  it  led 
in  many  cases  to  actual  outrage.  Further, 
it  is  found  that  the  respondents  incited 
to  intimidation,  and  that  the  consequence 
of  that  incitement  was  that  crime  and  out- 
rage   were   committed   by    the   persons 
i  a  cited ;  that  the  speeches  made  by  the 
respondents,  though  the  speakers  did  not 
intend  it,  had  the  effect  of  causing  the 
peasants  to   carry  out  the   laws  of  the 
Land    League,    even   by   assassination ; 
that  the  respondents  did  not  denounce  the 
system  of  intimidation,  but  persisted  in 
it,  with  the  knowledge  of  its  effect ;  that 
they,  through  the  Land  League,  syste- 
matically and  indiscriminately  paid  for 
the   defence    of   persons    charged    with 
agrarian    crime     and     supported    their 
families ;  and  that   the   knowledge  that 
such    assist ince    would    in    all    cases  be 
afforded  must  have  had  the  effect  of  en- 
couraging  persons    to   commit    outrage. 
Well,  now,  1  was  surprised  that  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman  the    Member  for  Mid- 
Lothian  should  have  turned  no  small  por- 
tion  of    his   speech     into    an    absolute 
apology  for — nay,  justification  of — such 
conduct  as  that.     He  stated  in  so  many 
words  that  it  was  the  conduct  so  described 
by  the  Judges  which  led  to  the  passing 
of  the  Land  Act  of  1881.     He  justified 
the    agitation,    the    methods,    and    the 
procedure    which    the    Judges   have    so 
described.     The   right   hon.    Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  agrees  with  him 
in  that  view,  for  he  said  the  other  day,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  has  said  to-night,  that  all 
this  evil  came  from  unjust  and  impossible 
rents.     Why,  Sir,  it  is   obvious   to  any 
one  who  reads  the  Report  of  the  Judges 
that  this  was  no  case  of  an  attempt  on 
the    part  of   the    Land  League    to  deal 
simply   with   cases    of    unjust   eviction 


1701         Special  Commission         {March  3,  1890}  (1888)  Report, 


1702 


or  the  payment  of  impossible  rents,  but 
that  it  was  a  conspiracy  delibemtely 
formed  against  a  whole  class,  and  carried 
oat  by  methods  such  as  are  described. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  knew  a  great  deal  better  than 
this  in  1881.  In  that  year,  speaking  as 
a  responsible  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
with  all  the  responsibility  of  oflBce  as 
Home  Secretary,  with  the  knowledge 
of  these  matters  fresh  in  his  mind,  he 
addressed  a  meeting  in  Glasgow,  and 
what  did  he  say?  He  referred  to  the 
men  who  are  defended  and  apologised 
for  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Front 
Bench  opposite,  and  who,  he  said, 

*•  had  not  for  their  object,  or  at  all  events  for 
their  principal  object,  the  advantage  of  tho 
Iriph  tonnnt,  but  were  pursuing  schemes  of 
political  revolution.  The  land  agitation  in 
their  hands  was  not  merely  a  Constitutional 
agitation  to  redreus  land  grievances,  which  was 
perfectly  justifiable,  but  was  an  agitation 
whose  object  was  to  destroy  the  union  of  the 
Empire,  and  to  overthrow  the  established 
Government  of  the  United  Kingdom.  Mr. 
Parnell  admits  now  that  what  he  wants  is  not 
fair  rent  ;  he  wants  no  rent  at  all.  He  wants 
to  get  rid  of  the  landlords  in  order  that  he  may 
get  rid  of  the  English  Government,  and  for 
this  object  every  kind  of  intimidation  has  been 
employed  to  defpr  honest  men  from  doing  their 
duty  and  fulfilling  their  obligations.  The 
Land  League  has  employed  terms  whose 
avowed  object  is  to  set  aside  and  over-rule  the 
laws  of  the  land.  It  is  utterly  impossible  that 
any  Government  responsible  for  civilised  society 
can  tolerate  such  a  condition  of  things.  The 
Land  League  has  thrown  over  the  false  colours 
of  fair  rent ;  it  has  hoisted  the  red  flag,  and  the 
buccaneering  craft  sails  under  its  true  colours. 
Men  who  stood  by  it  before,  like  Archbishop 
Oroke,  have  repudiated  the  doctrines  of  which 
they  must  and  do  disapprove,  and  the  Govern- 
ment have  consequently  felt  it  their  duty  to 
put  in  force  all  the  powers  that  Parliament 
have  granted  them,  in  order  to  put  down  a 
public  danger  and  a  public  nuisance." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by 
saying : — 

'*  It  is  a  great  comfort  and  a  great  support  to 
us  to  know  that  our  conduct  has  generally 
been  approved." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  of  a  very 
comfortable  disposition,  and  I  do  not 
donbt  that,  with  perfectly  changed 
opinions,  he  is  equally  satisfied  with  his 
present  position.  There  is  a  point  in  the 
findings  of  the  Commissioners  which  I 
have  quoted,  which,  I  think,  deserves 
some  f  urthe  r  notice — the  payments  for  the 
defence  of  persons  charged  with  agrarian 
crimes,  and  the  support  of  their  families, 
and  payments  made  to  compensate  those 


injured  in  the  commission  of  crimes. 
This  is  the  charge  which  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  described  as  a 
trumpery  charge.  He  said  only  two 
cases  were  quoted  by  the  Commissioners, 
proved  by  a  few  letters  that  were  all 
that  could  be  found  out  of  the  very  large 
correspondence  of  the  Land  League. 
But  the  facts  detailed  by  the  Commis- 
sioners in  their  Report  are  suflBcient  to 
show  those  were  not  isolated  cases,  but 
may  have  been  samples  of  the  regular 
course  of  dealing.  [An  hon.  Member? 
"May  have  been?"]  May  have  been: 
Yes,  but  why  was  it  not  proved  that  they 
were  not  ?  There  is  nothing  more  re- 
markable in  the  whole  of  this  inquiry 
than  the  abeolute  disappearance  of  the 
books,  papers,  records,  and  accounts  of 
the  Land  League.  If  there  is  suspicion 
not  only  that  large  sums  of  money  have 
been  spent  for  such  purposes,  but  even 
for  worse  and  graver  purposes,  those  who 
were  responsible  for  the  management  of 
the  Land  League  in  those  years  have  no 
one  to  thank  but  themselves.  What  do 
the  Commissioners  say  as  to  the  singular 
disappearance  of  those  documents  and 
the  absolute  failure  to  account  for  the 
large  expenditure  of  the  Land  League  ? — 

"  Thus  we  have  over  £100,000  of  Land 
League  funds  received — (from  Mr.  Egan) — 
but  no  details  of  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
expended.  It  is  proved  that  the  books  and 
documents  of  the  Land  League  were  numerous 
and  bulky.  .  .  .  We  have  been  unable  to 
obtain  these  documents,  and  no  valid  excuse 
has  been  given  for  their  non-production.  .  . 
Mr.  Justin  McCarthy,  M.P.,  stated  that  he  had 
obtained  a  list  of  books  relating  to  the  Land 
League  of  Great  Britain,  and  which  he  was 
willing  should  be  produced.  .  .  .  When 
called  for  he  was  unable  to  produce  them  or 
explain  the  reason  for  their  non -production." 

Mr.  Parnell  refused  to  give  authority  to 
Messrs.  Munro,  of  Paris,  to  produce  tho 
accounts  relating  to  the  Land  League. 

♦Mb.  R.  T.  ^EID  (Dumfries,  &c.)  : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not 
follow  that  up  by  saying  that  Messrs. 
Lewis  gave  an  explanation. 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  [Continuing 
the  quotation]  : 

"  We  have  therefore  been  deprived  of  evi- 
dence upon  the  question  how  the  moneys  of 
the  Land  League  were  expended  in  the  years 
1881-82.  We  may  say  generally  that  we  have 
not  received  from  Mr.  Parnell  and  the  ofiScers 
of  the  Land  League  the  assistance  we  were 
entitled  to  expect  iu  the  investigation  of  the 
Land  League  accounts,  in  order  that  it  might 
be  seen  how  its  funds  were  expended." 
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I  venture  to  say  that  that  is  as  remark- 
able a  part  of  the  Report  as  any  in 
it,  that  no  satisfactory  explanation  of 
these .  circumstances  has  yet  been 
given  at  all,  and  that  there  must  be 
elements  of  very  grave  suspicion,  until, 
in  defence  of  their  own  honour,  those 
who  are  able  to  give  an  explanation,  give 
it.  1  now  turn  to  the  main  part  of  the 
second  group  of  charges — the  question  of 
intimidation  and  boycotting.  The  ri^ht 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  said  hardly 
anything  to-night  on  the  question  of 
intimidation  or  boycotting.  When  it  is 
his  fortune  to  take  part  in  debates  upon 
boycotting  at  the  present  time,  he  de- 
scribes it  always,  I  think,  as  exclusive 
dealing.  But  he  did  not  venture  to 
apply  that  definition  to  it  in  the  years 
now  under  review  by  the  House. 
At  that  time  he  described  boycotting 
as  combined  intimidation  used  for 
the  purpose  of  destroying  private  liberty 
of  choice  by  fear  of  ruin  and  starva- 
tion, sanctioned  by  the  murder  which 
is  not  to  be  denounced :  as  a  mon- 
strous public  evil,  threatening  liberty 
and  interfering  with  law  and  order ; 
applied  whether  the  landlord  has  been 
tyrannical  or  harsh  ;  whether  he  has  been 
indulgent  or  overbearing ;  to  prevent  the 
occupation  of  a  farm  from  which,  even  in 
the  last  extremity  and  to  meet  his  own 
personal  wants,  a  landlord  has  felt  it 
necessary  to  remove  a  tenant.  That  is 
in  accordance  with  the  description  of 
boycotting  and  intimidation  given  by 
the  Judges  in  their  Report;  and  I 
venture  to  say  there  was  nothing  in  the 
speech  of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman 
to-night  to  show  '  why  he  had 
absolutely  changed  in  1890  the 
opinions  on  that  subject  which  he  ex- 
pressed in  1881,  when  this  terrible  system 
was  in  full  force,  except  that  he  now  finds 
it  necessary  to  constitute  himself  the 
apologist  for  this  agitation  upon  political 
grounds.  We  were  told  to-night  that 
evictions  and  distress,  and  the  action  of 
the  House  of  Lords  in  rejerting  the 
Compensation  for  Disturbance  Bill,  were 
the  causes  of  the  increase  of  crime  in 
those  years.  Yes,  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  charge  the  increase 
of  crime  to  those  causes  in  1881.  In 
those  days  what  he  said  was  this — and 
it  is  what  the  Commissioners  report — 
that  "with  fatal  and  painful  precision 
the  steps  of  crime  dogged  the  steps  of 
Sir  M,  Hicks  Beach 


the  Land  League."  Then  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  was  denounced  as 
prominent  in  the  attempt  to  substitute 
anarchial  oppression  for  the  authoi'ity  of 
the  law,  and  imprisoned  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  reasonably  suspected  of 
treasonable  practices,  and  inciting  to 
intimidation.  Now  the  hon.  Member's 
wrongs  are  dwelt  upon,  and  his  agitation 
almost  applauded,  as  having  given  to  Ire- 
land the  benefits  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1881.  Well,  Sir,  it  does  seem  to  me 
that  by  the  admissions  of  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  upon  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  in  the  past  the  gravity  of  the 
circumstances  on  which  the  Judges  have 
reported  adversely  to  the  respondents 
is  sufficiently  proved,  and  that  for  this 
House  to  adopt  a  Resolution  dealing 
with  only  one  portion  of  that  Report — 
that  portion  which  acquits  the  respon- 
dents— and  to  take  no  notice  of  that 
other  portion  of  the  Report  which 
condemns  them,  would  be  as  far  from 
an  act  of  justice  as  can  well  be  con- 
ceived. Is  there  any  reason  why  it 
should  be  done?  There  was  an  argu- 
ment, stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to-night,  which  was  this : — 

"  All  this  conduct  happened  10  years  a£^o,  and 
has  been  condoned  by  what  is  called  tho  close 
treaty  and  alliance  between  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  and  the  Conservative  Party  in 
1885,  when  all  these  things  were  perfectly  well 
known  to  the  country.*' 

I  demur  to  both  those  assertions.  I 
demur  to  the  assertion  that  all  these 
findings,  so  far  as  the  respondents  in 
this  Report  are  concerned,  were  per- 
fectly well  known  to  the  country  in 
1885.  I  contend  that  there  are  im- 
portant facts  brought  to  light  by  this 
Report  which  were  not  known  to  the 
country  at  that  time.  As  a  sample,  I 
would  quote  the  close  connection  of  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  with  the 
dissemination  and  production  of  news- 
papers inciting  to  crime  and  sedition, 
and  the  relations  between  the  Irish 
Parliamentary  Party  and  the  physical 
force  party  and  the  Clan-na-Gael  in 
America.  In  so  far  as  those  matters  were 
known  at  all,  they  were  known  to  us,  who 
were  then  out  of  ofiice,  solely  by  the  state- 
ments of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
and  if  some  of  us — I  confess  I  was  one 
— did  not  place  the  fullest  confidence  in 
those  statements  at  that  time,  I  think  we 
may  be  absolved  for  not  having  done  so 
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when  they  are  so  absolutely  disregarded 
by  their  authors  on  the  present  occasion. 
The  other  point  is  this — was  there  a  close 
treaty  or  alliance  between  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  opposite  and  the  Con- 
servative Party  in  order  to  turn  out  the 
Government  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  in  1885.  No  doubt  the 
hon.  Members  below  the  Ghingway,  on 
the  occasion  of  several  important  Divi- 
sions, voted  in  the  same  Lobby  that  we 
did,  bub  they  voted  with  us  for  reasons 
of  their  own,  which  were  absolutely  and 
entirely  different  from  our  reasons.  We 
recorded  our  opinions  on  important 
matters  at  that  time — the  question  of 
Egyptian  policy,  the  question  of  the 
relief  of  General  Gordon,  the  Budget,  on 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
finally  defeated — we  recorded  them  in 
Resolutions  expressing  our  own  opinions ; 
and  if  hon.  Members  chose  to  vote  for 
those  resolutions,  how  could  we  help  it  ? 
Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  No  arrange- 
ment 1 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  No,  none 
whatever.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
asks  me  whether  there  was  no  arrange- 
ment. Let  me  go  a  little  more  into  that 
question,  because  the  other  day  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  a  definite  charge 
with  regard  to  it.  The  charges  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  have 
been  indefinite ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  made  a  definite 
charge  with  which  I  will  deal.  He  said 
that  the  Tory  leaders  in  1885  gave  a 
pledge  to  the  Nationalist  Party  that,  if 
they  would  only  turn  out  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  the  Tory 
leaders  would  not  renew  the  Coercion 
Act,  and  further,  that  Lord  Salisbury 
went  to  Newport  and  made  an  apology 
for  boycotting.  Now,  what  are  the  facts  ? 
In  August,  1885,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leeds  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone)  said  that  Lord 
Salisbury  had  made  a  compact  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork,  and  that  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington 
(Lord  R.  Churchill)  and  Mr.  Winn,  now 
Lord  St.  Oswald,  had  promised  the 
Parnellites  three  things  in  return  for 
their  support :  firstly,  the  dropping  of  the 
Crimes  Act  ;  secondly,  a  Bill  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Irish  labourers ;  thirdly,  a 
Land  Purchase  Bill  on  liberal  terms. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  made  that 
statement  to  his  constituents,  and  chal- 
lenged a  denial ;    and  that  denial  was 


immediately  forthcoming.  It  was  abso- 
lutely and  completely  denied  by  letters 
which  were  published  in  the  Press  from 
Lord  Salisbury,  from  my  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  Paddington,  and  from 
Mr.  Winn. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  beg  pardon. 

*SiR  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wait  a  moment  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  mistaken.  My  statement 
was  founded  upon  a  speech  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington  made 
in  Yorkshire,  in  which  he  stated  that  a 
decision  was  taken  by  the  Conservative 
Members  sitting  on  this  Bench  that  the 
Crimea  Act  should  not  be  renewed  ;  and 
that  was  before  the  Libei'al  Government 
was  turned  out.  He  made  that  state- 
ment in  public. 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH:  Yes,  Sir, 
but  that  is  not  the  charge  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  Of  course  we  had  con- 
sidered that  matter  among  6urselves 
before  the  Liberal  Government  was 
turned  out.  Of  course  we  had  to  decide, 
as  far  as  we  could  without  access  to 
official  documents,  what  might  be  our 
course  ;  but  the  charge  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  this,  that  we  communicated 
our  intention  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  and  that  there  was  a  bargain 
between  us  that  he  should  support  us  if 
we  did  not  renew  the  Crimes  Act. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  said  nothing 
about  a  bargain  ;  I  said  it  was  communi- 
cated, and  I  say  now  it  was  communicated, 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 

*SiR  M.  HICKS  BEACH  :  The  words 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  these 
— that  the  Tory  leaders  in  1885  gave  a 
pledge  to  the  Nationalist  Party  that  if 
they  would  only  turn  out  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  they  would  not 
renew  the  Crimes  Act. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  say  so  now. 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  so  now,  after  I  have 
told  him  that  it  was  absolutely  and  com- 
pletely denied  by  the  three  parties  I  have 
named.  But  it  was  denied  by  someone 
else ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
not  accept  denials  from  this  side  of  the 
House,  perhaps  he  will  accept  the  denial 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  The  hon. 
Member  wrote  upon  this  subject  a  letter 
to  Sir  Frederick  Milner,  which  was  pub- 
lished in  August,  1885.  The  hon. 
Member  wrote : — 
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"Dear  Sir  Frederick  Milner, — I  have  just 
received  your  letter  enclosing  report  of  Mr. 
Herbert  Gladstone's  speech  at  Leeds,  and 
directing  my  attention  to  a  passage  in  which 
Mr.  Gladstone  asserts  that  there  is  an  allianQO 
for  Parliamentary  purpases,  and  also  for  the  pur- 
pose of  the  general  election,  between  Lord  Salis- 
bury and  Lord  Randolph  Churchill  on  the  one 
side,  and  myself  and  my  colleagues  on  the  other, 
upon  the  basis — first,  of  the  dropping  of  the 
Crimes  Act ;  second,  of  the  liill  for  the  benefit 
of  the  labourers  ;  and,  third,  of  the  passing  of 
a  Land  Purchase  Bill. 

**  Your  letter  also  points  out  a  further  para- 
graph in  tbe  same  speech,  in  which  Mr.  Glad- 
stone is  reported  to  have  defied  me  among 
others  to  contradict  these  alleged  facts.  I  can 
only  say  that  there  is  not  the  sUi^hteit  founda- 
tion for  any  of  thesn  statements  of  Mr.  Her- 
btTt  GUdstone.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any 
such  alliance,  nor  have  any  of  my  colleagues. 
I  have  held  no  communication  up.m  any  of  the 
public  matters  referred  to  with  any  Member  of 
the  present  Government,  or  any  of  their 
officials,  directly  or  indirectly,  except  across  the 
floor  of  the  House  of  Commons.  The  first  in- 
timation I  received  of  the  intentions  of  the 
Government  in  respect  of  these  matters  was 
from  Lord  Carnarvon's  speech  in  the  Lords,  and 
that  of  the  "Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  the 
Commons. 

*'  Yours  truly, 

**  Charles  S.  Parnell. 

"  Irish  Parliamentarv  Office«»,  Palace  Cham- 
bers, 9,  Bridge  Street,  S.W.,  July  31." 

After  hearing  that  letter,  I  do  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  see  that  his 
charges  have  been  calumnious,  and  that 
when  he  comes  to  address  the  House  he 
will  express  his  regret  for  having  made 
them. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  repeat 
them. 

Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach  not  giving  way, 
Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  1  rise  to  order. 
I  wish  to  know  whether  indeed  it  has 
been  so  ruled  in  this  House,  when  a 
right  hon.  Member  addresses  another 
Member  across  the  floor  of  the  House, 
and  states  that  his  charges  are  calum- 
nious, that  Member  has  not  the  right  upon 
the  instant  to  repudiate  such  a  charge  ? 
I  do  repudiate  it,  and  I  say  there 
can  be  no  order  in  this  House  un- 
less a  Member  is  allowed  to  do  so. 
*Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  am  the  ju^e  of 
order  in  this  House.  I  am  glad  to  give 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  an  oppor- 
tunity, but  so  many  interruptions  are 
inconvenient  when  a  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man addresses  the  House. 

*SiR    M.    HICKS   BEACH:    But   the 

right  lion.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  made 

another  statement  to-night.     He  said  the 

conduct  of    the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
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and  his  followers  had  been  condoned  by 
the  Conservative  Party  because — [Sir 
W.  Harcourt  rose  to  leave  his  seat] — I 
have  not  done  yet. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  Yes,  I  know  ; 
but  I  am  not  going  to  stay  to  be  abused 
in  this  manner. 
♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  Because  of 
Lord  Carnarvon's  interview  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork.  Now,  I  must  say  that 
the  extraordinary  statements  which  have 
been  made  and  persisted  in  with  regard 
to  that  interview  are  not  warranted  by 
the  facts  of  the  case.  In  the  first  place, 
it  was  never  sanctioned  by  the  Cabinet, 
or  known  to  the  Cabinet  until  long  after- 
wards. In  the  second  place,  Lord  Car- 
narvon has  distinctly  denied  that  at  that 
interview  he  promised  anything  or  held 
out  any  hopes  whatever,  or  did  anything 
more  than  ascertain  the  views  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork.  But  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Derby  also  charged 
Lord  Salisbury  with  having  gone  to 
Newport  that  autumn,  after  the  disso- 
lution of  Parliament,  and  made  an 
apology  for  boycotting,  implyiug,  I  sup- 
pose, that  this  was  an  attempt  to  gain 
the  Irish  vote.  I  absolutely  deny  that 
accusation.  So  far  from  apologising  for 
boycotting,  what  Lord  Salisbury  said 
was  this — he  pointed  out  the  impossi- 
bility of  dealing  by  law  with  all  kinds  of 
boycotting ;  he  instanced  a  certain  kind 
— that  of  declining  to  sit  in  the  same 
chapel  with  a  boycotted  person,  with 
which  he  said  the  law  could  not  deal. 
That  is  perfectly  true ;  it  was  true  then  ; 
it  remains  true  now.  Only  the  other 
day  I  saw  a  statement  relating  to  several 
cases  in  Ireland  in  which  that  kind  of 
boycotting  had  taken  place.  How  had  it 
been  dealt  with?  Not  by  the  law,  but 
by  the  interference  of  the  Bishop  of  the 
diocese,  who  had  closed,  or  threatened  to 
close,  the  chapel.  After  that  admission, 
Lord  Salisbury  went  on  to  say — 

**  As  far  as  boycotting  is  liable  to  the  law, 
as  far  as  legal  remedies  can  reach  it,  do  not 
imagine  that  the  Irish  Government  are  passive 
in  putting  remedies  of  the  ordinary  law  into 
action.  At  the  present  moment  there  are  S.*) 
prosecutions  for  boycotting,  and  that  alone 
will  show  you  that  the  Irish  ^Jovemment  are 
doing  their  best  with  what  they  consider  a 
difficult  evil.  I  believe  that  Parliament  posscps- 
ing  a  full  rcanfliito  and  tlio  .Governni'^nt  in 
power  are  hound  above  evorythinir  iA  e.  to 
exhaust  every  possible  rem«^dy  in  order  that 
men  may  pursue  freely  their  lawful  industry 
in  any  station  in  life." 
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I  have  always  been  reluctant  to  trouble 
the  House  by  reference  to  any  ex- 
pressions of  opinion  of  my  own ;  but  at 
that  time  I  had  the  honour  to  occupy 
the  responsible  post  of  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  and  leader  of  the  House,  and, 
therefore,  what  I  publicly  said  may,  I 
think,  have  been  received  in  the  country 
as  said  with  some  authority.  At  the  end 
of  September,  1885,  in  a  speech  at  Salis- 
bury, I  admitted  that  boycotting  was  rife 
in  certain  parts  of  Ireland.     1  said — 

**  Prosecutions  have  been  instituted,  and  are 
now  beinfi^  instituted,  against  persons  who  were 
supposed  to  be  guilty  of  this  offence  of  boycot- 
ting, and  I  can  assure  you  that  no  efforts  will 
be  spared  on  the  part  of  th«  Government  to 
conduct  their  prosecutions  to  a  successful 
conclusion,  so  as  to  punish  the  guilty  and 
to  institute  prosecutions  in  all  cases  where 
any  evidence  can  be  found  to  justify  them.'* 

Then  I  went  on  to  say — 

**But  if  these  means  do  not  succeed  we  must 
look  for  others.  The  law  must  be  upheld  ; 
a  combination  against  it  cannot  be  allowed  to 
prevail." 

Just  before  the  General  Election,  on  the 
4th  of  November,  speaking  at  Bristol,  I 
said — 

**  The  Conservatives  had  undertaken  the 
government  of  Ireland  at  a  time  of  very  serious 
difficulty,  and  they  had  undertaken  it  in  the 
spirit  that  had  always  governed  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  in  the  matter,  and  they  had  resolved 
that  they  would  not  introduce  exceptional 
legislation  for  the  prevention  of  crime  unless  it 
was  perfectly  clear  to  their  minds  that  crime 
could  not  be  prevented  by  the  ordinary  law. 
They  were  exerting  now  all  the  powers  of  the 
ordinary  law  to  preserve  peace  and  order  in 
Ireland,  and  they  were  exerting  them  with 
very  considf  rable  success ;  but  he  cuuld  assure 
his  hearets  that,  if  it  should  bo  found  thnt  the 
powers  of  the  ordinary  law  did  not  suffice  to 
preserve  peace  and  order  in  Ireland,  the  Ministry 
would  not  let  months  elapse,  as  Mr.  Gladstone's 
Government  had  allowed  months  to  elapse 
during  their  tenure  of  office,  before  coming  to 
Parliament  to  ask  it  to  help  them  in  the 
matter.*' 

I  think  I  may  ask  the  House  whether,  at 
any  rate,  that  was  not  perfectly  plain 
s^)eaking  upon  the  determination  of  the 
Conservative  Party  to  put  down  boy- 
cotting and  crime,  even  by  exceptional 
legislation  ?  It  is  impossible  that  any  one 
considering  such  speeches  could  have 
supposed  the  Government  would  hesitate, 
as  when  the  moment  came  they  did  not 
hesitate  to  appeal  to  Parliament  to 
strengthen  the  law ;  and  if  at  the  General 
Election  of  1885  the  Irish  vote  was  to 
a  certain  extent  given  to  the  Conserva- 


tive Party,  that  vote  was  not  given  out 
of  any  feeling  of  affection  for  us.  It 
was  given,  as  is  notorious,  because  the 
Irish  Party  desired  to  equalise  the  two 
great  Parties  of  Great  Britain  so  as  to  be 
able  to  hold  the  balance  between'  them. 
I  think  I  have  shown  that  nothing  that 
occurred  in  1885  justifies  the  charges 
that  have  been  brought  against  our 
conduct  in  that  year  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  the  Front  Bench  opposite  ; 
and  I  would  add  that  nothing  that 
occurred  then  can,  to  my  mind,  be  urged 
as  a  reason  why  we  should  condone  now 
matters  which,  as  I  have  stated  already, 
have  been  for  the  first  time  completely 
disclosed  and  authoritatively  established 
by  the  Report  of  the  Commission.  I  will 
go  further  and  say  that  lean  hardly  under- 
stand why  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
should  object  to  record  the  Report  in  the 
Journals  of  the  House,  and  to  adopt  the 
conclusions  at  which  the  Commissioners 
have  arrived.  I  do  not  understand  it 
having  regard  to  the  numberless 
occasions  on  which  they  have  expressed 
opinions  absolutely  indentical  with  those 
expressed  by  the  Commissioners.  If 
it  be  true,  that  thanks  to  the  "  union  of 
hearts,"  all  these  things  are  thingi*  of  the 
past— that  crime  and  boycotting,  and  all 
those  evils  which  are  referred  to  by  the 
Commissioners  no  longer  exist,  or,  at  any 
rate,  are  now  absolutely  discountenanced 
by  tbos9  to  whom  they  are  attributed  in 
the  Commissioners'  Report — if  that  be 
true,  I  cannot  see  why  the  Motion  for 
recording  the  Report  in  our  Journals  and 
adopting  its  conclusions  should  not  bo 
accepted  unanimously  by  this  House. 
Some  persons  have  represented  the 
Report  as  a  verdict  amounting  to  a 
triumphant  acquittal.  In  my  opinion, 
this  cannot  be  fairly  stated  as  the  effect 
of  the  Report ;  but  if  there  be  r.ny 
persons  who  really  believe  that  to  be  its 
effect,  they  certainly  cannot  object  to 
the  Motion  to  record  it  on  the  Journals 
of  the  House.  On  our  side  we  l)elieve 
that  the  Report  contains  condemnation 
as  well  as  acquittal,  and  we  think  it 
right  and  just  to  record  both.  If  it 
contains  acquittal  upon  those  issues 
which,  as  affecting  chiefly  personal 
honour,  are  more  important  to  indi- 
viduals, it  con^ins  condemnation  upon 
those  issues  which .  are  more  important 
to  the  country  at  large.  Those  evils 
which  were  rife  in  the  days  to  which  the 
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Report  refers  are  evils,  whatever  may  be 
the  exculpation  or  apology  tendered  for 
them  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian.  They  may  now  be 
dormant  or  suppressed ;  but,  however 
that  may  be,  they  still  remain  evils, 
and  their  revival  under  any  form  of 
Government  would  be  fatal  to  liberty 
and  prosperity  to  Ireland. 

(8.38.)  Notice  taken,  that  40  Members 
were  not  present ;  House  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present, 

(8.40.)  Me.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tippe- 
rary,  S.)  :  As  one  of  those  alluded  to  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Bristol  in  the  opening  part  of 
his  speech,  as  one  of  those  referred  to  by 
the  Judges  in  their  Report  as  having  es- 
tablished and  joined  the  Land  League 
organisation  with  the  intention,  by  every 
means,  of  bringing  about  the  absolute 
independence  of  Ireland  as  a  separate 
nation,  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  on 
this  debate.  The  evidence  on  which  this 
serious  conclusion  is  based  is,  that  on 
August  2l8t,  1880,  I  delivered  a  short 
speech  reprehending  the  action  of  those 
who  passed  a  resolution  in  reference  to 
the  men  who  made  a  raid  for  firearms 
upon  the  ship  Juno^  lyii^g  i^  the  river 
Lee,  at  Cork.  In  that  speech  I  am  re- 
ported to  have  said — 

*' I  recognised  the  services  the  League  had 
done,  but  failed  to  receive,  either  in  that  ser« 
vice  or  in  the  period  of  their  existence,  any- 
thing to  give  them  aright  to  criticise  the  action 
of  other  people." 

Now,  this  is  tho  evidence  upon  which 
this  serious  charge  has  been  founded. 
For  myself,  I  do  not  submit  the  finding 
to  the  critical  examination  of  a  legal 
mind  ;  but  it  occurs  to  me,  as  a  matter 
of  common  sense,  that  never  was  a  more 
sjrious  charge  based  on  so  flimsy  a 
foundation,  and  this  particularly  so  be- 
cause of  the  fact  that,  when  I  was  ex- 
amined before  the  Commission,  I  stated 
that  my  motive  for  making  that  speech 
was  that  I  was  eiuleavouring  to  save  the 
new  Constitutional  movement  from  the 
hostile  hands  of  men  who  looked  upon 
it  with  jealous  and  unfriendly  eyes. 
But  I  am  not  concerned  to  defend  my- 
self against  the  cliarge.  The  Judges, 
if  they  like,  may  feel  themselves  justified 
in  ascribing  to  me  ulterior  and  treason- 
able motives,  but  I  deny  that  the 
Judges  had  any  commission  whatever  to 
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try  me  for  my  motives.  Was  any  overt 
act  proved  against  me  for  which  I  could 
be  arraigned  before  a  jury?  I  have 
examined  the  Report,  and  I  fail  to  find 
any  such  act  cited,  and  therefore  I  agsert 
that  I  have  been  judged  by  the  Commis- 
sion open  to  this  serious  charge  for 
motives,  and  for  motives  only.  Probably, 
the  Judges  did  take  into  account  my 
admission  that  I  was  a  Fenian.  I  have 
sworn  it  in  Court,  I  have  admitted  it  on 
platforms,  I  avow  it  here,  and  I  am  not 
ashamed  to  avow  it  here  to-day.  Sir,  I 
could  not  help  being  a  Fenian.  I  cannot 
fix  the  hour  of  the  day  when  I  began  to 
hate  England  ;  when  I  began  to  hate  the 
English  people,  the  English  Government, 
and  everything  that  bore  the  name  of 
England.  To  be  a  Fenian,  to  be  discon- 
tented, was  a  tradition  to  me  handed 
down  through  generations  of  forefathers. 
I  was  brought  up  in  the  very  atmosphere 
of  disaffection.  I  might  say  I  lisped 
what  you  call  treasonable  language  almost 
when  I  began  to  talk.  In  this  way  I 
grew  up  and  read  the  history  of  my 
country.  Then  I  found  the  Black 
Chapter  that  relates  the  English  con- 
quest of  Ireland,  the  confiscation  of 
Irish  land,  the  robbery  and  murder 
of  the  Irish  people.  I  read  this  chap- 
ter until  my  mind  was  so  affected 
that  the  enthusiasm  of  the  boy 
became  the  conviction  of  the  man, 
the  conviction  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
every  Irishman,  at  no  matter  what  cost, 
to  strike  at  the  hereditary  enemies  of  the 
Irish  race  and  the  Irish  nation.  The 
struggles  of  the  Irish  people,  their  battles 
for  freedom, were  my  studies,  and  the  lives 
and  deaths  of  Irish  patriots  were  ex- 
amples I  desired  to  follow.  I  continued 
in  this  state  of  mind  even  when  in 
maturer  years.  I  arrived  at  the  con- 
clusion that  the  policy  I  was  pursuing 
was  the  policy  of  despair.  It  was  to  me 
a  patriotic  duty  that  demanded  the  sacri- 
fice, and  I  was  willing  to  make  that 
sacrifice.  I  have  rur^  a  thousand  risks 
for  these  convictions.  For  many  years 
my  liberty  and  my  life  were  not  worth 
an  hour's  purchase,  yet  I  worked  on, 
toiled  on  without  hope,  and  with  no 
prospect  before  me  but  the  convict's 
jacket  or  the  hangman's  rope.  1  now 
look  back  at  that  period  of  my  life  with- 
out shame  and  without  remorse.  Judges 
may  condemn  me,  and  this  House  may 
ratify  their  Judgment,  and  place  upon  its 
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Journals  the  record  of  that  Judgment ; 
but  I  have  nothing  to  recall,  nothing  to 
regret.  I  have  everythirig  to  be  proud 
of,  evtjrything  to  glory  in.  A  change 
came  over  the  land.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cork,  my  friend  and  leader,  whose 
leadership  I  feel  a  pride  in  followii  g,  and 
to  follow  whom  I  esteem  to  be  worthy  of 
life  itself,  started  a  movement  and  I  joined 
the  movement  with  an  honest  desire  to 
further  its  objects.  I  had  no  ulterior 
motive,  as  attributed  to  me  by  the  Judges. 
It  is  true,  perhaps,  as  well  as  I  can 
recall  my  feelings,  that  I  reserved  to 
mysalf  the  right,  as  even  now  I  reserve 
to  myself  the  right,  should  Constitutional 
means  fail  to  re-establish  tlie  Constitu- 
tional liberties  of  the  Irish  people, 
to  be  free  to  adopt  whatever  course 
shall  seem  to  my  judgment  right  and 
proper.  But  if  that  unhappy  moment 
should  arrive  there  will  be  no  deception, 
no  two  ways  about  me.  If  I  commit  an 
overt  act  of  treason  1  shall  be  prepared 
to  stand  the  consequences  of  my  action. 
I  repeat  that  I  honestly  joined  the 
Land^  League  organisation  with  the 
honest  intention  to  further  its  pro- 
gramme. I  had  no  ulterior  motive 
beyond  giving  effect  to  the  objects  to  be 
found  in  the  constitution  of  the  League, 
and  I  am  on  those  same  lines  still.  I  am 
encouraged  to  remain  on  those  lines  by 
the  proposal  that  has  been  brought  for- 
ward by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  a  proposal  that 
makes  for  the  granting  to  the  Irish 
people  Home  Rule — the  right  to  govern 
themselves.  I  will  go  farther  and  say 
that  proposal,  generously  made,  and  I 
will  say  loyally  and  without  reservation 
accepted  by  the  Irish  people,  has  eradi- 
c-ited  from  my  mind  and  heart  the 
bitterness  I  once  felt  towards  this  nation 
and  this  people.  Therefore  I  say  I  have 
adopted  in  its  fulness  the  Constitutional 
mode  of  action,  and  I  have  now  no  desire 
to  depart  from  it.  Whether  I 
continue  to  pursue  that  course  of  action 
it  remains  for  the  English  Parliament 
and  the  English  people  to  decide.  But 
I  will  say  this  much,  in  conclusion,  that 
whether  I  strive  to  serve  Ireland  by 
Constitutional  means  or  by  an  appeal  to 
physical  force,  my  life  belongs  to  my 
country. 

*(8.50.)    Mb.  J.  FORREST  FULTON 
(West  Ham,  N.)  :  Whatever  view  may 
be  taken  of  the  sentiments  of  the  hon. 
VOL.  CCCXLI.    [thibd  sbeies.] 


Member  who  has  jost  sat  down, 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  at 
any  rate  we  must  feel  that  he  has 
acted  a  frank  and  manly  part.  He  has 
honestly  confessed  that  he  is  a  traitor 
at  heart.  He  hopes  by  Constitutional 
means  to  win  the  object  he  desires,  and 
so  long  as  he  entertains  that  hope  he  will 
follow  these  means,  but  if  he  finds  that 
Constitutional  means  do  not  bring  about 
the  desire  of  his  heart  then  he  reserves 
to  himself  complete  freedom  of  action. 
I  do  not  think  I  in  any  way  misrepre- 
sent the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member 
made  in  his  place  in  the  House.  It  is  a 
position  he  has  deliberately  taken  up, 
and  which  it  appears  to  me  he  will  have 
to  stand  by.  We  r.rj  about  to  consider 
the  details  of  this  Report.  It  is  a  very 
remarkable  document,  and  will  have  to 
be  examined  in  very  considerable  detail. 
We  are  asked  to  affirm  the  proposition 
that  it  shall  be  entered  upon  the  Journals 
of  this  House,  and  it  will  be  my  en- 
deavour to  give  the  reasons  that  induce 
me  to  think  it  is  right  and  proper  the 
Report  should  be  so  entered  on  the  Jour- 
nals of  the  House,  and  before  I  sit  down  I 
shall  express  an  opinion  that,  in  addition 
to  that,  it  would  be  well  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  consider  if  stronger  and  sterner 
measures  should  not  be  taken.  In  order 
to  appreciate  the  real  effect  of  the  Report 
of  the  Commission  there  are  two  pre- 
liminary facts  it  is  well  to  remember. 
In  1877,  say  the  Commissioners,  Mr. 
Parnell  became  the  virtual  leader  of  the 
Home  Rule  Party,  and  at  that  time,  the 
Report  goes  on  to  say,  there  existed  in 
Ireland  an  organisation  known  s^s  the 
Irish  Republican  Brotherhood.  This  in- 
teresting association  was  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  in  his  evidence 
when  he  said  he  always  understood  that 
it  was  the  practice  of  the  Brotherhood  to 
"assassinate  traitors."  There  existed  in 
addition  to  this  body  in  Ireland  a  kindred 
body  in  America  known  by  the  name  of 
the  Clan-na-Gael.  The  Commi-sioneis 
find  that  these  two  c« msplracies  were 
one  and  the  same.  At  pHge  6  of  the 
Report  I  find  that  in  December,  1877, 
when  Mr.  Davitt  was  released  from  Port- 
land Prison,  and  the  Commissioners  in- 
sert this  remarkable  paragraph,  to  which 
I  would  draw  very  serious  attention. 
Upon  Mr.  Davitt's  release  from  prison,  in 
1877,  upon  ticket-of-leave,  the  Report 
says: — 

3  Q      ^ 
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**  A  Committer  to  receive  him,  together  with 
Charles  McCarthy,  Thomas  Chambers,  and 
John  P.  O'Brien  (three  persons  recently 
released  from  imprisonment  under  sentences 
for  seditious  practices)  was  formed,  and  a 
public  address,  signed  by  Messrs.  Pamell, 
fiiggar,  Dillon,  D.  Curley,  Patrick  £gan, 
James  Carey,  Thomas  Brennan,  and  others 
was  prtsentbd  to  him.  This  address  contained 
the  following  words : — *  With  a  self-denying 
patriotism,  like  the  patriot  Marcus  Curtin,  you 
made  an  offering  of  life,  fortune,  and  liberty 
on  the  altar  of  your  country,  and  if  by  such 
sacrifices  as  yours  her  freedom  has  not  been 
achieved,  her  honour  has  been  saved.*  *' 

It  is  very  well  to  remind  the  House 
that  Michael  Davitt  was  released  upon 
ticket-of-leave,  having  been  convicted 
of  treason  -  felony.  Then  came  the 
"new  departure,"  the  ostensible  subor- 
dination of  the  Fenian  views  to  Mr. 
Parnell's  constitutional  plan.  A  telegram 
was  despatched  to  Ireland  proposing 
a  union  with  the  supporters  of  Mr. 
Parneirs  Party  and  a  letter  was  ad- 
dressed to  the  Freeman  newspaper  in 
which  he  referred  to  this  as  a  "  new 
departure."  One  of  the  gravest  charges, 
it  seems  to  me,  which  has  been  brought 
against  the  Member  for  Cork  is  that  he 
was  closely  identified  with  the  American 
B^enian  Irish  Party ;  that  his  Party 
have  subsisted  for  many  years  on  the 
funds  supplied  by  that  party.  It  is  all 
very  well  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Ah'mber  for  Mid  Lothian  to  pass 
lightly  over  nlany  pages  of  this  Report, 
as  if  they  had  no  concern  for  the 
Members  of  this  House,  but  it  seems  to 
me  that  they  should  have  referred  to  the 
findings  of  the  Commission  as  to  what  took 
place  when  Mr.  Parnell  visited  America. 
Mr.  Parnell  and  Mr.  Dillon  were  warmly 
received  by  all  sections  of  the  part  yin 
the  United  States,  and  among  them  by  the 
Clan-na-Gael.  And  then  the  Report  goes 
on  to  Say  that  Le  Caron  afterwards 
became  a  member  of  the  Clan-na-Gael 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  information  to 
the  British  Government.  It  is  desirable 
to  quote  this — 

"  Major  Lo  (^aron,  a  British  subject, wlio  had 
served  in  the  United  States  Army  during  the 
(  ivil  War.  afterwards  becjiine  ;i  nieiuber  of  tlie 
Clan-na-Gael  for  the  puri^ose  of  givinji^ 
evidence  to  the  British  G()ve:nmeut.  His 
evidence,  ecrruborat.ed  bv  the  dociinicnts  he 
produced,  estahlishts  that  the  Clan-na-Gael 
endiavoured  to  arrange  and  control  the 
meetings  held  in  various  places  for  the  reception 
nnd  hearing  of  Mr.  Parnell.  But  the  evidence 
dues  not  establish  that  this  was  done  with  the 
consent  or  knowledge  of  Mr.  Parnell,  who, 
Mr,  J,  Forrest  Fulton 


moreover,  stated  in  his  evidence  that  he  did 
not  know,  except  by  rumours  in  some 
instances,  the  antecedents  of  the  persons  who 
organised  the  meetings  which  he  addressed, 
and  supported  him  on  the  platform.'* 

But  it  must  be  read  in  connection  with 
other  paragraphs,  and  the  Report  goes 
on  to  say  that — 

**  Captain  0*M.  Condon  took  a  leading  part 
on  the  Committee  which  procured  for  Mr. 
Parnell  this  hearing  before  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. Mr.  Parnell  knew  this,  and  that 
Condon  was  a  member  of  the  Clan-na-Gael, 
and  one  of  the  released  prisoners  in  connection 
with  the  murder  of  .Serjeant  Brett." 

I  am  very  anxious  not  to  state  anything 
in  this  House  which  is  not  stated 
in  the  pages  of  this  Report.  Here 
we  have  a  direct  and  distinct  finding 
that  upon  the  visit  of  the  Member 
for  Cork  to  America,  wc  find  him 
acting  in  the  closest  connection  with 
the  members  of  the  Fenian  Party.  And 
now,  Sir,  I  come  to  matters  connected 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork,  to  which  it  will  be  my  duty  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House.  1  come  to  a 
matter  on  which  the  Comtnissioners, 
having  on  the  one  hand  the  oath  of  the 
Member  for  Cork,  and  having  on  the 
other  hand  evidence  pointing  in  a  differ- 
ent direction,  deliberately  accepted  the 
evidence  in  preference  to  the  oath  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork.  The  first  matter 
is  with  regard  to  the  speech  which  the 
hon.  Member  is  said  to  have  made  at 
Cincinnati  on  the  20th  of  February,  1880. 
I  need  not  refer  in  detail  to  that  speech, 
but  only  to  concluding  words  which  are 
set  out  in  the  Report  at  page  21.  Mr. 
Parnell  says  : — 

"  None  of  us,  whether  wc  are  in  America  or 
Ireland,  or  wherever  we  may  be,  will  be  satitttied 
until  we  have  destroyed  the  last  link  which 
keeps  Ireland  bound  to  England." 

The  importance  of  that  declaration  is  n  o 
so  much  in  connection  with  tlie  words 
themselves,  which  I  am  perfectly  rtady 
to  admit  are  old  and  have  been  quoted 
over  and  over  again,  but  the  import- 
ance is  this :  that  that  speech  was 
printL'd  for  years  in  newspaper  after 
newspaper, and  was^circulated  throughout 
the  length  and  breadth  of  the  land,  ivlso- 
lutely  uncontradicted  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork.  It  was  not  until  one  night 
on  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  of  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  for  the  better 
government  of  Ireland,  when  it  became 
of  the  utmost  importance  to    the    hon. 
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Member  for  Cork  to  show,  if  he  could,  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  as  many  were 
then  wavering  whether  they  should 
support  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  or 
not — that  he  had  not  said  these  words, 
that  he  for  the  first  time  stated  that  he 
never  uttered  the  words  which  he  was 
reported  to  have  used  at  Cincinnati. 
[^Ministerial  Cheers^  Wo  have  that 
denial  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
in  this  House  recorded  in  the  pages  of 
Hansard.  Now  let  us  see  what  the 
Commission  says.  I  observe  that  when 
he  was  giving  evidence  on  oath  he  does 
not  deny  using  the  words  in  the  same 
clear  and  pointed  way  in  which  he  denied 
them  in  this  House.  The  Commissioners 
say— 

*'  Mr.  Parnell  will  not  undertake  to  say  that 
he  did  not  use  the  expression  'that  he  would 
not  be  satisfied  until  the  last  link  between  Ire- 
land and  England  was  destroyed/  but  says  it 
was  improbable  he  did  so,  and  that  if  he  did 
it  mii»t  have  been  largely  qualified  by  other 
matter,  as  it  is  entirely  opposed  to  anything 
he  has  ever  thought  or  said." 

Now,  Sir,  in  this  House  he  utterly  denied 
using  the  words,  but  the  Report  goes 
on  to  say — 

'  **  We  find  that  Mr.  Parnell  did  use  the  words 
attributed  to  him,  and  they  certainly  are  not  in  > 
consistent  with  some  of  his  previous  utterances." 

But  his  first  charge,  and  the  evidence 
set  out  in  the  Report  in  connection  with 
it,  does  not  merely  confine  itself  to  a 
finding  upon  that  matter.  It  sets  out 
another  matter  in  which  they  positively 
and  distinctly  affirm  that  they  decline  to 
accept  the  word  of  the  Member  for 
Cork.  On  the  same  page  of  the  Report 
the  Commissioners  say — 

♦'  .Mr.  Parnell  left  the  United  States  on  the 
12th  of  March,  1880,  his  tour  having  been 
shortened  in  consequence  of  the  Dissolution  of 
Parliament.  Before  his  departure  he  sum- 
moned a  conference  of  prominent  Irishmen  at 
New  York  to  which  he  invited  Patrick  Ford, 
for  the  purpose  of  forming  an  auxiliary  organi- 
sation of  the  Ljtnd  League  in  America,  in 
harmony  with  the  organisation  in  Ireland,  and 
to  assist  its  objects." 

In  other  words,  the  Commissioners  find 
that  as  early  as  1880  the  Member  for 
Cork  was  in  close  connection  with  Patrick 
Ford,  and  being  compelled  to  leave 
America  he  is  careful  to  invite  Patrick 
Ford  to  the  Conference  for  the  purpose 
of  forming  an  auxiliary  organisation,  for 
the  purpose  set  forth  in  the  Report. 
Upon  this  part  of  the  case,  we  see  that 


in  a  speech  in  the  Rotunda,  Dublin,  in 
1880,  Mr.  Parnell  said— 

"  At  one  of  our  meetings  in  America  a 
gentleman  came  on  the  platform  and  handed 
roe  25  dollars,  and  said :  '  Here  is  5  dollars  for 
bread  and  20  dollars  for  lead.'  '* 

The  report  of  this  speech  in  the  Freeman 

newspaper   adds    that     loud    and    long 

cheers  followed  this.     It  is  not  for  the 

loud  and  long  cheers  that  I  trouble  the 

House  with  this  quotation,  but  for  Mr. 

ParnelPs  explanation.  The  Commissioners 

says — 

**Mr.  Parnell  stated  in  cross-examination 
that  his  narration  of  this  offer  of  '  20  dollars  for 
lead  '  was  stupid  and  more  than  stupid,  as  there 
was  no  object  in  it,  because  by  lead  he  under- 
stood the  person  who  gave  the  dollars  to  moan 
the  Land  League.  It  appears  t6  us,  however, 
that  there  was  an  object  in  it— namely  to  give 
his  hearers  evidence  that  he  had  the  support  of 
those  who  advocated  the  use  of  lead,  and  that 
his  hearers  were  not  intended  to  think  and 
would  not  be  likely  to  understand  that  by 
*  lead '  the  Irish  Land  League  was  signified." 

These   matters   are    a   little    important? 

because  the  House  is  asked  by  the  right 

hon.    Gentleman   the   Member    for  Mid 

Lothian  to  extend  our  sympathies  to  the 

hon.  Member  for  Cork. 

Mb.  sexton  (BelfaBt,  W.)  :  He  does 

not  require  your  sympathy. 

♦Mr.    FULTON :    I    did  not    say  the 

hon.   Member   required   sympathy,    but 

that     the    right    hon.    Gentleman    (Mr. 

Gladstone)  had  asked  us  to  extend  our 

sympathies  to  the  hon.  Member  in  conte- 

quence      of     these     allegations.       The 

Commissioners  go  on  to  make  this  very 

significant  observation — 

''After  this  meeting  at  the  Rotundo,  Mr. 
Parnell  docs  not  appear  to  have  encountered 
any  hostility  from  the  physical  force  party." 

I  am  not  at  all  surprised  after  that 
speech,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  did  not  meet  with  any 
hostility  from  the  physical  force  party, 
because  the  impression  left  upon  their 
minds  must  have  ibeen  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  in  entire  unison  with  their 
opinions  andregajpded  them  asbeing  in  the 
highest  degree  praiseworthy.  On  page 
23  of  the  Report  I  find  another  instance 
in  which  the  Commission  have  failed  to 
agree  with  the  views  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork — 

**  Mr.  Parnell,  indeed,  asserts  that  the 
organisation  of  the  Irish  Jiepiiblican  Brother- 
hood constantly  and  consistently  opposed  the 
Land  League  from  the  first,  but  the  account  of 
his  views  given  in  the  Nation  w^wspaper  of  tho 
2nd  October.  1880,  du«-s  not  .igroc  with  this;*' 

3  Q  2 
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and  they  aet  out  a  remarkable  interview 
the  hoD.  Member  for  Cork  had  with 
Bedpath.  The  Gommisaioners  go  on  to 
say  that 

"  &Ir.  PbtdgU  stated  in  cioaa  eiuminstloa  that 
the  opposition  of  the  Feaian  Party  becBmn 
Mronger  a[t«r  this,  but  ve  find  no  evidence  ot 
it.  Un  the  contrar> .  Mr.  M.  Harris  told  na 
that  had  it  not  been  [or  the  Fenian  organisii- 
tion  the  Land  League  never  could  have  assumed 
the  propoHiona  it  did,  and  he  added, '  I  know 
that  «hat  I  am  aaying  will  tell  a  good  deal 
HgaioH  vhut  bns  l>i:un  jjut  Eorth  in  the  witneBH- 
hox,  bbt  I  VHTU,  tci  Cell  the  truth.' " 

The  right  lion.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  passes  over  as  one  of  no 
importance  the  finding  of  fact  that 

"In  our  judgment  the  charge  againat  the 
reapondentB  collectively  of  having  conspired  to 
bring  about  tota  t  Eeparatioo  is  out  eatabtished. 
]!ut  we  find  that  aome  of  them,  together  wiih 
Mr.  Davitt,  established  and  joitied  in  the  Land 
I^eague  iirguDisation  with  the  intention,  by  its 
means,  to  bring  about  the  abaolnte  inde- 
pendence  of  Ireland  aa  a  separate  nation.  We 
think  (but  this  haa  been  established  against  the 
following  among  the  respondents  : — Mr.  Davitt, 
Mr.  M.  Harris,  Mr.  DiUon,  Mr.  W.  O'Brien, 
Mr.  W.  Redmond,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  Mr. 
Joseph  Condon,  and  Mr.  J.  J.O'Kelly." 
It  is  well  we  ehonld  not  forget  what 
that  finding  amounts  to.  It  is  not  merely 
a  finding,  as  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  wonld  have  us  believe,  that 
these  persona  named  in  the  Report  were 
fighting  for  the  repeal  of  the  Union.  It 
is  not  the  question  of  the  repsal  of  the 
Union  which  is  connected  with  the  find- 
ing. It  is  the  qnestion  of  the  total 
separation  of  England  and  Ireland,  and 
the  establishraent  of  Ireland  as  a  separate 
nation.  That  is  the  matter  upon  which 
the  Commissioners  report.  'There  is  a 
farther  point  on  this  finding  which 
affects  each  and  every  one  of  the  persons 
named  who  are  Members  of  Parliament, 
I  mean  in  connection  with  the  oath  of 
allegiance  which  they  have  taken  at 
the  l^bie.  A  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons  when  he  takes  the  oath  of 
(illegiancrf  is  not  entitled  to  joii 
criminal  conspiracy,  having  for  its  object, 
not  the  repeal  of  the  linton,  : 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  ha 
believe,  bnt  the  total  separation  ol 
England  and  Ireland. 

Mr.  sexton  :  None  of  these  Mem- 
hers  had  taken  the  oath  of  allegiance  fit 
thfi  time  ^'heii  thesa  things  occurred. 

•Mr.  FULTON  :    I   am  glad  to    heat 
that  none  of  these  persons  had  taken  the 
oath  of  allegiance  at  that  time.     I  wn&  1  bojcotling  m 
Mr,  Fulton 


under  the  impression  they  were  all 
Memhors  of  the  House  of  CommoBS. 
Will  the  hon.  Member  deny  that  the 
Member  for  East  Mayo  was  a  Member  of 
the  House  at  that  time  ! 

Mb.  sexton  :  No  ;  the  League"  was 
formed  in  1879,  and  the  hon.  Member 
became  a  Member  of  the  House  in 
1880. 
•Mb.  FULTON:  At  any  rate,  the 
Member  for  East  Mayo  was  a  Member 
880,  and  the  Commissioners  do  not 
find  that  this  conspiracy  ceased  in  1879. 
the  contrary,  n,  proper  reading  of 
Report  will  show  it  aa  a  continuing 
conspiracy,  continuing  throngh  1879, 
1880,  1881,  and  1882,  and  probably  until 
1885  ;  and  if  that  be  so,  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  will,  at  any  rate,  admit  I  am 
entitled  to  argue  that  the  Member  for 
East  Mayo,  and  all  the  other  Members, 
if  they  were  engaged  in  1880  in  the 
conspii'ocy,  which  the  hon.  Member  seems 
to  admit,  they  were  eng^ed  in  it  in 
1879. 

Mr.  SFXTON:  Tlie  Commissionere 
find  nothing  whatever  of  an  intention, 
they  find  no  act,  and  whilst  they  fix  th« 
period  when  the  combination  began,  they 
do  not  say  thit  it  continued  for  any  length 
of  time. 

•Mr.  FULTON :  My  contention  is  a 
fair  reading  of  the  finding  of  the  Com- 
missioners in  regard  to  the  first  charge 
is  that  this  was  a  continuing  conspiracy. 
I  pass  to  the  second  charge — a  very 
remarkable  and  important  charge  brought 
against  them — 

"  The  second  charge,"  say  the  Commia" 
aionera,  "  wo  have  to  itiveatigate  is  that  one  o^ 
the  immediate  objecls  of  the  conspiiacy  was, 
by  a  system  of  coercion  and  intimidation,  to 
promote  an  ngrarian  agitation  Hgainst  the  pay- 
mpnt  of  ntcricullurHl  rents,  for  the  purpose  of 
irrpoverixhini;  and  expelling-  from  the  countrv 
the  Irish  Inndloida,  who  wtre  styled  the  English 
gurrison." 

The  Commiseionera  give  a  very  interest- 
ing account  of  boycotting.  The  right 
hon.  GentU  man  for  a  very  long  time 
pnsit  has  spoken  of  boycott  log  in  a 
manner  which  would  lead  us  ti>  suppose 
he  always  regarded  it  as  a  praiseworthy 
occupation.  This  is  what  the  Commis- 
sioners say  about  boycotting  ; — 

■•  It  "ill  lip  Hfpn  from  Ih'-se  inatancea  of  hoy- 
fotlin^.  nhich  mijjht  be  largely  Hdded  t<    ■"  - ' 


J  of   i 


1  of  a 
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of  opinion  that  the  combination  of  which 
"'-        -    "      ■   -. -  '-  illegal,  both 
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jidopted." 


Elsewhere  the  Commissioners  describe 
boycotting  as  "an  elaborate  and  all- 
pervading  tyranny."  But  what  the 
Commissioners  say  with  regard  to  boy- 
cotting is  certainly  not-  stronger  — 
perhaps  not  so  strong  —  as  the 
condemnation  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
made  of  that  abominable  practice  in 
1882.  I  am  not  going  to  detain  the 
House  with  the  numerous  instances 
which  the  Report  contains  of  the 
abominable  system  which  was  at  that 
time  carried  out  in  Ireland.  I  desire, 
however,  ta  refer  to  one  casj,  which  is  a 
cjmp.iratively  light  case,  but  it  is  impor- 
tant because  there  is  a  finding  of  the 
Commission  upon  it  with  regard  to  the 
Member  for  West  Kerry  (Mr.  E.  Harring- 
ton.)   The  Commissioners  say  : — 

*•  Herbert's  father,  an   old   man   of  over  70 
years  of  age,  was   stoned   and    wounded ;   his 
child,  ten  years  of  age,  was  pursued  and  terri- 
fied ;  and  on  the  24th  June,  1886.  Herbert  him- 
self was  attacked  on  his  way  home  from   the 
County  Court   Sessions  at  Tralee  by  three  or 
four   men,  who  fired  at  him,  riddling  his  coat 
with  bullets,  one  of  which  struck  him  on  the 
right  arm,  causing  him  to  be  confined  in  the 
infirmary  for  about  six   weeks.     Mr.  Edward 
Harrington,  M.P.,  when  these  extracts  from 
his  paper  were  put  to   him,   upon   cross-ex- 
amination, suggested  for  the  first  time  that  he 
did  not  believe  Herbert  had  been  wilfully  shot, 
but  that  the    wound   had  been    accidentally 
inflicted  by  Herbert  himself.    This  suggestion, 
however,  in  our  judgment,  is  entirely  unfounded, 
and,    moreover,   Mr.    Harrington  had,  in   the 
Kern/  Ssntinel,  of  tlie  26th  June,  1886,  pub- 
lished an  article  narrating  the  outrage  with 
great  particularity,  and  stating  that  a  most 
determined   and   desperate  attempt  had  been 
made  on  the  life  of  Edward  Herbert,  and,  never 
suggesting   that  the  injury  Herbert  received 
was  self-inflicted,  the  article  added  that  no 
arrests  were  made.*' 

Then  comes  the  finding  of  the  Commis- 
sion on  the  second  charge. 

•'1h  our  judgment  the  leaders  of  the  Land 
League  who  combined  together  to  carry  out  the 
system  of  boycotting  were  guilty  of  *a  criminal 
conspiracy,  one  of  the  objects  of  which  was,  as 
stated  in  the  second  charge,  by  a  system  of 
coercion  and  intimidation  to  promote  an  agra- 
rian agitation  against  the  payment  of  agricul- 
tural rents  for  ihe  purpose  of  impoverishing 
and  expelling  from  the  country  the  Irish  land- 
lords, who  were  styled  the  English  garrison. 
We  consider  that  tbis  charge  has  been 
established  against  the  following  respondents— 
C.  S.  Parnell,  Jeremiah  D.  Sheehan," 

:ind  forty  others.     I  come  to  the  fourth 
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Cork    and    his     followers.       This    was 
pass  3d  over  by  the  right  hon.   Member 


for  Mid  Lothian  as  almost   beneath  his 
notice — 

**  We  now  proceed   to  consider  the  fourth 
change,  thit  the  respondents  disseminated  the 
Irish    tTorU  and  other  newspapers  tending  to 
incite  to  sedition  an  I  the  commission  of  other 
crimes.     .     .     .     During  1880,  1881.  1882,  the 
lieague    disseminated    throughout  Ireland    a 
paper  called  the  Irish  IVorld.     It  was  edited  by 
Patrick     Ford,    who,     in     conjunction     with 
O'Donovan  Rossa,  had  originated  the  Skirmish- 
ing Fund.     During  these  years  Patrick  Ford 
wa-*  requested  by  Messrs.  Davitt,  Egan,  Quinn 
(Secretary  t>f  the  Land  f/eague),  and  Brennan 
to  send  this  paper  to    Ireland,    and  it    was 
proved  that  it  was  disseminated  by  the  League, 
marked  for  *  free  distribution.*      Down  to  the 
tniddle   or  autumn    of   1882   this    paper    was 
admittedly  favourable  to  the   Le.icrne,  and  wo 
have  been  told  by  Mr.  Oavitt  that  three- fourth •« 
of     the     news    c:)tning    fro.n    America     wero 
subscribed  through  th«  instrumentality  of  the 
hundreds  of  branchesof  the  Auxiliary  American 
League,  by  reison  of  the  appeals  made  by  Ford 
in  thw  Irish  JForlfi.       IMr.  Parnell  stated  to  us, 
that  np  to  1882  the  frinh    U'or'd  hid  most  ac- 
tively sup|>')rtud   the   Land  League,  and  that, 
till  then,  it  never  wavered,  and  that  it  then 
ceased  to  co-operate  with  the  Land   League  ; 
but  that  since  the  introduction  of  Mr.  Glad- 
stone's  Bill    (of    1886),   Patrick   Ford    again 
changed  his  policy.     ...     On  the    dth    of 
May,  1 880,  Davitt  telegraphed  to  Patrick  Ford 
as  follows  : — *  Copies  of  the  Irish   World  shiil 
be  sent  to  all  parts  of  Ireland.     Bishop  Moran 
of  Ossory  (a  nephew  of   Cardinal   Cullen)  de- 
nounced it  and  the  Land  League.  May  Heaven 
open  his  eyes  to  the  truth !  Spread  the  light.'  " 

The  Report  sets  ont  an  atrocious  ar- 
ticle published  in  the  Irish  Worlds  o^ 
the  28th  August,  1880,  advocating  the 
destruction  of  London,  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  other  public  buildings, 
by  dynamite. 

*'  On  the  30th  Oct.,  1880."  the  Report  goes  on 
to  say,  '*  Mr.  Davitt,  speaking  at  Leadville,  in 
America,  characterised  the  Irish  World  as  one 
of  the  noblest  friends  of  the  Irish  people." 

Michael  Davitt,  who  is  in  the  most  in- 
timata  connection  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  city  of  Cork,  who  was  received 
when  he  came  out  of  Portland  with  an 
address,  signed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  city  of  Cork,  and  I  think  we  may 
reasonably  infer  that  the  hon.  Membe.* 
for  the  city  of  Cork  did  not  disunprov  *. 
of  the  language  Michael  Davitt  so  us.^d 
in  speaking  of  the  Irish  World  as  one  of 
the  noblest  friends  of  the  Irish  •  pjoplf. 
Quinn,  the  secretary  of  the  League,  wl.o 
was  in  Ireland,   telegraphed  on  the    5th 
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*•  Numerous  applications  nre  daily  received  at 
the  Land  League  Office  for  copies  of  the  Irish 
World.  I  appeal  to  our  friends  in  America  to 
furnish  us  with  as  many  copies  as  they  can,  so 
that  we  may  be  able  to  meet  the  constant  de- 
mand for  it.  Its  circulation  just  now  can  be  of 
immense  service  to  the  cause. 

The  Report  goes  on  to  say — 

"  It  would  seem  that  from  October.  1881,  till 
Pecember,  18S3,  Patrick  Ford  suspended  his 
advocacy  of  the  Skirmishing  Fund  policy, 
but  in  December,  1883,  he  opened  an  Emer- 
prency  Fund,  the  object  of  which  he  thus 
described  in  his  paper  :  *  The  object  of  this 
fund  will  be  to  aid  the  active  forces  on  the 
other  side  in  carrying  on  the  war  against  the 
enemy.  It  is  unnecessary  to  enter  into 
detailR.  I  can  only  say  in  a  general  way  what 
I  believe  in  myself.  I  .beliave  in  making 
reprisals.  An  eye  for  an  eye  and  a  tooth  for  a 
tooth.  I  believe  that  every  informer  ought  to 
die  the  death  of  a  dog.  I  believe  that  all  the 
matorinl  damage  possible  ought  to  bo  inflicted 
on  the  enemy,  and  that  the  war  against  the 
foeman  ought  to  be  persisted  in  without 
quarter  to  the  end.  I  believe  that  England 
ought  to  be  plagued  with  all  the  plagues  of 
Effypt — ought  to  bo  scourged  by  day,  and 
terrorised  by  night.  I  believe  that  this  species 
of  warfare  ought  to  be  kept  up  until  England, 
hurt  as  well  as  scared,  falls  paralysed  upon  her 
knees,  and  begs  Ireland  to  depart  from  her. 
This  is  my  idea  of  making  war  on  England.'  " 

I  find  it  also  said  by  the  Commissioners — 

*'  Mr.  Davitttold  us  that  whenever  he  went  to 
America  after  1878,  Patrick  Ford's  was  th© 
first  house  to  which  he  bent  his.  footsteps 
upon  arriving  in  New  York,  and  that  Ford  was 
a  man  altogether  misrepresented  in  England, 
and  that  he  (Davitt),  knew  a  large  number  of 
people  in  America  and  in  Europe,  and  that  he 
had  yet  to  meet  a  better  man  morally,  both  as  a 
Clfristian  and  as  a  philanthropist,  than  Patrick 
Ford." 

'Ihat  is  the  description  of  Mr.  Davitt, 
the  man  who  is  responsible  for  the 
matter  circnlated  throughout  the  length 
and  breadth  of  Ireland  in  the  Irish 
World,  and  that  is  the  gentleman  whom 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstime)  thinks 
worthy  of  the  sympathy  of  the  House. 
Then  there  is  another  matter  to  which  I 
wish  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House. 
In  the  Irish  World  of  18th  December, 
1880,  the  following  appeared  : — 

"Outrages,  outrages !  They  haven't  begun  yet. 
Out  ye  vipers  of  darkness  I  Outye  hungry  wolveb! 
Ye  bloodhounds  1  Out  from  God's  holy  isle  ere 
ye  arc  overtaken  by  that  pucishment  which 
cuu'^ht  the  wicked  land- wolves  of  France  from 
177U  to  1793." 

If  any  Member  of  the  House  will  turn 
to  pages  81  to  85  of  the  Report  he  will 
tind  that    miserjible    prophesy  has   been 
Mr.  Fulton 


fulfilled.  Outrages  were  bad  enough  in 
1880,  but  they  were  worse  in  1881  and 
1882,  and  I  think  we  may  fairly  pi'e- 
sume  from  the  findings  of  the  Commis- 
sioners that  those  outrages  were  certainly 
not  diminished  by  the  teachings  of  these 
newspapers.  There  is  yet  another  news- 
paper mentioned  :  United  Ireland.  Hon. 
Members  of  this  House  are  so  familiar 
with  its  contents  that  I  need  not  trouble 
them  with  extracts  from  that  paper; 
but  as  there  is  an  attempt  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  to  ignore 
the  facts  and  appeal  to  history,  I  should 
remind  the  House]  that  the  editor  of  that 
remarkable  journal  was  the  Member  for 
East  Cork,  Mr.  Wm.  O'Brien.  The 
Commissioners  state  that — 

**  A  large  number  of  extracts  from  United 
/r«/awrf  were  read  in  evidence  before  us.  We 
do  not  think  it  necessary  to  set  out  many  of 
these  extracts.  The  obvious  intention  of  many 
of  them  was  to  appeal  to  men  of  extreme 
views." 

Then  the  Commissioners  give  an  extract 
as  an  example  : — 

"  On  the  S6th  May,  1883.— Mrs.  Curley 
Fund. — Sir, — As  the  strangling  Commission  is 
over,  and  honest  Dan  Curley  is  killed  off  by 
the  British  Government,  I  enclose  lOs.  for  his 
helpless  family.     I  only  wish  it  were  pounds." 

Daniel  Curley  was  one  of  the  persons 
convicted  of  the  Phoenix  Park  murders. 
In  a  leading  article  of  the  22nd  Decem- 
ber, 1883,  O'Donnell,  the  murderer  of 
Carey,  is  described  as 

**  Having  slain  a  monster  for  whose  destruc- 
tion he  would,  in  most  civilised  communities, 
have  been  esteemed  a  public  benefactor.' 


>f 


On  the  30th  of  June,  1883,  we  find  Mr. 
Finnerty  described  in  United  Ireland  as 
an  "  Irishman  brave  and  daring  almost 
to  a  fault."  In  the  Nation  of  31st  of 
March,  1883,  it  was  reported  that  Mr, 
Finnerty  had  said,  in  regard  to  the 
blowing  up  of  the  Government  buildings 
in  London,  that  "  he  was  very  sorry  that 
it  was  not  more  successful."  Then 
I  come  to  the  paper  which  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
dismisses  with  the  most  contemp- 
tuous notice.  He  apparently  obtains  his 
facts  from  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Fife 
(Mr.  Asquith),  who  said  it  was  a  wretched 
organ,  only  about  4,000  copies  weekly 
were  sold,  and  it  was  a  matter  so  insig- 
nificant that  it  was  quite  unnecessary  to 
take  notice  of  it.  If  the  House  of  Com- 
mons will  read  what  the  Commissioners 
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point  out  about  the  Irishman,  thoy  will 
find  it  is  not  quite  so  insignificant  as  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
would  have  us  believe.     They  say  :- — 

**The  Irnhman  newspaper,  which  was  pur- 
ehaeed  by  Mr.  Parnell  and  others,  as  above 
mentioned,  first  appeared  under  the  editorship 
of  Mr.  William  O'Brien,  M.P.,  on  the  6th  of 
August,  1881,  and  was  continued  down  to 
August,  1885,  notwithstanding,  aH  we  learn 
from  Mr.  Purnell,  that  its  publication  involved 
a  loss.  Mr.  Parnell  stated  in  evidence  that  he 
purchased  the  Irishman  because  it  was  a  dis- 
reputable paper  which  he  wished  to  get  rid  of, 
but  the  editorial  notice  of  the  6th  of  August, 
1881,  upon  the  change  of  proprietorship,  tcon- 
tained  these  words  :  *  The  Irishman  has  changed 
hands  but  not  minds.  The  history  of  its  past 
is  the  programme  of  its  future.  Thrice  in  its 
career  a  transfer  of  management  has  taken 
place,  but  not  onco  has  it  swerved  from  the 
great  principles  for  the  advocacy  of  which  it 
was  first  established.  As  there  has  been,  so 
there  shall  not  be,  any  change  in  its  spirit.'  " 

Now  that  is  one  of  the  organs — 
Mr.  GOSOHEN  :  Edited  by  Pigott. 
*Mb.  FULTON:  Yes,  as  I  am  re- 
minded, that  was  one  of  the  organs  edited 
by  the  patriot  Pigott  [Ilome  Rule  laughter 
and  ironical  cheers],  Hon.  Members 
opposite,  I  think,  still  regard  him,  as  they 
regarded  him  then,  as  a  patriot.  The 
Ii*ishman  newspaper  had  been  the  organ 
of  the  Physical  Force  or  Fenian  Party, 
and  the  Commissioners  say — 

**  "We  draw  the  inference  from  Mr.  Pamell's 
purchase  of  that  paper,  coupled  with  the  man- 
ner in  which  it  was  conducted  until  its  extinc- 
tion in  1885,  that  Mr.  Pameirs  object  was  to 
address  his  Fenian  supporters  through  that 
medium,  while  United  Ireland  was  more 
particularly  the  organ  of  the  Land  League 
organisation." 

This  is  the  third  instance  in  which  the 
Commissioners,  having  on  the  one  hand 
the  oafli  of  Mr.  Parnell,  and  on  the 
other  hand  evidence  pointing  in  a  con- 
trary direction,  have  deliberately  accepted 
the  evidence  as  the  more  worthy  of 
belief.  On  this  point  wo  have  this 
finding  in  the  Report — 

'*No  denunciation  by  Mr.  Parnell  of  the 
action  of  the  Physical  Force  Party,  either  in 
Ireland  or  America,  has  been  given  in  evidence, 
and  Mr.  Parnell  stated  before  us  that  he  could 
not  say  that  he  had,  by  speech  or  action,  found 
fault  with  the  Fenian  organisation.  We  think 
that  the  articles  from  the  Irishman  above  cited 
were  deservedly  characterised  by  Archbishop 
Walsh  as  most  abominable.  Upon  this  part  of 
the  case  we  find  that  the  respondents  did 
disseminate  newspapers  tending  to  incite  to 
sedition  and  the  commission  of  crime.'* 

The  right  hon.  Gontleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian   (Mr.  Gladstone)   may 


think  that  a  trifling  accusation  to  bring 
against   Members   of   this    House.     He 
may  think  that  the  real  interpretation 
of  the  facts  does  not  altogether  support 
that  finding ;  but  if  it  be  admitted  that 
the  evidence  given  before  the  Commission 
was  true,  and  that  the  charge  was  made 
against  hon.   Members,  then  I  think  it 
must  be  also  admitted  that  the  conclusion 
to  which  the  Commissioners  have  arrived 
does    not   reflect   any   particular   credit 
upon  the  persons   against   whom   these 
charges  are  made,  and  the  findings  are 
made  against  all  the  respondents.     The 
right  hon.   Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
said — "  I  dismiss  this  from  my  considera- 
tion, because  it  is  not  direct  but  construc- 
tive."    I  say  it  is  direct.     I  say  it  is  not 
constructive.      The    worst    of  all  these 
newspapers  was  the  Irish  World,  because 
it  advocated  murder  in  its  most  atrocioug 
form, and  it  weis  circulated  by  **  free  distri- 
bution "  at  the  request  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Land  League,  the  President  of  which 
was  the  Member  for  Cork.     Now,  Sir,  I 
come  to  another  point  which  I  think  is 
of  very  great  importance.     That  is  the 
effect  of  speeches  and  agitation  upon  the 
amount  of  crime.      I  desire  to   remind 
the  House  of  what  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
Gladstone)    said   in    a    very    important 
speech  which  he  delivered,  I  think,  in  the 
County  of  Lancashire,  in  1879.     At  that 
time  the  Conservative  Party  were  hold- 
ing OflBce,  and  were  occupying  the  same 
Benches    as    they    are  occupying  now. 
The  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  was  hold- 
ing them  up  to  ridicule  and  denouncing 
their  policy,  and  generally  conducting  a 
crusade   against    them.     At    that    time 
there  was  in  existence  an  Act  known  as 
the  Peace  Preservation  Act,  which  was 
about  to    expire,  and  the  question  was 
whether  it  should  be  renewed  or  not,  and 
an  agitation  was    being  got   up  in  the 
country  against  its  renewal.  In  1879,  in 
Lancashire,  the  right    hon.    Gentleman 
said — 

''That  in  the  whole  of    his  political   ex* 

perience,  then  approaching  to  50  years,  never 

was    Ireland    so  peaceful  as  it  wss    at  that 
time."  , 

It  was  quite  true  that  was  so,  for  in  1877 
there  were  only  236  reported  outrages ; 
in  1878  only  301 ;  and  in  1879  only  863. 
But  it  was  a  very  remarkable  coincidence, 
to  say  the  least,  that  the  moment  the  right. . 
hon.   Grentleman   the   Member,  fo^:  Mid~ 
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Lothian  became  the  Prime  Minister  of  this 
country  and  responsible  for  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland  (whether  it  was  due  to  the 
fact  of  his  bacoming  Prime  Minister  or 
for  some  other  reason)' the  fact  remains, 
that  the  previously  peaceful  Ireland 
became  a  sea  of  crime.  That  was 
a  fact  that  could  not  be  denied. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Hackney 
(Sir  C.  Russell),  in  his  eloquent  and 
exhaustive  speech  before  the  Commis- 
sion, was  most  desirous  of  convincing  the 
Commissioners  that  that  stupendous 
outbreak  of  crime,  which  began  in  1880 
and  continued  until  the  passing  of  the 
Crimes  Act  in  1882,  was  duo  to  other 
causes  than  to  which  it  was  contended 
it  was  due,  and  amongst  other  causes  he 
was  anxious  to  show  that  it  was  due  to 
evictions.  It  is  interesting  to  see  that 
the  Commissioners  say — 

"Ihat'the  landlords  in  such  circumstances 
should  oppose  the  League  and  resort  to  the 
only  weapon  they  had  for  their  protection, 
namely,  eviction,  is  not  to  he  wondered  at, 
and,  in  our  judgment,  the  increased  evictions 
which  hegan  in  1879  and  continued  during 
suhsequent  years  was  the  result  of  the  agitation 
against  the  landlords.  It  was  sought  to  liken 
the  crime  of  1880-1-2  to  that  wMch  existed 
in  the  years  following  the  great  famine  of 
1846 — 48,  but  when  the  figures  as  to  these  years 
are  examined  the  analogy  fails." 

Having  set  out  the  figures  for  those 
years  this  is  the  conclusion  to  which  the 
Commissioners  come — 
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"So  that  with  3,415  families  evicted  in  1881 
there  was  more  agrarian  crime  (4,439)  than  in 
all  the  four  years  together  (1849 — 52),  with 
58.423  families  evicted." 

In  that  way,  and  by  reference  to  figures 
and  facts,  the  Commissioners  find,  in  spite 
of  the  eloquence  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Hackney,  that — 

"  We  are  not  ahle  to  accept  that  as  the  ex- 
planation of  the  crime  of  1880  to  1882.'* 

Then  I  wish  to  refer  to  another  sugges- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Hackney — that  crime  was  caused  by 
secret  societies  acting  in  antagonism 
with  the  Land  Leasrue.  On  this  the 
Commissioners  say — 

'*  As  to  the  suggestion  that  the  crime  was 
cHused'by  secret  societies  acting  in  antagonism 
to  the  Land  League,  Mr.  Parnell,  in  the  House 
of  Commons  on  the  7th  of  January,  1881, 
stated  that  secret  societies  had  then  ceased  to 
exist  in  Ireland.  Mr.  Parnell  was  then 
alluding  to  secret  societies  other  than  that  of 
the  Fenian  conspiracy,  and  in  our  judgment 
Mr.  Parnell  was  accurate  wh^n  he  mi^de  that 
Mr.  Fulton 


statement.  Mr.  M.  Harris  has  also  stated  in 
evidence  that  no  secret  societies  except  that  of 
the  Fenians  then  existed.  We  find  no  trace  in 
the  evidence  of  the  l^eague,  or  any  of  its  chiefs 
or  officers,  suggesting  that  the  crime  which  ex- 
isted was  the  act  .of  any  such  societies.  It 
appears  to  us  that  this  suu^go-^tion  was  first 
made  during  this  inquiry.  Mr.  Louden,  when 
in  the  box,  stated  that  the  crime  in  his  part  of 
the  country  was  perpetrated  by  a  society  called 
the  Herds  League ;  but  upon  cross-examination 
it  appeared  that  he  had  no  facts  on  whioh  to 
base  his  suggestion.  As  to  the  third  sugges- 
tion, namely,  that  the  throwing  out  of  the  Com- 
pensation for  Disturbance  Bill  in  August,  1880, 
was  the  origin  of  the  increase  of  crime,  we  are 
of  opinion  that  it  was  not  the  effective  cause  of 
that  increase,  but  that  it  arose  from  the  agita- 
tion of  which  the  rejection  of  the  Disturbance 
Bill  was  made  the  occasion." 

• 

So  that  it  follows  from  the  findings  of  this 
Report  that  the  Commissioners  rejected 
each  and  every  one  of  the  suggestions 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney 
as  accoanting  for  the  agrarian  outrages 
during  those  years.  Now,  with  regard 
to  the  fourth  charge,  namely,  that  the 
respondents,  by  their  speeches,  and  by 
payments  for  that  purpose,  incited  per- 
sons to  the  commission  of  crime,  including 
murder,  the  Commissioners  find — 

**  That  the  respondents  did  not  directly  incite 
persons  to  the  commission  of  crime  other  than 
intimidation,  but  that  they  did  incite  to  in- 
timidation, and  that  the  consequence  of  that 
incitement  was  that  crime  and  outrage  were 
committed  by  the  persons  incited." 

Then  comes  this  very  remarkable  finding, 
upon  which  I  wish  to  address  a  few 
remarks  to  the  House — 

**  We  find  that  it  was  not  proved  that  the 
respondents  made  payments  for  the  purpose  of 
inciting  persons  to  commit  crime." 

In  a  few  moments  I  will  endeavour  to 
show  the  House  that  the  reason  why  it 
was  not  proved  that  the  respondents 
made  payments  for  the  purpose  of 
inciting  to  crime  was  that  they  declined 
to  produce  the  books  which  might  have 
demonstrated,  I  agree,  their  innocence, 
but  which  might,  and  probably  would  have 
demonstrated  their  guilt.  With  regard 
to  the  question  of  the  Land  League  books, 
let  me  refer  to  page  56  of  the  Report. 
It  is  stated  by  the  Commissioners  that 
the  Land  League  was  suppressed  on 
October  18,  1881,  and  that  most  of  the 
books  were  removed  to  London  by 
Messrs.  Campbell,  M.P.,  and  P.  J.  Sheri- 
dan, a  gentleman  who  had  been  con- 
cerned in  getting  up  outrages  in  the 
West  of  Ireland 
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*SiB  C.  RUSSELL  (H-ickney):  Where 
is  the  paragraph  saying  that  P.  J.  Sheridan 
was  engaged  in  getting  up  outrages  in 
the  West  ? 

*Mr.  FULTON":  I  may  be  wrong  as  to 
that.  If  I  am,  I  withdraw  that  state - 
mont ;  but  there  is  no  doubt  as  to  who  he 
was. 

*SiR  0.  RUSSELL  :  Where  is  it  stated  ? 
Where  does  the  hon.  Gentleman  find  it 
sta,ted  that  P.  J.  Sheridan  was  engaged 
in  the  commission  of  outrages? 

*Mr.  FULTON :    I   do  not  know  that 

there  is  such  a  statement  in  the  Report;  but 

i'l  the  voluminous  pages  of  the  evidence 

I  believe  it  will  be  found  to  be  so  stated. 

T  shall  be  glad  if  anyone  will  get  up  and 

(1 3ny  that  the  P.  J.  Sheridan  referred  to 

in  page  56  of    the    Report   is    not   the 

])erson  constantly  referred  to  in  Debates 

i'l    this   House    in  connection   with  the 

Kilmainham  Treaty.      Now  with  regard 

t  >  the  funds  of  the   League,  I  see  the 

Commissioners  say — 

"Of  the  item  of  £  1 48,000  mentioned  on  the  ex- 
])enditure  side,  about  £40,000  baa  been  accounted 
lor  in  the  evidence  before  us ;  of  the  remaining 
£108.000,  over  £70,000  went  to  the  Ladies  Land 
League.  No  account  has  been  given  in  evi 
dence  of  the  expenditure  of  the  money  handed 
over  to  the  Ladies  Land  League,  or  of  the 
lesidue  of  the  £108,000.  Thus  we  have  over 
£100,000  of  Land  League  funds  received,  but 
no  details  of  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
expended." 
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During  the  progress  of  the  inquiry,  Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy  stated  that  he  had 
obtained  a  list  of  the  books  relating  to 
this  Lea^e  which  he  was  willing  to 
produce,  the  Commissioners  adding — 

**  During  the  progress  of  the  case,  the  pro- 
duction of  these  cash-books  and  ledgers  for  the 
years  1881  to  1883  proved  to  be  of  importance. 
When  called  for  Mr.  Justin  MacCarthy  was 
unable  to  explain  the  reason  for  their  non- 
production.  Mr.  G.  Lewis,  the  solicitor  for  the 
respondents,  stated  that  a  mistake  had  been 
made  in  the  affidavit.  Mr.  Brady  was  in  Court, 
but  was  not  called  ;  and  how  and  in  what  way 
the  suggested  mistake  arose,  if  any  did  arise, 
has  never  been  explained,  nor  have  the  books 
for  1881-83  been  produced." 

The  finding  of  the  Commissioners 
generally  with  regard  to  the  non-pro- 
duction of  the  I^bnd  League  books  is 
given  on  page  97  of  the  Report,  and  is  as 

follows : — 

''In  the  course  of  the  inquiry  into  the 
Recounts  of  the  League  it  appeared  that  after 
February,  1881,  Egan  kept  an  account  in  Paris 
at  the  bank  of  Messrs.  Monro  and  Co.  We 
appointed  a  Commission  to  examine  the  books 
in  Ffl^s ;  but  Messrs.  ^onro  deolined  to  allow 


them  to  be  seen,  and  as  they  were  not  subject 
to  our  jurisdiction  the  Commission  was  without 
result.  We  therefore  requested  Mr.  Pamell  to 
give  authority  to  Messrs.  Monro  to  produce  the 
accounts  relating  to  the  Land  League.  This  he 
refused  to  do.  We  have  therefore  been 
deprived  of  evidence  upon  the  question  how 
the  monies  of  the  Land  League  were  expended 
in  the  years  1881  and  1882.  On  this  subject 
we  may  say  generally  that  we  have  not  received 
from  Mr.  Parnell  and  the  officers  of  the  Land 
League  the  assistance  we  were  entitled  to  expect 
in  the  investigation  of  the  I^nd  League 
accounts  in  order  that  it  might  be  seen  how  its 
ftlnds  were  expended." 

It  is  in  regard  to  these  findings  of  the 
Commission,  anent  the  non-production  of 
the  Land  League  books,  that  I  say  we 
must  attach  particular  importance  to 
particular  words  in  regard  to  the  fifth 
charge,  where  the  Commissioners  find  it 
was  not  "proved"  that  these  respondents 
found  money  for  the  commission  of  crime. 
Therefore,  it  is  practically  found  that  these 
persons  who  had  in  their  possession  these 
books  deliberately  refused  and  declined 
to  produce  the  books.  Now  I  come  to  the 
ninth  and  t3nth  charges — the  last  I  shall 
have  to  trouble  the  House  with — but 
they  arc  not  unimportant,  although  they 
were  lightly  passed  over  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian.  The  ninth  charge  is  as  to  tbe 
respondents  having  invited  and  obtained 
the  assistance  of  the  Physical  Force 
Party  in  America;  and  the  Commissioners 
have  come  to  a  conclusion  not  altogether 
favourable  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
as  to  that  portion  of  the  evidence,  which 
sets  out  the  remarkable  interview  be- 
tween the  hon.  Member  and  Le  Caron 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Roscommon. 
In  the  summer  of  1881  Le  Caron  visited 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  this  is  the 
account  of  the  interview  given  in  the 
Report — 

**  Le  Caron  asserts  that  Mr.  0*Kelly  on  that 
occasion  suggested  to  him  that  on  his  return 
he  should  use  his  influence  with  his  friends  on 
the  other  side  to  bring  the  Organisation  into 
line  on  that  side  of  the  water.  That  they  were' 
all  working  for  one  common  object,  and 
therefore  there  should  and  need  be  no 
misunderstanding. 

**  Le  Caron  states  that  after  Mr.  0' Kelly  left 
Mr.  Parnell,  who  was  present,  continued  the 
same  line  of  conversation  that  Mr.  O*  Kelly 
had  introduced,  and  said,  *You  furnish  the 
sinews  of  war  ;  you  have  them  in  your  power ; 
if  they  do  not  do  as  you  tell  them,  stop  the 
supplies :  the  whole  matter  rests  in  your  hands.' 
That  he  (Mr.  Parnell)  wished  him  as  soon  as 
he  returned  to  New  York  to  see  John  Devoy, 
to  say  to  him  from  Mr.  Parnell  that  he  be- 
lieved John    Devoy  could  do  more  than  any 
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other  one  man  in  the  Organisation  to  hring 
ahout  an  understandinpf  such  as  was  desired, 
and  he  wished  to  secure  his  presence  as  soon 
as  possible  on  this  side  of  tlie  water,  and  would 
meet  him  in  Paris  on  his  arriving  there,  and 
that  so  far  as  his  (Devoy's)  expenses  were  con- 
cerned he  (Mr.  Pamell)  would  guarantee  that 
he  would  defray  them. 

"  Mr.  Pamell  states  that  he  never  sent  any 
message  either  to  tteCIan-na-Gaelor  to  any  of 
the  persons  mentioned  by  Le  Caron,  and  that  he 
neither  directly  nor  indirectly  communicated 
with  any  of  these  persons  for  the  purpose  that 
is  suggested  by  Le  Caron. 

"  We  think,*'  say  the  Commissioners,  **  that 
these  passages  tend  strongly  to  confirm  Le 
Caron 's  testimony ;  and  we  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  Le  Caron  has  given  a  correct 
account  of  the  message  he  was  requested  by 
Mr.  Pamell  to  convey  to  Devoy.*' 

Is  the  House  prepared  to  accept  this  find- 
ing of  the  Commission  1  We  ask  that 
the  whole  Report  of  the  Commissioners 
should  be  adopted  by  the  House,  in  order 
that  it  may  be  a  matter  of  reference 
hereafter.  Then,  as  to  whether  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  had  no  intimate  or 
close  connection  with  what  is  called  the 
Irish-American  Party,  I  will  read  the 
telegram  which  was  sent  by  Mr.  Parnell 
to'Patrick  Ford,  and  which  was  published 
in  the  Irish  World  on  October  1, 1881 — 

*'  I  heartily  thank  the  Land  Leaguers 
throughout  the  United  States  for  their  glorious 
work. 

"  I  thank  you  for  the  invitation  to  visit 
America ;  but  the  movement  will  probably 
claim  my  constant  attention  and  presence  in 
Ireland  this  winter,  rendering  a  visit  to  the 
States  improbable. 

"Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor  will  start  for  America 
early  in  October,  and  will  represent  my  views 
and  those  of  the  Irish  Organisation. — Charlbb 
Stuwart  Parnkll." 

I  find  that  modest  patriot  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  did  go  to  America, 
and  arrived  there  in  October,  1881,  and 
during  his  visit  he  appears  to  have  been 
on  terms  of  the  greatest  intimacy  with 
those  whom  I  do  not  for  a  moment 
hesitate  to  describe  as  some  of  the 
greatest  scoundrels  in  the  United  States 
— Patrick  Ford,  Finnerty,  and  Alexander 
Sullivan.  If  any  proof  were  wanted  as 
to  the  real  ends  and  objects  of  these 
scoundrels  we  find  it  on  pages  116  and 
117  of  the  Report.  One  of  the  precious 
circulars  sent  by  the  Clan-na-Gael  to  its 
camps,  dated  as  late  as  18th  December, 
1885,  shows  how  far  they  regarded 
this  Constitutional  movement  as  of  any 
use. 

Mr.  Fulton 


Mb.  SEXTON :  Will  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man state  what  ground  he  has  for  the 
inference  he  is  now  drawing  ? 

*Mr.  FULTON :  I  have  it  in  every 
single  one  of  the  pages  of  the  Report, 
which  deal  with  the  ninth  charge 
of  the  TimeSy  and  which  show 
that  day  by  day,  week  by  week, 
and  month  by  month,  during  the  visit  of 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor), 
he  appears  to  have  been  in  daily  com- 
munication and  intercourse  with  Patrick 
Ford,  Finnerty,  and  Alexander  Sullivan. 
That  is  the  ground  I  have  for  the  infer- 
ence I  have  drawn.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man may  draw  what  inference  he  pleases, 
lam  now  dealing  with  pages  116  and 
117  of  the  Report,  which  shows  what 
importance  the  Americans  attached  to 
what  is  called  the  "  Constitutional  Move- 
ment." This  circular  of  the  Clan-na-Gael 
says  : — 

"  The  achievement  of  a  National  Parliament 
gives  us  a  footing  upon  Irish  soil ;  it  gives  us 
the  agencies  and  instrumentalities  of  a  Govern- 
ment de  facto  at  the  very  commencement  of  the 
Insh  struggle.  It  places  the  Government  of 
the  land  in  the  hands  of  our  friends  and 
brothers" 

— ^hon.  Members  opposite— 

'*  It  removes  the  Castle's  rings  and  gives  us 
what  we  may  well  express  as  the  plant  of  an 
armed  revolution.  From  this  standpoint  the 
restoration  of  Parliament  is  part  of  our  pro- 
gramme." 

I  have  always  been  of  the  opinion  that 

establishment  of  a  Parliament  in  Dublin 

was    only    a     step     in     the     direction 

indicated  in  this  passage  of  the  Report. 

The  circular  proceeds — 

*'  When  that  is  attained,  if  agitation  will  not 
go  further,  we  will  still  go  on  with  our  forces 
unimpaired  and  strengthened.  We  therefore 
deem  it  advisahle  that  you  secure  the  election 
of  as  many  delegates  as  is  practicahle  or  possible 
to  the  Convention  of  the  Irish  National  League 
to  b6  held  in  Chicago." 

I  would  remind  the  House  that  the 
accusation  has  been  made  against  hon. 
Members  and  followers  of  the  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mi*.  Pamell)  that 
they  were  maintained  and  supported  by 
money  coming  from  a  tainted  source. 
Let  me  refer  them  to  page  118  of  the 
Report,  where  the  Commissioners  say — 

*•  We  are  of  opinion  that  the  evidence  proves 
that  the  Irish  American  League  of  America 
has  been,  since  the  Philadelphia  Convention, 
25th  April  1883,  directed  by  the  Clan-na-Gael, 
a  body  actively  engaged  iu  promoting  the  use 
of  dynamite  for  the  destruction  of  life  and 
property  in  England.     It   has  been  further 
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proved  that  while  the  Clan-na-Gael  controlled 
and  directed  the  Irish  National  League  of 
America,  the  two  organisations  concurrently 
collected  snms  amounting  to  more  than  £60,000 
for  a  fund  called  the  Parliamentary  Fund,  out 
of  which  •payments  have  been  made  to  Irish 
Members  of  Parliament,  amounting  in  the  year 
188G  to  £7,656,  and  in  1887  to  £10,600." 

Well,  now,  I  want   to    know  what   hon* 

Members  opposite  are  going  to  do  with 

this  money.     I  have  no  doubt  it  is  still 

in  existence.     I  cannot   for   a  moment 

beliove  that  they  have  expended  it,  and 

if  they  have  not  expended  it,  now  that 

they  know  by  the  finding  in  this  Report 

that  the  Clan-na-Gael  directed  the  move- 
ments of  the  Irish  National  League,  are 
they  prepared  to  repudiate  that  League 
in  this  House  or  in  the  country  ?  Are 
they  prepared  to  repudiate  it,  or  will 
they  say  "  We  cannot  return  this  money 
because  we  have  spent  it,  but  we  will  never 
receive  another  farthing  from  the  same 
source."  Will  they  do  that,  or  will  they 
continue  to  receive  money  from  this 
tainted  source  ?  The  source  of  the  Irish- 
American  League,  controlled  by  the 
Clan-na-Grael,  which,  1  think,  everyone 
will  agree  was  and  is  a  murder  society, 
is  a  tainted  source.  Will  they  go  on 
receiving  money,  week  by  week  and 
month  by  month,  for  the  purpose  of 
supporting  this  agitation  ?  At  page  119 
of  the  Report  comes  this  passage — 

*•  It  has  been  proved  that  they  invited  and 
obtained  the  assistance  and  co-operation  of  the 
physical  force  party  in  America,  including 
the  Clan-na-Gael,  and  in  order  to  obtain  that 
assistance  abstained  from  repudiating  or  con- 
demning the  action  of  that  party." 

It  has  also  been  proved 

**  That  the  respondents  invited  the  assistance 
and  co-operation  and  accepted  subscriptions 
from  Patrick  Ford,  a  known  advocate  of  crime 
and  the  use  ot  dynamite." 

I  think  I  have  shown  that  this  man  Ford 

was  in  close  connection  with   the  hon. 

Member  for  Cork  ever  since  1879,  when 

Mr.    Davitt  was    released  from  prison. 

Unless  it  be  said  that  hon.  Members  can 

be  accused  of  want  of  intellegence,  and  I 

for  one  should  not  accuse  them  of 
that;  it  must  have  been  manifest 
to  them  throughout  the  years  1881 
and  1882,  and  afterwards,  what  was 
the  character  of  the  movemenji  advocated 


by  the  Irish  American  Party.  Yet  they 
deliberately  allied  themselves  to  this 
Party  and  received  money  from 
it,  and  in  no  single  instance 
did  they  condemn  the  •  action  of  those 
advocating  outrages  or  abominable 
crimes.  I  think  I  have  established,  by 
these  observations  I  have  addressed  to 
the  House,  these  propositions.  I  think 
I  have,  established  from  the  Report  that 
as  to  certain  persons  who  were  Members 
of  this  House  that  they  were  engaged  in 
a  treasonable  conspiracy.  I  agree  that 
I  am  at  issue  with  at  least  one  Member 
of  this  House  as  to  whether  that  con- 
spiracy continued  after  1879.  I  say  it 
continued  in  1881,  1882,  and  probably 
longer,  and  that  it  continued  after  these 
persons  had  taken  the  oath  of  allegiance 
at  the  Table  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
I  agree  that  they  have  been  acquitted  of 
directly  inciting  to  murder.  No  one 
supposed  it  possible  that  by  the  Com- 
mission hon.  Members  could  be  proved 
to  have  directly  incited  to  murder  in 
1881.  [Sir  W.  Harcourt  :  Hear,  hear. !] 
I  should  imagine  that  even  under  the 
emasculated  rule  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  W.  Harcourt)  if  they  had 
incited  to  murder  some  attempt  would 
have  been  made  to  bring  them  to  justice. 
Although  they  knew  that  their  policy  did 
lead  to  crime  and  outrage  they  persisted 
in  it,  and  dissemmated  this  abominable 
newspaper  the.  Irishman,  throughout  Ire- 
land. Further  it  is  proved  tha|t  at  this 
time  they  were  in,  more  or  less,  constant 
communication  with  the  physical  force 
party;  and  though  it  is  not  expressly 
found  that  they  provided  money  in  1881 
and  1882  for  the  purposes  of  outrage  it 
is  found  that  they  did  riot  produce  the 
evidence  in  their  possession,  which  would 
have  been  able  in  the  most  conclusive 
way  to  disprove  the  charge.  [Cries  of 
"No,  no !"]  Why  did  you  not  produce 
the  books.  Or  at  any  rate  if  you  did 
not  produce  them  why  did  you  not  give' 
some  reason  for  not  producing  them  1 

Mb.  sexton  :  The  Report  does  not 
say  that  we  had  the  books. 

*Mr.   FULTON  :  No;   but  a  Member 
of     this     House     made     an     affidavit 


setting  out  certain  books  which  he 
said  could  be  produced,  and  which 
the     Commissioners     find    no    satisfac- 
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tory  answer  or  explanation  was 
given  for  not  being  produced.  Each  and 
every  one  of  thes3  circumstances 
establishes  against  hon.  Members  opposite 
a  very  strong  case — a  case  which  is  very 
well  worthy  the  consideration  of  the 
House  and  of  the  country.  All  the 
findings  of  this  Report  ought  to  be 
entered  upon  the  Journals  of  this  House, 
for  these  reasons.  Firstly,  they  closely 
and  intimately  affect  the  honour  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  ;  and  secondly  for  the 
much  more  important  reason  that  they 
are  closely  connected  and  associated  with 
the  great  movement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone  )for  the  es- 
tablishment of  a  separate  Parliament 
in  Ireland.  I  know  not  what  possible 
shape  that  measure  may  take  if  it 
ever  comes  into  existence  again,  but 
this  much  must  always  remain — that  the 
Executive  must  be  controlled  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  and  his  associates,  who 
have  been  the  mainstay  of  this  move- 
ment, and  therefore  it  is  important  to  see 
how  and  in  what  way  this  Constitutional 
agitation  has  been  carried  on.  It  is  for 
that  reason  I  am  of  opinion  this  Motion 
has  been  rightly  brought  before  the 
House,  and  that  we  ought  to  enter  upon 
the  Journals  of  the  House,  not  merely 
the  findings  of  the  Commission,  but  each 
and  every  word  of  the  Commission 
Report,  which  throws  a  flood  of  light 
upon  the  real  character  of  this  move- 
ment, and  a  flood  of  light  upon  the 
motives  which  have  actuated  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  from  the  time  they  first 
commenced  this  asritation. 

•(10.20.)  Mr.  R.  T.  REID  (Dumfries, 
&c.)  :  If  I  had  consulted  my  own  inclina- 
tion I  should  not  have  taken  part  in  this 
debate,  but  inasmuch  as  the  Report  is 
very  voluminous,  and  the  evidence  is  not 
accessible  to  hon.  Members,  and  as  the 
Attorney  General  is  perfectly  certain  to 
take  part  in  the  debate,  I  will  endeavour 
to  address  the  House  as  temperately  as 
I  can.  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to 
say  much  about  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  gentleman  who  has  just 
sat   down.     It   consisted  in  so  far  as  I 

could  observe  of  the  reading  of  a  variety 
of    extract*,     selected    indiscriminately 
Hr,  Fulton 


from  the  Report,  without  much  regard  to 
the  context,  and  certainly  I  thought  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  con- 
clude by  proposing  the  expulsion  of  the 
Irish  Members.  I  cannot  understand 
how  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  can 
continue  to  sit  so  comfortably,  or  that  he 
can  observe  us  sitting  easy,  in  close 
proximity  with  person,  of  so  abandoned 
and  profligate  a  character.  The  speeches 
delivered  from  the  Government  side  of 
the  House  show  the  necessity  for  a 
right  understanding  of  what  the  Report 
does  and  does  not  contain.  Charges 
were  made  by  the  Times  of  writing  the 
forged  letters,  of  taking  part  in  the 
Phoenix  Park  murders,  of  assassination 
carefully  calculated  and  coolly  completed, 
of  the  personal  hiring  of  bravos  for  JS20 
or  i£30  to  commit  outrage,  on  the  ground 
that  my  hon.  Friends  had  not  time  to 
commit  it  themselves,  of  arson,  and  of 
the  mutilation  of  men  and  cattle.  Except 
upon  the  matter  of  the  forged  letters 
there  was  not  the  least  evidence  pro- 
duced in  support  of  any  of  these  charges. 
Mr.  T.  Harrington  was  indeed  charged 
with  paying  £7  for  a  midnight  outrage; 
but  the  only  witness  called  broke  hope- 
lessly to  pieces  in  cross-examination,  and 
finally  made  an  afl&davit  in  which  he 
confessed  that  he  had  committed  perjury. 
The  Attorney  General,  I  think  some- 
what hastily,  went  to  Oxford  recently. 
There  he  said  he  rejoiced  that  these 
personal  charges  had  not  been  proved. 
I  am  not  quite  sure  that  is  an  appropriate 
attitude  for  the  Attorney  General ; 
but  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  an  ounce 
of  apology  would  have  been  worth  more 
than  a  ton  of  thankfulness.  It  is  much 
to  be  regretted  that  in  the  Report  there 
is  not  one  poor  word  of  apology  for  all 
these  frightful  charges.  I  do  not  doubt 
that  is  because  the  Commissioners  had 
been  by  the  terms  of  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, which  was  carefully  framed — I 
do  not  know  whether  I  may  say  contrived 
— prevented  from  inquiring  into  the  con- 
duct of  the  Times.  The  advisers  of  the 
Tim£s  knew  from  the  first  that  all  these 
charges  could  not  succeed,  and  therefore 
they  brought  forward  others  involving 
tlie  whole  of  the  Land  League.  And  if 
the  latter  charges  were  true  of  the 
Members  of  Parliament,  they  were  also 
true  of  two-thirds  of  the  Irish  nation — 
Archbishops,  Bishops,  parish  priests,  and 
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I  suppose  Catholic  curates,  together  with 
a  vast  number  of  respectable  persons,  who 
were  all  members  of  the  liknd  League. 
The  only  point  in  these  charges  in  which 
I  feel  concern  is  the  personal  complicity 
of  hon.  Members  with  crime.  I  never 
supposed  that  a  great  social  revolution, 
extending  over  a  period  of  10  years, 
could  be  carried  on  without  a  good  deal 
of  crime,  trouble,  and  agitation,  or  that 
hon.  Members  were  always  going  to  be 
wise  in  action  or  temperate  in  language, 
or  that  they  never  would  be  betrayed  by 
agents  or  misunderstood  by  followers. 
But  I  am  concerned  to  know  whether 
there  has  been  proved  against  hon.  Mem- 
bers any  moral  obliquity  or  complicity 
with  crime.  Therefore  I  will  deal  with 
those  charges  which  may  be  said  to  have 
been  found  adversely  to  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. The  first  is  the  finding  that  many 
of  the  respondents  established  and  joined 
in  the  Land  League,  intending  by  its 
means  to  bring  about  the  absolute  inde- 
pendence of  Ireland.  For  my  own  part, 
though  I  should  resist  separation  to  the 
last,  I  do  not  think  that  there  is  any  moral 
stain  upon  a  man  involved  by  him  wish- 
ing to  see  his  country  independent  of 
another  country,  unless  he  desires  to  effect 
it  by  criminal  means.  But,  as  it  is,  the  find- 
ing relates  to  a  period  1 1  years  ago,  and 
amounts  to  this  :  that  1 1  years  ago  seven 
out  of  the  85  Irish  Members  are  believed 
by  the  Judges  to  have  intended  separa- 
tionatthetime  they  joined  the  LahdLeague. 
The  next  finding  is  that  the  respondents 
defended  persons  charged  with  agrarian 
crime,  and  supported  their  families.  Some 
of  the  Irish  Party  confess  to  having  done 
that,  and  their  reasons  were,  that  there 
were  indiscriminate  arrests  in  Ireland,  and 
that  there  was  no  confidence  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice,  and  that  jury- 
packing  in  Ireland  was  habitual,  invet- 
erate, and  deeply  resented  by  the  people. 
Was  there,  in  such  circumstances,  any 
moral  wrong  in  procuring  counsel  and 
solicitor  to  defend  prisoners,  provided 
that  nothing  dishonourable  was  done  1  It 
was  found  that  nothins:  dishonourable 
was  done.  There  does  not  app3ar  to  be 
a  single  case  of  spiriting  away  a  witness, 
or  of  procuring  perjury  ;  and  yet  we  find 
so  high  an  authority  as  Lord  Selborne 
considers  it  a  grave  matter  that  gentle- 
men should  provide  solicitor  and  coansel 
to  defend  prisoners  in  a  country  where 


justice  is  believed  to  be  habitually  pros- 
tituted, and  in  a  country  where  the 
packing  ot  juries,  which  I  consider  the 
poisoning  of  the  fountain  of  justice,  is 
habitual  and  constant.  That  is  all  I  have 
to  say  in  regard  to  the  charge  of  defend- 
ing prisoners.  The  third  finding  is  that 
the  respondents  made  payments  to  com- 
pensate persons  who  had  been  injured  in 
the  commission  of  crime.  I  regard  this 
as  a  very  serious  matter.  But  what  is 
the  evidence,  for  the  Judges  very  parti- 
cularly drew  attention  to  it?  In  my 
view  it  means  that  the  Land  League  did 
on  one  occasion  give  money,  said  to  be 
for  medical  relief,  to  three  men  injured 
in  the  commission  of  crime.  According 
to  the  doctrine  of  constructive  responsi- 
bility, all  members  of  the  Land  League 
were,  therefore,  responsible  for  this  act. 
But  there  is  not  a  fragment  of  evidence 
to  show  that  any  one  of  the  respondents 
personally  did  this  thing,  or  knew  of  its 
being  done.  Hon.  Gentlemen  will  find 
the  evidence  s«t  out,  and  it  consists  of 
this  :  There  was  a  letter  written  in  18S1 
by  a  person  named  Timothy  Horan, 
secretary  of  the  Castleisland  branch  of 
the  Land  League,  referring  to  the  fact 
that  three  men  had  been  injured,  and 
asking  for  a  grant  for  them.  The  letter 
was  addressed  to  the  Central  Executive 
of  the  Land  League,  and  was  initialed 
by  Mr.  John  Ferguson,  of  Glasgow,  upon 
whos^  order,  dated  October  12,  1881,  a 
sum  of  £6  was  paid  for  compensation. 
It  was  not  proved,  however,  that  any 
one  of  the  respondents  was  present  at  the 
executive  meeting,  or  had  any  knowledge 
of  the  incident.  It  was  true  that  Mr. 
Ferguson  was  reported  to  have  said  that 
on  two  or  three  occasiors  similar  grants 
were  made,  but  he  challenged  that  siatt- 
ment;  and  if  hon.  Members  would  look  at 
tbo  evidence  they  would  find  that  that  was 
not  a  true  construction  of  what  was  fcaid. 
In  addition  to  that,  there  is  the  absent  e 
of  means  to  which  the  Commissionei  s 
refer.  But  it  is  found  by  the  Judges 
that  65  of  the  respondents  did  pay  money 
to  compensate  persons  injured  in  the 
commission  of  crime.  They  must  have 
arrived  at  this  conclusion  with  difl&culty, 
as  only  one  such  payment  was  made 
by  the  League,  and  there  is  not  a  frag- 
ment of  evidence  to  show  that  the  re- 
spondents, personally,  knew  anything 
.  about  it.     I  do  not  wish  the  House  to 
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do  any  injustice  to  the  Judges  in  regard 
to  this  matter,  and  I  would,  therefore, 
infer   that  what  they   meant   was   con- 
structive     responsibility.       The      Land 
League   made   only  three   payments   of 
£,2  each,*  which  amounted  to   this  one 
payment  of  £6  ;  and  inasmuch  as  those 
gentlemen   are   prominent   members   of 
the  League,  I  suppose  the  Judges  thought 
they  must  be  hel3.  responsible.     I  will 
now  say  a  few  words  about  the  League 
books.     There    seems    to   be    a  general 
impression  principally  pervading  Cabinet 
Ministers  and  gentlemen  of   their  way 
of  thinking  who  prowl  about  the  country 
making  wild  statements  as  to  the  con- 
duct of  this  agitation,  and  it  seems  to 
be  their  impression  that  those  books  are 
all  missing,  and  that  there  has  been  a 
general  conflagration  of   the  books  and 
papers   of    the    Land    League.      There 
never    was    a    greater    mistake.      The 
conspiracy,  as  it  is  called — and  I  do  not 
care  whether  it  is  a  conspiracy  or  not — 
started  with  the  foundation  of  the  Land 
League     in     October,    1879.       It    was 
followed    by    the    Ladies    League    and 
the    National    League,    and    has     been 
in     existence     down     to     the    present 
day.      Ever   since    October,    1882,    this 
organisation  has  been  carried  on  by   a 
system  of   books ;    as  accurate,  as  com- 
plete, and  as  full  as  the  books  kept  in 
the  Bank  of  England.     Moreover,  theso 
books   were    in     all    their   completeness 
from  October,  1882,  down  to  the  date  of 
the  Commission.     They  were  submitted 
t;)  the  examination  of  a  skilled  chartered 
accountant,  who,  on  being  asked  by  me, 
stated   that    all    the    books    were    kept 
which  he  would  expect  to  be  kept,  and 
were  all  in   perfect  order,   and   further 
that  he  got  every  book  and   document 
he  thought  fit  to  ask  for.     These  books 
of  the  National  Leasfue  were  not  adverted 
toin  the  Judges'  Rei)ort.  They  say  nothing 
about  the  books   which  were  produced, 
but  a  good  deal  about  those  which  were 
not.     It  was  some   books  of    the    Land 
League  which  were   not  produced.     The 
cash  1)  )oks  of  the  Land   League,  during 
19  out  of  the  24  months  of  its  existence, 
were    produced  ;    but   other    books   and 
correspondence  were  not  produced.    And 
1  will  state  why  tht^y  were  not.     What 
was    the     evidence    on     that     subject  ? 
The  House  must  not  suppose  that  the 
Land  League  was  a  regular  and  orderly 
Mr,  R,  T,  Reid 


body  like  the  National  League.  On 
the  contrary,  I  say  it  with  a  keen 
memory,  not  untinged  with  regret, 
the  Liberals  so  hunted,  chevied 
and  bullied  the  Land  League  during  a 
portion  of  its  existence,  that  it  can  hardly 
be  said  to  have  had  any  sort  of  settled 
habitation.  In  the  month  of  October, 
1881,  a  raid  was  made  on  the  ofl&ces  of 
the  Land  League,  and  in  the  expectation 
of  the  raid  a  large  number  of  books  were 
sent  over  to  England,  only  a  few  being 
left  in  Dublin.  Those  which  were  left  in 
Dublin  were  sent  to  the  Commissioners, 
but  those  sent  over  to  England  were 
dissipated,  though  I  do  not  know  where. 
Gentlemen  who  were  examined  before  the 
Commissionei's  said  they  did  know  where. 
They  may  not  have  told  the  truth ;  but, 
at  any  rate,  the  Commissioners  did  not 
make  that  finding.  It  may  be  that  those 
books  were  dissipated  in  a  sort  of  whirl- 
wind, consequent  on  the  raid  from  Dublin 
Castle.  At  any  rate,  a  great  number  of 
the  books  were  produced,  although  it  so 
happens  that  the  ledgers  and  cash  books 
of  from  1881  to  1883  could  not  be 
examined.  As  to  the  books  of  the  British 
National  League,  it  was  stated  by  Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy,  who,  J  am  sure,  the 
House  will  not  think  likely  to  have  indulged 
in  gratuitous  misrepresentations,  that  he 
had  those  books  during  two  years.  Wlien 
he  was  called,  however,  he  said  he  knew 
nothing  about  them  ;  and  although  he  had 
made  affidavit,  as  a  good  many  persons  do, 
without  looking  very  particularly  at  the 
schedules,  he  found  when  in  the  witness- 
box  that  what  he  had  so  deposed  wa«  a 
mistake.  And  Mr.  George  Lewis  said 
there,  had  been  a  mistake  in  his  oflfice 
which  had  led  to  this  error.  The  only 
other  books  which  were  left  in  Paris  in 
the  hands  of  Messrs.  Monro  and  Company, 
Mr.  Parnell  point-blank  refused  to  allow 
to  be  inspected,  and  there  were  in- 
telligible grounds  for  this  refusal.  He 
stated  that  those  books  contained  an 
account  of  the  investments  and  resources 
of  the  League,  and  that  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  disclose,  either  to  friends  or  foes, 
the  financial  resources  of  the  Organisa- 
tion of  which  he  was  President.  This, 
again,  is  not  referred  to  by  the  Com- 
missioners, and  I  do  not  think  the  House 
will  attach  much  importance  to  that 
part  of  the  subject.  I  pass  now  to 
another  finding  of  the   Commissioners 
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and  tliat  is,  that  those  respondents  ad- 
vanced newspapers  tending  to  incite 
to  crime.  I  hope  I  may  be  allowed  to  put 
this  matter  somewhat  in  detail,  as  the 
finding  is  rather  an  important  one.  To 
my  mind,  if  it  be  shown  that  individuals 
circulating  newspapers  containing  matter 
intending  to  incite  to  crime,  that  was  a 
very  cowardly  and  villainous  proceeding, 
and  those  persons  should  have  less 
sympathy  than  the  men  who  were  thereby 
led  to  the  commission  of  crime.  It  is  for 
this  reason  that  I  wish  to  draw  particular 
attention  to  this  subject;  The  Judges 
referred  to  thrae  newspapers.  First  of 
those  is  the  Irish  Worlds  published  in 
New  York,  the  tone  of  which  was  very  hos- 
tile to  Great  Britain.  The  Judges  set  forth 
articles  appearing  in  the  years  1880, 1881, 
audi  882.  They  consist  of  letters,  reportsof 
meetings,  and  one  leading  article.  Of 
these,  three  or  four  recommend  the 
provision  of  arms  for  the  purpose  of 
fighting  against  Great  Britain.  Seven 
or  eight  speak  in  tones  of  hatred  of  this 
country,  and  one  expresses  an  opinion  that 
an  appeal  to  dynamite  is  justifiable.  The 
question  here  is,  what  is  the  responsi- 
bility of  those  gentlemen  who  were  con- 
nected with  the  Land  League  ?  As  the 
Irish  World  is  published  in  New  York 
it  can  hardly  be  pretended  that  any  of 
those  gentlemen  can  have  exercised  the 
slightest  control  over  it.  It  is  stated 
that  it  was  distributed  by  the  Land 
League,  and  that  is  perfectly  true ;  but 
why,  and  how  .was  it  distributed?  It 
was  in  this  way — it  had  a  fund  of  its 
own  called  "  The  Spread  of  Light  Fund,'' 
a  fund  which  was  for  free  distribution  ; 
and  ib  so  happened  that  consignments 
were  sent  from  America  to  the  Ljind 
League  in  Dublin,  because  the  secretary  of 
the  L  xnd  League  happened  also  to  be  the 
correspondent  of  the /rwA  World.  There 
were  11  articles  in  the  years  1881-82-83 
whicli  may  be  said  to  be  of  a  repre- 
hensible character,  and  which  are  set 
forth  in  the  Report ;  it  amounts  to  this — 
that,  assuming  the  paper  was  published 
once  a  week,  there  are,  roughly  speaking, 
in  about  150  sheets  only  11  articles 
alleged  to  be  objectionable,  seven  or 
eight  of  them  being  somewhat  objection- 
able, and  those  even  are  not  plac^  in  a 
prominent  position.  If  you  wish  to  deal 
fairly  with  our  brother  Members  in  this 
matter,    the    point  you  would   look  to 


in  connection  with  the  Irish  World  is 
this.  Was  it  shown  during  the  inquiry 
that  in  those  three  years  the  respondents 
knew  of  the  publication  of  those  articles  ? 
It  is  not  shown  or  proved  that  any  single 
one  of  the  respondents  had  brought 
home  to  him  a  knowledge  of  these  objec- 
tionable paragraphs.  In  the  year  1882  the 
Irish  World  ceased  to  support  the  Land 
League ;  it  adopted  a  dynamite  policy 
during  1883,  1884  and  1885;  and  in 
those  years  it  was  not  even  pretended  in 
evidence  that  any  one  of  the  respondents 
had  any  knowledge  of  the  contents  of  the 
paper,  or  that  any  copies  of  it  were  dis- 
tributed in  Ireland.  The  next  paper  I 
have  to  refer  to  is  United  Ireland,  which 
was  owned  by  Mr.  Parnell  and  three  or 
four  of  the  other  respondents  as  trustees 
of  the  Land  League,  and  was  edited  by 
Mr.  W.  O'Brien.  A  good  many  extracts 
are  set  out  by  the  Judges  from  this 
paper  as  objectionable,  for  a  period  ex- 
tending over  10  years — indeed,  prac- 
tically speaking,  all  the  extracts  which 
could  in  any  way  be  regarded  as  objec- 
tionable were  set  out.  The  first  com- 
plaint made  in  regard  to  them  was  that 
they  appeared  under  a  column  headed 
"  The  Campaign,"  or  "  Incidents  of  the 
Campaign,*'  or  a  similar  phrase — "the 
Land  War,"  and  so  forth  ;  and  the  Judges 
thought  that  outrages  by  being  so 
recorded  were  treated  as  incidental  to  the 
agitation.  I  think  it  rather  far  fetched 
to  come  to  that  conclusion,  for  there  was 
nothing  except  in  one  sentence  in  the 
whole  column  that  was  at  all  reprehensible; 
and  the  facts  published  simply  record 
occurrences  that  have  taken  place.  The 
objection  was  in  the  heading,  and  the 
House  will  find  in  the  Report  that  Mr. 
Parnell  took  the  same  view.  He 
objected  to  it,  and  although  it  began  in 
1881,  it  was  stopped  in  February,  1882, 
having  appeared  for  about  six  months 
only.  After  all  it  is  a  matter  eight 
years  old,  and  it  should  bo  remembered 
also  that  at  the  time  Mr.  Parnell  and 
Mr.  O'Brien  were  in  prison,  and  it  was 
only  by  sending  a  message  in  some  sub- 
terranean manner  that  they  were  able  to 
indicate  their  desire  that  this  form  of 
paragraph  should  cease.  There  are  only 
nine  other  articles  set  out  for  the  whole 
10  years  in  the  Report.  Three  of  them 
are  disrespectful  to  the  Queen,  or  hostile 
to  England,  having  nothing  to  do  with 


1743         Special  Cmnmission  {COMMONS} 


(1888)  Beport. 


1744 


dynamite  or  outrages  ;  one  is  an  attack 
on  Lord  Spencer,  and  I  must  admit  a 
most  violent  and  unjust  attack,  but  not 
nearly  so  violent  or  unjust  as  the  attacks 
which  habitually  appeared  in  the  Times 
and  the  Scotsman  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 
Two  others  consists  of  letters  from  cor 
respondents  about  the  PhcBuix  Park 
murders,  and  those  letters  speak  in  sym- 
pathy with  the  criminals,  but  in  detesta- 
tion of  crime  itself.  But  if  those  letters 
are  to  be  brought  forward  as  evidence  of 
bad  spirit  on  the  part  of  the  editor  and 
on  the  part  of  the  other  respondents 
it  must  be  on  the  suggestion  that  they 
had  sympathy  with  the  Phoenix  Park 
murderers.  The  Judges,  however,  have 
expressly  found  that  they  sincerely 
condemned  and  denounced  the  Phoenix 
Park  murders,  and  therefore  they  were 
entirely  acquitted  of  all  insincerity  in 
their  copious  denunciations  of  that  crime. 
Another  of  those  articles  is  one  that 
has  been  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  in  which  it  is  stated 
that  O'Donnell,  for  the  murder  of  Carey, 
would,  in  most  civilised  countries,  have 
been  esteemed  a  public  benefactor.  T,  of 
course,  think  that  a  most  improper  obser- 
vation, and  I  will  leave  it  without  further 
comment.  The  last  of  the  number  is  a 
leading  article  in  September,  1885, 
violently  hostile  to  England,  but  in 
terms  condemning  outrages  and  dynamite 
as  being  mad  and  sanguinary  conspiracies. 
There,  then,  is  an  end  of  all  the  objection- 
able articles  which  are  set  forth  in  the  re- 
port from  United  Irelaiul  for  over  a  period 
of  1 0  years,  and  it  has  been  practically  found 
that  there  are  nine  objectionable  articles, 
cfnly  one  of  which  can  be  said  to  be  really 
objectionable  during  the  whole  of  the 
nine  or  10  years.  It  is  sufficient  for  me 
to  add  that  during  the  same  time  the 
paper  abounded  with  denunciations  of 
crime  and  exhortations  to  the  people 
to  live  peaceably.  The  other  paper  was 
tlie  Irishman,  which  lasted  four  years — 
from  August,  1881,  to  August,  1885 — 
and  I  confess  that,  in  my  opinion,  the 
articles  in  it  were  most  reprehensible. 
But  the  question  is — how  far  were  the 
respondents  responsible  for  them?  The 
papjr  was  bought  by  Mr.  Parnell  and 
pablished — not  edited,  as  the  Judges 
stated — nomin.lly  by  Mr.  O'Brien.  But 
the  point  before  the  Commission,  and 
Mr.  R,  T,  Reid 


the  point  for  the  House  to  bear  in  m^ind, 
was  that  no  one  ever  said  that  these 
articles  were  defensible  ;  but  it  was  said 
by  Mr.  Parnell  that  he  never  knew  of 
these  articles,  that  he  never  saw  the 
paper,  which,  in  fact,  was  a  very  obscure 
rag,  and  had,  indeed,  escaped  the  notice  of 
the  Government  of  Lord  Spencer.  Mr, 
O'Brien  also  said  that  the  paper  was  edited 
by  a  man  named  O'Connor,  not  a  mem- 
ber of  this  House  ;  and  that  he  (Mr. 
O'Brien)  was  not  aware  either  of  the 
contents  or  the  character  of  that  paper, 
having  enough  to  do  to  attend  to  his 
other  duties.  Now,  Sir,  there  are  14 
articles  from  this  paper  set  out  by 
the  Judges,  and  I  put  it  again  to  the 
House  whether  there  is  anything  in  the 
Report  intimating  that  any  one  of  the 
respondents  was  cognisant  of  the  publica- 
tion of  the  articles.  It  was  not  even 
suggested  in  respect  to  63  of  the  65 
Members  of  this  House,  and  the  two 
others  swore  that  they  had  no  knowledge 
of  the  issue  of  those  articles.  This, 
then,  is  the  general  result  of  the 
charges  in  respect  to  the  three  news- 
papers— that  63  out  of  the  65  members 
were  not  responsible  in  any  way  for  the 
Irishman ;  and  certainly  as  regards  the 
65  they  were  not  in  any  way  responsible 
for  the  Irish  World ;  but  as  regards  all 
of  them  I  think  that,  to  a  great  extent, 
they  were  morally  responsible  in  regard 
to  United  Ireland,  and  as  regards  two 
of  them,  one  was  owner  and  the  other 
editor  of  United  Ireland,  and  one  was 
owner  and  the  other  publisher  of  the  Irish- 
man. I  believe  that  if  hon.  Members 
will  consider  the  articles  referred  to  in 
United  Ireland  they  will  come  to  the 
conclusion  that,  though  strongly  worded, 
they  did  not  incite  to  crime.  As  regards 
the  other  two  papers,  there  was  no  such 
responsibility.  Tlierefore,  it  is  a  case  of 
constructive  responsibility  as  regards  63 
at  least  out  of  65  of  these  respondents. 
The  next  finding  of  the  Judges  to  which 
I  wish  to  allude  is  that  the  respondents 
invited  the  assistance  and  co-operation 
of,  and  accepted  subscriptions  of  money 
from  , Patrick  Ford,  a  known  advocate  of 
crime  and  the  use  of  dynamite.  This 
relates  to  the  recei'>t  of  munev  collected 
through  the  menns  of  the  IrisJi  World. 
In  1881,  and  down  to  Octoler,  1882, 
Patrick  Ford  and  the  Irish  World  sup- 
ported the  Land  League,  and  the  Irish- 
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Americana  who  subacribeil  ('lii:i8e  Foi-d  as 
the  medium  through  whom  thej  Bent 
their  money  tii  Ireland.  No  purt  of  this 
money,  however,  went  to  any  of  the 
respondeats,  niiless  it  wEia  about  £2,000 
Bpentin  1*^80  in  election  expenses  ;  all  of 
it  WRB  sjieot  in  the  relief  of  distress  and 
for  the  ^ueml  jmrposPB  of  the  Land 
League.  During  this  time,  aa  I  have 
already  pointed  out,  the  Irigh  World  had 
occEi->ional  articles,  in  perhaps  15  or  "20 
numbers,  of  a  reprehensible  character, 
although  it  was  not  found  tliat  any  of  the 
respondenta  nilw  those  articles,  and  when 
asked  if  tliey  had  seen  them,  they  denied 
it.  I  am  awftiv  that  opinions  may  differ 
us  to  the  jinipriety  of  receiving  mone; 
for  ciiaritabh'  or  even  political  purpoaei 
thnmgh  tht-  hands  of  persons  who  an 
thems.'lves  of  notoriously  bad  character, 
but  if  thf  persons  who  subscribed  the 
money  are  respectable,  and  the  objects 
such  as  yim  honestly  approve,  I  think 
moralists  would  fairly  hi'ld  that,  at  all 
events,  in  a  great  emergency,  it  would  be 
justifiable  to  accept  money  under  those 
circumsUinces.  Now,  the  actual  sub- 
scribers in  this  case  were  millions  of  thi 
Irish- Americans  —  persons  of  excellent 
charact.'r,  though  it  i«  really  almost 
pi-eaumptuous  to  speak  of  the  moral 
clianteters  of  millions,  which  will  include. 
of  courae.  the  rightains  and  the  un- 
righteiiiis.  The  objects  for  which  the 
money  has  been  received  are,  in  T 
view,  objects  of  transcendent  inijwjrt* 
the  t-met^oncy  heini;  one  of  the  _ 
in  their  history  ;  and  it  was  received  for 
innocent  purjroses  from  innowsnt  people. 
In  October,  ISWJ.  and  down  to  the  end 
of  ISfS,  the  Ii-inh  Wvrltl  had  preached 
dynamite  consistently.  It  liad  received  in 
that  time  no  suppi>rt  from  the  Irish 
Party,  and  no  money  wa«  during  that 
time'  receivi'd  by  them  from  it.  But  at 
the  end  of  IWHri,  and  in  1886  and  1887, 
and  sin<«  tlien,  the  hUh  World  abao- 
lutely  c.ias.'d  lo  advocate  dynamite,  and 
adopted  a  pilicy  mope  in  sympathy  witli 
that  of  the  Irish  Party,  and  no  objection- 
able articles  have  appeared  in  it  since 
then  ;  while,  since  then,  the  League  has 
received  money  from  America.  It  was 
found  by  the  Judges  that  the  Irish 
Parly  had  received  money  from  it  at 
that  time,  but,  in  point  of  fact,  they  had 
not,  the  real  reawn  of  the  mistake 
being  a  very  curious  one.  There  had 
VOL.  CCCXLI.     [thibd  beriis.] 
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been  an  entry  in  the  Iri-nh  Wfrld  of 
money  sent  to  the  Land  League  in 
England,  but,  in  point  of  fact,  that  had 
been  an  entry  copied  from  other  papers, 
and  money  had  not  been  received  and 
transmitted  as  in  the  praviona  times  of 
1881  and  1882.  The  next  point  is  that 
the  respondents — 

"  invited  and  obt^aed  the  SBsiil 
operation    of     the    physical     fori 
AmericB,  includiDtf  the  Ul»n-QH- 
order  to  obtain  thai  .lasiitaute  ahBtained  from 
repudiating  or  condemnmi;  Ihii  uction  of  that 

Now,  I  must  point  out  tliat  the 
physical  force  party  in  America 
and  the  Clnn-ua-tjaet  are  here  ti-eated 
as  being  different,  one  from  the 
other.  I  mention  this  in  order  to  pre- 
vent confusion,  because  in  some  parts  of 
the  Report  the  two  are  mentioned  as 
bt-ing  convertible  terms.  Tlie  physical 
force  party,  which  means  the  Fenian 
Party,  have  existed  since  1867  in 
America,  Undoubtedly  it  has  always 
advocated  insurrection,  and  has  been  in 
favour  of  a.  fair  fight  whenever  an 
opportunity  might  arise,  but  until  the 
middle  of  1881  it  has  not  been  su^ested 
that  they  have  madi'  themselves  a  party 
bt  dynamit"'  nr  outrage.  With  the 
physical  foi-ct'  party  lieforc  1881  — 
before  it  had  taken  any  part  in  dynamite 
— the  respondents  had  undoubtedly  had 
dealings.  What  their  policy  lias  been 
is  plain  from  the  following  sentence  iu 
Mr.  ParneH's  evidence  : — 

"  With  Tegard  to  the  qneation  whether  I 
ringht  to  have  forbidden  theae  men  to  enter  our 
movement,  I  hava  alwa.VH  thought  that  in  the 
history  of  Ireland therthftib«en muchjaatifica- 
tioD  for  the  views  that  they  have  taken  up  from 
time  to  time,  and  particolarlv  their  view  ai  re- 
garde  the  inutility  of  Parliamentary  action, 
■ad  I  should  have  considered  it  an  uarsawnable 
couree  on  my  part  to  pursue  at  the  threshold  of 
our  movement,  when  we  were  yet  nnttied, 
when  ODr  movement  waa  yet  untried,  tn  oak 
these  men  to  abandon  their  views,  and  to 
accept  unhesifatingly  mine,  and  to  shut  the 
door  of  the  ConstitatJOQiJ  moTemeat  in  their 
facD  at  the  very  couimeacement  of  thia  move- 
ment, unless  they  agree  to  forego  defiaitely, 
and  to  moke  publia  decloraUons  definitely 
against  any  contingent  reconne  to  physical 
force  hereafter." 


It  is    undoubtedly   the 
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Irish  Party  liave  never  denied  it — thut 
they  are  aTiiiotn,  if  they  can,  to  disann 
the  hostility  of  the  physical  force  party 
in  America  as  well  as  in  England,  and 
to  bring  theiainto  u  comtnou  alliaiioe, 
working  for  what  they  believe  tu  l>e  a 
CoDstitutiocal  policy,  without  requiring 
any  open  or  formal  renUQciation  of  their 
former  views.  But  it  is  snggeattd  by 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  that  it  was 
fonnd  that  the  respondents  had  associated 
with  the  Clan-na-Gael,  and  that  the 
Clan-na-Gael  were  undoubtedly  a  dyna- 
mite faction.  That  has  lioen  fnnnd,  liut 
in  [wint  of  fact,  for  my  own  |>art,  T  do 
not  say  that  it  was  so.  Rnt  it  is  sug- 
gested that  the  Irish  Party  had.  knowing 
this,  associated  with  them  and  souvht 
their  co-operatiou.  That  would  bea  very 
different  matter,  hut  it  is  not  the  i'-ibc. 
The  Report  said — 

■'  It  htm  nat  bceDpraoed  thittha  raipondenU 
or  any  ol  tham,  Vaaw  tliat  the  Clao  Da-Uu«l 
contTolIsd  tha  Lsiigue  or  vftBcoUecliag  money 
(or  the  ParlinmeDUTv  Fund." 

N(jr  did  the  Re[iort  &nd  that  in  aasooia- 
tiiig  with  them  the  rospondeats  knew  the 
operations  of  the  Clan-na-Qael  ;  indeed, 
it  found  that  the  operations  of  the  Clan 
na-Oael  were  secret.     The  ninth  finding 
does  not  apply  to  the  dynamite  party  at 
all,  and  I  entreat  hon.  Members  before 
they  go  about  the  country  condemning 
these    gentlemen    for    associating 
dynamiters   to    rtialise  tliat  it  has  been 
found  that  they  did  not  associat*' 
any  uotorioufl  criminals.     The  evidence 
did    not   refer  to   any   sfiBociatioii    w 
criminals  or  dynamiters.  The  last  find] 
to  which    I  have  to  refer  is  that  w!i 
finds  that  the  respondents  incited   to 
timidation.      That  finding  crops   up 
various  parts  of  the  Report.     Now,  the 
facts  are  these  :     The  resi>ondent8  have 
admitted  boycotting  before  the  Commis- 
sioners, as  they  always  liave  done.    Now 
of  course,  boycotting,  as  every  one  must 
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England  there  is  plenty  of  boycotting. 
What  I  cannot  endure  is  the  oant  and 
hyiJoiTisy  on  this  subject  nf  well-fed  and 
ll-dresaed  men  who  practis*  boycotting 
throuEh  the  iVimrose  Lesgne. 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBST1';R  (St.  Paneras, 
East)  :  Mr-  Speaker,  I  rise  to  a  point  of 
irder.  The  hon.Memberhiut  stated  that  thi- 
^imrose  League  has  been  guilty  of  boj*- 
nitting,  but  he  Ims  not  mentioned  any 
instance. 

R.  T.  RBIDrlbogtOHaythatmore 
thanoncc  iiiraplftints  have  been  made  to  me 
by  people,  who  said  that  tln'y  had  hpeii 
pratically  boyciitted  liy  the  PrimrOM 
League.  Of  course,!  am  not  going  to 
1  did  nut  mean  to  get  into 
a  conflict  with  hon.  fiontlemen  opposite, 
though  I  stimd  hy  every  syllable  I 
have  said.  Now  I  hope  1  may  be  allowed 
to  proceed  with  my  uhservntions.  I  do 
not  defend  boycotting.  I  mean  that  1 
k  boycotting  is  one  of  those  thing* 
th'tit  onght  not  to  be  resiirted  to  except 
ander  the  gravest  necessity.  Whether 
such  a  necessity  existed  in  Ireland  ia 
lt<79,  1J'.'<0,  and  1881  was  a  thing' 
the  Jndges  were  not,  in  their  opinion, 
commissioned  t<j  inquire  into.  The 
result  is,  that  we  have  in  the  Report  ft 
picture  of  boycotting,  but  no  picture  of 
the  miseries  which  led  Uy  that  Imycotting. 
A  few  references  to  the  evidence  will 
explain  the  state  of  things  out  of  which 
boycotting  has  arisen,  On  page  4869 
will  be  found  the  evidence  of  the  pariah 
priest  of  Bautry,  of  whom,  I  am  sur* 
no  one  who  took  part  in  the  proceedings 
before  the  Commission  will  speak  ia 
terms  other  than  respect  for  an  honour- 
able and  upright  man.  He  tells  tow  & 
parishioner  named  Macartney.  o£  Bally- 
core  j  ,  was  e victed  w ith  his  family. 
Five  of  his  children  were  ill  at  the  tim« 
of  measles  or  w?arlet  fever.  They  wer* 
pub  out  in  that  condition,  and  one 
the     children     died     soon     afterwards. 


1  rural    Then,  to  take  another  ease  out  of  tour 
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witliiii  iliis  prieBt'a  paruli,  in  1884 
Charles  Davis  wna  evicted  and  lived  for 
some  weeks  beside  a  dit«h  near  bj ; 
and  under  these  eircatnatancea  his  wife 
gave  birth  to  a  iihild,  ahi-  having 
crawled  into  an  outhouse  unprotected 
hy  a  door,  and  there  she  was  delivered. 
Near  by  a  brother,  Eagene  Davis,  had  a 
holding  from  wliich  he  was  evictt'd,  with 
the  result  that  he  became  insane,  and  is 
now  a  raging  lunatic. 

"  HowBver,"  sajg  the  witnesB,  ■'  I  must  ob- 
■srva  hs  w«B  inwma  some  time  before,  but  at 
the  litn«  of  the  eviction  he    «ppeared   quite 

In  another  cose  Daniel  SullivaTi  was 
evicted  about  1883  or  1883.  He  lived 
on  the  border  of  the  parish  adjoining 
aiutrj.  He  was  evictedat  a  time  wJien 
his  child  was  on  the  verge  of  death,  and 
the  child  died  on  the  following  day. 
His  wife  from  that  day  became  insane, 
though  up  to  then  quite  eane,  and  is  nov^ 
in  a  lunatic  asylum.  The  references  t"! 
these  four  eases  in  the  Pariali  of  Bjintry 
will  be  found  on  jsages  4868-9.  No 
attempt  was  made  to  contract  these  fiicts 
sworn  to  by  the  reverend  gentleman, 
and  I  aak  any  hou.  Member,  if  he  were 
one  of  the  peraons  treated  in  this  way, 
would  he  oondemu  boycotting  with 
as  much  energy?  It  will  be  found  on 
reading  the  Report  that  the  Judges  treat 
boycotting  and  intimidation  as  convertible 
t«rma,  and,  reading  the  Report  in  that 
light,  it  will  appear  that  what  the  res- 
pondents ore  found  gnilty  of  la  boycot- 
ting, and  boycotting  alone.  None  of  the 
respondents  ftn.:  found  to  have  taken 
part  in  any  otiier  act  of  intimidation. 
There  is  a  isfio  reported  of  Mr,  Condon  on 
pa^e  48.  but  the  Judges  do  not  say 
whether  he  did  or  did  not  commit  the 
act.  There  is  no  case  reported  of  any 
branch  of  the  Land  League  taking  pari 
in  any  act  of  outrage,  eicept  the  case  of 
the  Killoo  branch  at  Longford  (p.  HO), 
and  it  is  there  stated  that  the  order 
to  commit  the  aasanlt,  which  ended 
fatally,  was  given  at  a  moutin({   not   of 
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the  Land  League,  but  at  a  meeting  of 
members  ui  the  Land  League,  Tlie 
Judges  do  not  re|iort  tliat  the  respon- 
denta,  as  members  of  tlie  Land  Lea^e, 
had  any  participation  in  the  murder  ; 
they  find  that  the  rosjxiiidonts  did  not 
directly  incite  persons  to  the  commission 
<if  crime  other  than  intimidation. 
There  is  no  case  reported  of  any  of  the 
respondents  committing  any  crime  other 
than  incitement  to  intimidation,  which,  as 
I  have  said,  is  treated  as  equivalent  to 
boycotting.  They  also  find  that  some  of  the 
respondents  did  express  fumd  fide  dis- 
approvalofcrimeaadoutrage,  Only  some 
of  themmadti  speeches  jit  ail,  but  none  of 
them  are  reported  to  have  been  insincere. 
Again,  it  is  iiid,  they  did  not  denounce 
intimidation,  which  is  equivalent  to  boy- 
cotting. Turn  it  which  way  you  will,  if 
boycotting  and  intimidation  are  conver- 
tible tenuH.  you  find  that  the  Report 
holda  them  responsible  for  boycotting 
alone.  If  boycotting  means  intimidation, 
they  afc  responsible  for  intimidation, 
otlierwise  they  are  not.  I  will  not 
examine  for  a  moment  the  statistical 
and  other  arguments  by  which  the 
Judges  come  to  the  conclusion  that  boy- 
cotting led  to  crime.  It  is  well-known 
that  the  roapondents  have  maintained 
(I  do  not  enter  into  that  controversy  for 
the  moment)  that  boycotting,  far  from 
contributing  b'  crime,  tended  to  dimi- 
nish it.  I  do  not  enter  into  that,  but  I 
wish  to  jwint  out  that  tlie  finding  of  the 
Judges  is  founded  on  a  varie^  of  statis- 
tical and  other  arguments  which  show 
that  tlie  qneatton  in  band  wtts  never  con- 
templated to  he  submitted  to  the 
Commission  at  all.  For  my  own  part,  1 
must  say  if  I  were  put  to  choose 
between  the  opinion  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  and  that  of  the  Judges  aa  to 
whether  boycotting  was  warrantable  or 
tended  to  increase  crime,  I  should  prefer 
the  opinion  of  the  people  who  live  around 
these  scenes,  and  tiinongst  whom  Irish 
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Members  come  and  go.  It  was  proved 
by  witnesses  on  both  sides  that  most  of 
the  respectable  people  in  three-fourfchs  of 
Ireland  belonged  to  the  League,  and  that 
parioh  priests,  curates,  and  Catholic 
Bishops  supported  \t  or  sympathised 
with  it.  To  say  that  the  operations  of 
th9  League  increased  crime  is  to  con- 
demn three-fifths  of  the  manhood  of 
Ireland.  It  is  a  direct  condemnation  if 
the  League  consists — as  by  all  testimony 
it  does — of  the  most  respectable  persons 
in  Ireland,  and  is  supported  by  the  great 
Roman  Catholic  Church  in  Ireland.  I 
must  say  myself  when  I  find  that  all 
these  classes  support  this  Association,  I 
find  it  very  difficult  to  believe  that  the 
League  is  the  author  of  the  crimes  and 
intimidation  the  Judges  seem  to  think. 
I  might  further  add,  the  composition  of 
the  Irish  Parliamentary  majority  is  in- 
consistent with  the  view  that  the  League 
is  exercising  intimidation.  I  have  gone 
through  every  one  of  the  separate  find- 
ings of  the  Judges,  and  the  result  comes 
to  this :  As  to  the  charge  that  seven 
Members  of  Parliament  have  favoured 
Separation,  that  was  several  years  ago. 
As  to  defending  prisoners,  I  say  that  was 
nothing  but  honourable  employment  of 
solicitor  and  counsel.  In  regard  to  the 
finding  that  payment  has  been  made  for 
compensation  for  those  who  have  suffered 
for  commission  of  crime,  there  is  only 
one  case  in  which  it  is  proved  that  com- 
pensation was  paid  by  the  League  to 
those  who  had  suffered  injury,  and  in  no 
case  is  it  shown  that  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment had  any  personal  knowledge  of 
what  was  done.  In  regard  to  news- 
papers, there  was  undoubtedly  a  want  of 
supervision  in  some  cases,  but  it  is  not 
proved  there  was  any  knowledge  of 
the  objectionable  articles  on  the  part  of 
the  respondents.  1  have  said  all  I 
have  to  say,  and  I  need  not  advert 
to  these  things  again,  as  to  fche  ob- 
taining money  from  Patrick  Ford,  of  the 
Irish  World,  from  the  physical  force 
party,  and  in  regard  to  boycotting, 
which  is  equivalent  to  intimidation.  I 
do  not  say  I  have  gone  through  every 
line,  but  I  have  gone  through  the  sub- 
stance of  the  Report,  and  I  have 
few  words  to  add.  The  House  is 
is  entitled  to  expect  from  the  Go- 
vernment a  somewhat  different  atti- 
tude in  this  matter.  The  charges  were 
Mr.  H.  T.  Eeicl 


made  by  the  Times;  but,  in  feet,  the  Times 
had  the  Gk)vemment  at  its  back  from  be- 
ginning to  end.  Whether  any  political 
persons  were  mixed  up  with  the  finding 
of  money  for  the  forged  letters  I  cannot 
say.  If  there  were  any,  I  do  not  say  they 
had  any  idea  they  were  conniving  at 
forgery.  One  thing,  however,  is  quite 
certain,  and  that  is  that  the  Bill  was  so 
framed  that  the  accusation  against  the 
Times  could  not  be  entered  upon.  Fur- 
ther, the  Government  offices  were  ran- 
sacked for  the  benefit  of  the  7'imes,  and 
all  accessible  information  was  placed  at 
its  disposal.  I  would  take  me  some  time 
to  establish  tliat,  and  I  am  not  going  to 
attempt  it  now.  The  Home  Secretary 
must  know  something  about  it.  Take 
an  incidental  illustration.  It  could  not 
be  without  the  sanction  of  the  Home  Sec- 
retary that  records  of  searches  for  arms 
and  of  searches  for  letters  by  the  police 
were  placed  at  the  disposal  of  any  litigant. 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not  know 
that  the  records  of  many  searches  for 
arms — 15  or  20,  probably  more — searches 
for  arms  and  letters  by  the  ]K)lice  in 
England  in  our  great  cities  were  put  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Times  ?  It  will  be  an 
interesting  subject  when  it  comes  up  for 
discussion.  I  do  not  wish  to  enlarge 
upon  it  now,  for  time  forbids.  I  say  we 
are  entitled  to  have  from  the  Govern- 
ment something  different  from  their 
present  attitude.  Every  private  Mem- 
ber has  the  right  to  say  to  the  Govern- 
ment :  "  Do  you  believe  that  Members 
of  this  House  are  guilty  of  moral 
complicity  with  crime,  <»r  do  you  not  ?  " 
If  you  do  believe  it,  it  is  your  duty  to 
move  that  they  be  expelled  from  the 
House.  If  you  do  not  believe  it,  then, 
inasmuch  as  you  were  tlie  authors  of  this 
ill-starred  Commission,  it  is  your  duty 
to  say  hO  in  plain  and  unmistakable 
terms.  You  are  not  entitled  to  do  as 
certain  Cabinet  Ministers  have  done — to 
go  about  tlie  country  reading  passages 
from  the  Report  without  explanation  and 
context,  and  so  to  defame  colleagues  out- 
side the  House,  when  you  have  not  the 
courage  to  make  good  your  words  in  the 
face  of  your  political  adversaries.  This 
is  what  you  are  doing — you  are  taking  a 
pride,  a  foolish  pride,  in  the  humilia- 
tion of  Members,  in  degrading  the  charac- 
ter of  the  House,  and  in  lowering  the 
standard  of  political  life. 
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(11.30.)  Mr.  a.  EI  J.IOT  (Roxburgh)  : 
I  think  every  man  in  the  House  must 
have  recognised  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  has  just  •  spoken, 
though  he  has  ceased  his  labours  before 
the  Commission,  yet  has  not  altogether 
divested  himself  of  wig  and  gown. 
Though  he  lias  given  us  an  able  argument 
upon  the  evidence  given  before  the 
Judges,  an  argument  that  might  have 
been,  and  probably  was,  delivered  to  the 
Judges,  yet  we  in  this  House  of  Com- 
mons, however  distinguished  and  honour- 
able the  counsel  may  be,  prefer  to 
tflke  the  Judgment  of  the  Judges  rather 
than  the  judgment  of  the  counsel  en- 
gaged. Some  of  the  arguments,  I  am 
lx)und  to  say  it  does  not  surprise  me  to 
find,  liad  little  weight  with  the  Judges. 
To  go  shortly  into  matters  touched  upon, 
I  will  take,  for  instance,  the  incident  of 
the  books.  The  hon.  and  learned 
(jentlemau  says  these  were  not  forth- 
coming. But  what  say  the  Judges? 
They  say  they  were  entitled  to  expect 
greater  assistance  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  and  his  friends  than  was  given 
tliem  in  this  matter.  How  do  the 
words  of  the  counsel  in  the  case 
weigh  in  the  balance  against  this? 
My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  said  he  did 
not  care  whether  or  not  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  and  his  friends  were  actuated 
by  the  desire  to  obtain  the  absolute 
separation  of  Ireland  from  this  country. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  may  not 
care,  but  the  people  of  this  country  do 
care  ;  and  whether  or  not  this  is  a  crime, 
it  is  most  material  in  the  great  con- 
troversy in  which  we  have  been  engaged 
for  the  last  four  or  five  years,  and  in 
which  we  shall  probably  be  engaged  for 
years  to  come.  It  is  of  importance  that 
the  British  public  should  understand  the 
motives  which  actuated  those  who 
founded  and  supported  the  Land  League 
and  the  National  League  of  Ireland.  Of 
the  moral  chai'acter  of  the  hon.  Member 
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for  Cork  and  his  Colleagues  we  have,  I 
think,  heard  too  much  t«Hiay ;  for  the 
Report  ot  this  Commission  contains 
findings  against  them,  as  a  body  of 
politicians,  such  as  have  no  parallel 
or  precedent  in  the  history  of  this 
country.  A  more  serious  indictment 
has  never  before  Ixjen  made  against 
Members  of  Parliament,  though  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  we  may  perhaps 
have  some  precedents  a  little  more 
recent  and  a  little  more  apt  than  those 
cited  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  who  has  gone  back  to  the  time 
immediately  preceding  the  Civil  War  and 
the  fall  of  the  Monarchy  before  he  could 
find  an  instance  which  was  at  all  parallel 
to  anything  which  has  recently  occurred. 
In  those  trying  times  200  years  ago,  un- 
fortunately, many  things  were  done 
which  no  hon.  Member  could  do  now. 
The  name  of  Algernon  Sidney  is  re- 
spected by  the  Whig  Party,  and  history 
makes  it  clear  that  he  was  free  from  any 
connection  with  crime.  But  what  hap- 
pened in  those  days  cannot  be  made  an 
excuse  for  hon.  Members  in  respect  of 
those  matters  as  to  which  they  have  been 
held  guiliy .  We  have  to  deal  with  our  own 
time  and  Vith  the  circumstances  of  this 
case.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  when  I  heard 
the  address  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  I  felt  something  like  a  pang 
of  regret  that  he  should  use  the  rhetorical 
force  of  his  magnificent  eloquence  for 
the  purpose  of  whitewashing  these  per- 
sons and  minimising  those  ofEences  which 
a  few  years  ago,  when  sitting  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House,  he  was  the 
loudest  and  most  strenuous  in  con- 
demning. Let  us  see  what  has  been 
established  by  the  findings  of  the  Judges. 
It  has  been  established  by  the  evidence 
of  the  most  strenuous  of  its  supporters 
that  the  Land  League  was  intended,  by 
means  of  agitation  against  the  landlords, 
to  bring  about  the  absolute  separation  of 
Ireland  from  the  United  Kingdom.  That 
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was  what  Mr.  Davitt  said.  We  were 
told  a  short  time  since  that  all  this  hap- 
pened 11  years  ago,  and  in  times  of 
distress  in  Ireland,  and  that  the  men  who 
were  then  trying  for  separation  are  doing 
so  no  longer.  But  has  that  programme 
been  departed  from  ?  Gentlemen  go 
about  the  country  telling  the  electors  it 
is  an  absurdity ;  yet  Mr.  Davitt,  the 
founder  of  thb  Land  League,  himself  told 
the  Commission  that  he  was  still  of  the 
same  opinion  as  he  was  then.  I  main- 
tain that  such  an  object  for  politicians  to 
set  before  themselves  as  the  end  to  which 
they  are  working  has  never  been  known 
bjfore — it  is  new  to  oar  political  life  that 
we  should  have  a  political  party  working 
for  an  end  absolutely  unconstitutional. 
But  when  I  come  to  look  at  the  means 
by  which  that  end  is  sought  to  be 
attained,  I  regret  still  more  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian.  The  object  of  the  supporters  of 
the  League   is,  I   maintain,  hostility  to 

the  British  Crown  and  people ;  and, 
according  to  the  finding  of  the  Judges, 
they  adopted  the  most  active  and  ener^ 
getic  means  to  carry  it  out.  The  right 
hou.  Grentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  lias  complimented  the  Judges 
upon  their  learning  and  their  ability  ; 
but  he  has  omitted  altogether  to  compli- 
ment them  upon  that  which  is  their  most 
conspicuous  merit — their  impartiality 
But  1  will  now  go  back  to  tlie  instruments 
which  this  Paity  used  to  bring  about 
their  ends  ;  the  first  was  boycotting,  the 
second  and  most  important  instrument 
was  the  use  they  made  of  the  Press,  and 
the  third  was  the  assistance  they  received 
from  Irislimen  in  America.  Too  much 
attention  cannot  i)ossibly  be  devoted  by 
the  people  of  this  country  to  those  three 
instruments  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  and  his  friends  used  to  attain  their 
ends.  Mv  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was 
not  ashamed  to  stand  up  in  tlie  House  of 
Commons  and  compare  the  boycotting, 
which  was  practised  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  and  his  Colleagues,  with  the 
action  of  the  Primrose  League.  How 
can  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  justify 
the  comparison  between  the  action  of  the 
Mr.  A.  EUioU  j 
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Primrose  League  and  a  boycotting  which 
was 

'*  Ille^l  both  in  its  objects  and  the  means 
which  were  adopted/* 

and  the  object  of  which 

**  Rlaborateand  all-  pervading  tyraDoy  was  not 
only  to  injure  the  individual  landlords  against 
whom  it  was  directed  by  rendering  their  land 
useless  to  them  unless  they  obeyed  the  edicts  of 
the  Land  League,  but  to  injure  the  landlotrds 
as  a  class  and  drive  them  out  of  the  country  F  " 

In  the  opinion  of  the  Judges,  the  leaders 
of  the  League,  who  include  almost  all  the 
well-known  men  in  the  Party,  were  guilty 
of  a  criminal  tx^nspiracy,  the  object  of 
which  was,  by  a  system  of  coercion  and 
intimidation,  to  promote  an  agrarian 
agitation  against  the  payment  of  agricul- 
tural rents,  for  the  purpose  of  impoverish- 
ing and  expelling  from  the  country  the 
Irish  landlords,  who  were  styled  the 
English  garrison.  Yet  it  is  this  abomina- 
ble system  which  hon.  Members  are  not 
ashamed  to  compare  to  the  action  of  the 
Primrose  League.  The  second  instrument 
made  use  of  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  and  his  Colleagues  was  the  Press. 
We  are  told  that  the  Land  League  was 
only  constructively  responsible  for  the 
circulation  of  the  Irish  World  in  Ireland. 
In  June,  1880,  the /rwA  IFar/rf  published 
an  article  suggesting  that  London  should 
be  fired  in  50  different  places  simul- 
taneously ;  and  afterwards  attempts  were 
made  to  fire  London,  the  schemes  of  the 
scoundrels  being  only  defeated  by  the 
vigilance  of  the  police.  Over  and  over 
again  the  Irish  World  advocated  the  use 
of  dynamite.  Why,  then,  was  it  sent 
into  Ireland?  Because  Mr.  Davitt,  the 
chief  of  the  Land  League,  wished  tliat  it 

should  circulate  there.  In  1881  Mr. 
Davitt  telegraphed  his  thanks  to  Ford 
for  the  services  of  the  Irish  World.  We 
are  told  that  these  things  are  repented 
of,  but  what  says  Mr.  Davitt  ?  He  was 
acquainted  with  the  writings  of  Ford,  he 
knew  that  Ford  had  advocated  the  firing 
of  London  in  50  difEerent  places,  and  yet, 
in  the   witnessr  box,  he    declared   Uiat 
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he  had  seldom  made  acquaintance  with 
a  better    Christian    and    philanthropist. 
Surely    here    the    connection    is    close 
enough.     As  to  the  Irishman^  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dumfries  says 
that  it  was  an  unimportant  publication, 
and  that  Lord  Spencer  hardly  knew  of 
its  existence  ;  yet  we  know  it  was  estab- 
lished to  carry  out  the  designs   of   the 
Land  League.     Unimportant  or  not,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  knew  of  it.     He 
bought  it  from  Pigott  just  before  the  ap- 
pearance in  its  columns  of  the  rascaUy 
articles  which  all  must  condemn.     The 
Irishman,  owned    by  the  hon.   Member 
for  Cork  City,  and  edited   by  the   hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork,  was  used 
for  carrying  on  the   work  of  the   Lnnd 
League.     In  this  paper  an  article  headed 
"  The  Strangling  Commission  "    likened 
the  preliminary  inquiries   into  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the   murder  of   Lord   F. 
Cavendish  to  inquiries  under  the  Spanish 
Inquisition,   and    in    the   same    journal 
paragraphs   were    published    about  the 
wonderful  heroism  of  Joe  Brady,  one  of 
the  murderers.       In  1885  the  Irishman 
praisdd  the  hon.   Member  for  Cork  for 
not   denouncing   the    use   of    dynamite. 
The   methods  which  were    disclosed   in 
this  and  other  publications  are  disgrace- 
ful.    Bearing  them  in  mind,  it  is  very 
difficult  to  understand  how  hon.  Mem- 
bers can  come  to  this  House   and   say 
that  after  all  they  were  only  politicians 
taking    part  in  a  political    movement. 
These   are   not  the   instruments  which 
Members  of   Parliament    hav6   hitherto 
used  in  this  country,  and  they  are  not  the 
instruments  which  the  British  electors 
think  ought  to  be  adopted.     And  now  I 
come  to  the  third  means  ruthlessly  and 
recklessly  adopted  by  hon.  Members  for 
Ireland  in  order  to  attain  their  objects, 
the  use  made  of  the  League  in  Ireland, 
and  its  connection  to  the  Clan-na-Gael. 
I  was  much  struck  by  a  speech  recently, 
in    which  Lord  Spencer  alluded  to  his 
gratification   at   finding    that    the    hon. 
Member  for  Cork  was  weaning  deluded 
Irishmen  from   nefarious   practices  and 
immoral  methods,  aind  inducing  them  to 
adopt   Constitutional    means  for  e£Eect- 
ing  their  objects.     Let  the  noble  Lord, 
and  those  who  are  of  the  same  opinion, 
read  the   last    15   or   20  pages  of  the 
Commissioners*  Report.     There  they  will 
find  described  and  laid  bare  a  hideous 


conspiracy— a  conspiracy  as   hostile  as 
any  could  possibly  be  to  the  Queen  and 
people  of  the  United  Kingdom.     Those 
pages  do  not  show  that  the  hon.  Member 
is  weaning  the  Clan-na-Gael  from  their 
nefarious  pr  ctices.      What  they  show  is 
that  year  after  year  the   Clan-na-Gael 
kept  control  over  the  National  League, 
moulded  it  to  their  own  purposes,  and 
used  the  hon.  Member  for  their  own  ends. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
has  said  that  the  Report  of  the  Judges 
does  not  extend  to  matters  later  than 
1885,     In  one  very    important   matter, 
however,  that  limit  is  overstepped.  With 
reference   to   the  receipt  of  money  the 
inquiry  extended  to  1886  and  1887,  long 
after  the  **  Union  of  Hearts  "  had  become 
established.    In  those  years  some  £  1 8,000 
or   £19,000    were    transmitted    to    the 
Nationalist  Members  from  America,  and 
it    is    well  that  the    British    electorate 
should   know   that  so   recently  as   this 
Irish    Members   received   thousands    of 
pounds  which  had  come  largely  out  of 
the  pockets  of  the  Clan-na-Gkiel  and  other 
enemies  of  this  country.      The   Judges 
found  that  in  1886-7  nearly  £19,000  was 
transmitted   by   Irish-American   organi- 
sations which  were  under  the  control  of 
the  Clan-na-Gael,  in  aid  of  the  objects 
promoted  by  Members  of  this  House,  who 
profess     their    zeal     for    Constitutional 
methods.     Whatever   the    knowledge  of 
hon.  Members  may  be,  that  money  came 
from  the  enemies  of  the  Queen  and  the 
British  people.     I  do  not  care  so  much 
about  the  quibble  as  to  what  is  personal 
in  these  charges.  I  will  not  argue  on  the 
distinction    between    what    is    personal 
crime  and  what  is  not.     There  is  some- 
thing more  important  than  the  personal 
characters    of    these    Members.      It    is 
infinitely  more  important  that  the  British 
electorate  should   know   the  means  by 
which  this  controversy  for  Home  Rule  is 
being  carried  on.     It  should  be  known 
that  in  1886  and   1887,  as  in   1881  and 
1882,  the    sinews    of    war    have    been 
found    and    the    movement   kept  going 
by     enemies    of     the     British     people. 
You     talk     about     the      terrible      cri- 
minality  of   the  Times  newspaper,    but 
whatever   was    the    criminality    of    the 
Tim£s,  it  has  paid  £5,000,  the  amount 
assessed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  as  his  own  damages.     No  one 
contends  that  the   Times  was  guilty  of 
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deliberate  fraud,  though  it  may  have 
been  guilty  of  reckless  conduct.  I  should, 
indeed,  be  surprised  to  hear  any  hon. 
Member  say  that  Mr.  Walter  of  the 
Times  knew  the  letters  were  forgeries. 
But  whatever  it«  recklessness  or  folly  in 
trusting  Pigott,  it  was  only  guilty  of 
involuntary  mistake,  and  its  conduct  was 
not  comparable  in  point  of  criminality 
.with  that  which  has  been  brought  home  to 
those  who  are  fellow- workers  of  the  hon. 
Members  below  the  Grangway. 

Debite  adjourned  till  to-morrow. 

BARRACK  (CONSOLIDATED  FUND). 
Resolution  [27th  February]  reported, 

'*l*hat  it  18  expedient  to  provide  for  the 
building  and  enlarging  barracks  and  camps  in 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  in  certain  colonies, 
and  for  that  purpose  to  authorise  the  charge 
upon  and  the  issue  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  of  a  sum  or  sums  not  exceeding  £4,100,000, 
to  empower  the  Commissioners  of  Her  liajesty's 
Treasury  to  borrow  moneys  for  the  re-payment 
of  part  of  the  sum  so  issued  ;  'and  to  authorise 
the  payment  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by 
Parliament  of  the  principal  and  interest  of  such 
borrowed  moneys. " 

Resolution  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  mttde,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  Tliat  this  House  doth  agret*  with  the 
Committ4*e  \\\  tliesjiid  Resolution." 

♦(11.5.3.)  Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  :  I  hope  the  Government 
will  not  ask  us  to  proceed  with  this 
debate.  The  Resolution  was  agreed  to 
after  a  short  debate,  and  I  do  not  think 
that  either  the  House  or  the  country 
understand  the  real  nature  of  the  prin- 
ciple to  be  applied  to  this  question.  It 
is  proposed,  I  believe,  to  sp  nd  about 
four  millions.  A  dangerous  and  un-Con- 
stitutional  principle  wom  applied  to  the 
Navy  expenditure  last  year,  and  it  is  now 
proposed  to  repeat  the  experiment,  and 
to  declare  that  the  House  of  Commons 
is  incapable  of  dealing  annually  with  the 
expenditure  of  the  country.  It  is  now 
proposed  that  in   1890  we  shall  control 

the  expenditure  of  1891-2..3.4. 
Mr.  A,  Elliott 


Debate   to  be   resumed  upon  Tburs- 
day. 

It  being  midnight,  the  Debate  itood 
adjourned. 

MOTIONS. 


STRIKES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  De  Cobain,  Bill  for  dealing 
with  Strikes  among  Workmen,  and  remedying 
some  of  the  evils  of  the  Sweating  System, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  De  Cobain, 
.Mr.  Byron  Reed,  Mr.  Oremer,  Mr.  Guning- 
hame  Graham,  and  Mr.  Jordan. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  174.] 

LIMTTID    OWNERS    OF    lANO    (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

.  On  Motion  of  Mr.  Asqaith*  Bill  to  enlarge 
the  powers  of  Limited  Owners  of  Land  in 
Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Asquith,  Mr.  Haldane,  Mr.  Donald  Crawford, 
and  Mr.  M*Lagan. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BUI  175.] 


STATUTE  OF  34  EDWARD  III.,  c   1. 

Address  for — 

"  Copy  of  the  Revised  Edition  of  the  Statute 
of  34  Edward  III.,  o.  I.  year  I860.til,  for  the 
appointment  of  the  Justices  of  the  Peace,  and 
defining  their  powers  and  jurisdiction.** — 
{Mr,  William  Corbet.) 

m 

PASSENGERS   TRAINS   (CORRESPON- 

DENCE.) 

Return  presented — 

**0f  Correspondence  between  the  Board  of 
Trade  and  certain  Railway  Companies  with 
reference  to  the  Return  relating  to  the  tunning 
of  Passenger  Trains.'* 

[Ordered  3rd  March ;  {Sir  Michuel 
Hicks  Beach)]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Hottsa  adjourned  at  fire  minutes 
after  Tweltv  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    or    LORDS, 

Tuetday,  4lh  March,  1890. 


ECCLESrASTICAL  BUSINESS  FEES. 

Ordered,  That  the  Returns  respecting 
(oidered  !2tii  August,  1889)  and  laid 
before  the  Housa  on  the  13th  of  Feb- 
ruary  last  be  withdrawn,  the  same  having 
been  found  inrampleta ;  The  order  (or 
printing  disohargd. 

COLONIAL    COURTS     OF    ADMIRALTY 
BILL.— (No.  29.) 
SECOND  KEADINCi. 

n'HE  SECREl'ABY  of  STATE  roR 
THE  COLONIES  (Lord  Knutsford)  :  My 
Lords,  the  main  abject  of  the  Bill  to 
which  I  have  to  ask  you  to  give  si  Second 
Reading  is  to  nuiko  a  more  satisfactory 
arrangement  as  regards  the  constitution 
of  Vice  Admiralty  Courts  in  the  colonies, 
and  to  confer  upon  the  chief 
Courts  of  the  colonies  the  Admiralty 
jnrisdiction  which  is  now  possessed 
and  exercised  by  the  High  Court 
of  Justic3  in  England.  The  existing 
xtiite  of  things  is  shortly  as  follows : 
By  the  Act  of  the  30  and  31  Vict.  cap.  45 
u  Vice  Admiralty  Court  may  be  estab- 
lished in  any  colony,  whether  it  be  a 
Crown  Colony  or  a  colony  possessing  a 
representative  and  independent  Legisla- 
ture, but  the  Court  is  Imperial  and  not 
Colonial.  The  appeal  from  it,  speaking 
generally,  is  direct  to  the  Queen  in 
Council.  The  Admiralty  have  the  power 
of  appointing  the  Judges  and  officers  to 
that  Court;  but,  as  a  rule,  they-very  rarely 
esercise  that  power.  In  the  absence  of  any 
appointment  by  the  Admiralty,  the  Chief 
Justice  orthe  highest  Judicial  officer  inthe 
colony  is  the  Jndge  of  the  Court  ex  officio  ; 
iind  it  rests  with  him  also,  in  the  absence 
of  any  appointment  by  the  Admiralty,  to 
ji[ipoint  officers  and  registrars  to  theConrt. 
The  Chief  Justice  may  also  appoint  one 
of  tlie  puisne  Judges  to  act  as  Deputy 
Judge  ;  but,  nf  course,  that  Judge  acts  as 
Judge  of  an  Imperial  Court,  although  he 
is  also  a  Judge  of  the  Colonial  Civil  Court, 
iind  no  apjieal  lies  from  any  judgment  or 
decision  of  his  given  in  Admiralty 
mattars  to  the  full  Court  of  the  colony, 
but  only  direct  to  the  Queen  in  Council. 
This  state  of  things  is  not  satisfactoiy. 
VOL.   CCCXLL       [thibd    sekibb.] 


1,1890}  Admiralty  BUI.         1762 

We  have  thus  in  a  colony  two  Courts 
side  by  side — theCivil  Colonial  Court  and 
the  Imperial  Vice  Admiralty  Court, 
with  separate  Rules  of  Procedure,  and 
separate  Judges  and  officers,  and  although 
the  same  persons  are  acting  as  Judges 
and  officers  of  the  two  Courts,  yet  it  is 
clear  from  what  I  have  brought  to  yon/ 
Lordships'  attention,  that  they  are  acting 
under  separate  jurisdictions  and  author> 
ities.  This  matter  is  somewhat  mor6 
complicated  from  the  fact  that  the 
Colonial  Civil  Court  and  the  Vice 
Admiralty  Court  in  the  colony  have 
very  often  concurrent  jurisdiction,  as,  for 
ins^nce,  in  cases  arising  under  the 
Gastoms  Acts.  In  1883  a  proposal  was 
sent  out  to  the  colonies  for  consolidating, 
and  in  some  measure  extending,  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Vice  Admiralty  Courts 
in  the  colonies,  but  not  altering  the  con- 
stitntion  of  those  Courts,  or  taking  away 
their  Imperial  character.  When  the  re- 
plies were  received  to  that  Circular  Des- 
patch, the  qaeation Arose  whether  it  would 
not  be  better  to  altogether  abolish  Vice 
Admiralty  Courts  in  the  colonies,  and  to 
transfer  all  theii"  jurisdiction  to  the 
Chief  Courts  in  the  colonies.  The 
replies  showed,  in  fact,  that  the  Vice 
Admiralty  Court  was  more  and  more 
regarded  as  a  Colonial  Court — a  Court  of 
the  colony— 4nd  that  the  Colonial 
Courts  required  more  and  more 
Admiralty  jurisdiction  to  be  vested  in 
them.  Her  Majesty's  then  Government 
decided  in  favour  of  this  scheme ; 
and  a  Bill  was  drafted  and 
sjnt  out  to  the  colonies  1^  the  noble 
Lord  the  Earl  of  Derby  with  a  Despateh 
in  March,  1885.  That  Bill  was,  in  sub- 
stauce,  the  same  as  is  now  under  the 
consideration  of  your  Lordships.  It  was 
accepted  by  all  the  colonies  but  four — 
Victoria,  New  South  Wales,  British 
Honduras,  and  St.  Helena.  The  first 
two  of  those  colonies  are,  of  course, 
colonies  of  great  importance, and  theirfear 
seemed  to  be  lest  Imperial  control  was 
to  be  exercised  over  thf  Colonial 
Courts ;  a  fear  which,  I  think,  arises 
from  a  misapprehension  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill.  However,  I  need  not 
trouble  your  Lordships  further  with 
any  objections  that  were  raised,  because 
those  four  colonies  have  been  placed 
in  Schedule  1  of  this  Bill;  and  the 
Act  will  not  apply  to  them  unless  they 
sabsequen^tly  desire  to  be  admitted  under- 
3  S 
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it.  Broadly  speaking,  then,  the  object 
of  this  Bill  is  to  do  away  with  the 
Imperial  Vice  Admiralty  Conrts  in  the 
colonies,  and  to  transfer  the  Admiralty 
jurisdiction  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  in 
England  to  the  Colonial  Courts,  and  also 
to  allow  inferior  Courts  in  the  colonies,  if 
the  colonies  so  desire  it,  to  exercise  the 
partial  and  limited  Admiralty  jurisdic- 
tion which  the  County  Courts  in  England 
exercise.  It  is  provided,  therefore,  by 
the  3rd  section  of  this  Bill  that  the 
Colonial  Legislatures  may  declare  what 
Courts  of  unlimited  jurisdiction  shall  act 
as  Colonial  Courts  of  Admiralty,  and 
also  what  inferior  Courts  shall  have  that 
partial  and  limited  jurisdiction  to  which 
I  have  referred.  By  Clause  4  the  laws 
upon  this  point  are  to  be  reserved  for 
Her  lifajesty's  pleasure,  or  else  there  is 
to  be  a  suspending  clause  which  will 
prevent  their  coming  into  operation  until 
Her  Majesty's  assent  has  been  signified. 
By  Section  5  an  appeal  is  given  to  the 
local  Court  from  decisions  of  the  Ad- 
miralty Court,  thus  avoiding  the  necessity 
of  a  direct  appeal  to  the  Queen  in 
Council ;  but  in  case  there  is  no  local 
appeal,  or  in  cas3  there  is  no  further 
local  ap|)eal,  the  right  to  appeal  to  the 
Queen  in  Council  is  preserved.  I  think 
I  need  hardly  trouble  your  Lordships 
with  any  further  details  upon  the 
sactions  of  this  Bill.  But  perhaps  I 
might  bring  one  point  under  the  n»  tice  of 
your  Lordships  :  As  the  Admiralty  juris- 
diction is  one  of  an  Imperial  character, 
and  as  it  deals  with  acts  committed  on 
the  high  seas  all  over  the  world,  and  as, 
therefore,  it  may  affect  our  relations  with 
foreign  nations,  and  thereby  place  some 
•  responsibility  upon  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment, it  is  thought  right  that  some  con- 
trol should  be  reserved  over  these  Colonial 
Courts  of  Admiralty.  Such  control  is 
clearly  important  for  the  purpose  of  se- 
curing uniformity  of  practice  through  the 
Empire,  and  of  laying  down  the  lines  by 
which  the  Courts  would  be  guided  in  the 
exercise  of  their  jurisdiction  when  dealing 
with  questions  of  International  Law.  That 
control  is  secured  partly  by  a  provision 
which  requires  that  all  Rules  of  Pro- 
cedure, except  Rules  of  mere  detail  of 
Procedure,  shall,  in  the  first  instance,  be 
submitted  to  the  Queen  in  Council,  and 
partly  by  providing  that  the  Crown  shall 
have  the  right,  as  heretofore,  of  creating 
3  Vice  Admiralty  Court  in  any  colony. 
Lord  KnuUford 


It  is  manifest  that  with  regard  to  some 
small  colonies — as,  for  instance,  in  Heli- 
goland, where  the  Governor  is  Chief 
Justice,  as  he  is  also  in  the  Falkland  Islands 
and  St.  Helena — it  would  be  important 
to  make  provision,  if  the  necessity  should 
arise,  for  constituting  a  Vice  Admiralty 
Court  for  the  time,  and  to  appoint 
thereto  a  man  having  a  legal  training. 
My  Lords,  the  Bill  is  one  of  considerable 
importance  ;  but  I  refrain  from  going 
now  further  into  the  details  of  the 
question  because,  if  your  Lordships  will 
grant  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  I 
propose  to  refer  it  to  the  Committee  on 
Law. 

Bill  read  2*  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  the  Standing  Committee 
for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  &c. 

CATHEDRAL  CHURCHES   BILL. 
(No.  14.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  order),  and 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

ARCHDEACONRY  OF  CORNWALL  BILL. 

(No.  6.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order) ;  Bill  reported  without  amend- 
ment; and  to  be  read  3'  on  Thursday 
next. 

IRELAND-THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION. 
QUESTION — OBSERVATIONS. 

♦Earl  BEAUCHAMP  :  It  is  not  my 
fault  that  this  question  was  not  put  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  some  days 
ago ;  but  it  has  been  postponed  for  the 
return  of  the  noble  Marquess  the  Prime 
Minister,  whom  we  are  all,  I  am  sure, 
glad  to  see  among  us  again  with  renewed 
health  and  vigour.  The  question  is  a 
very  simple  one.  It  is  to  ask  Her 
Majesty's  Government  what  course  they 
propose  to  take  in  this  House  in  reference 
to  the  Reportof  the  Special  Commissioners- 
appointed  under  the  Special  Commission 
Act  1888.  I  am  not  going  to  refer  in 
any  way  to  the  circumstances  which 
called  forth  that  Act,  but  your  Lordships, 
will  remember  that  under  it  three 
eminent  Judges  were  appointed  to  decide 
the  matters  referred  to  them.  Those 
eminent  Judges  have  applied  themselves 
during  the  greater  part  of  two  year» 
with  the  utmost  public  spirit,  ability,  and 
energy  to  the  discharge  of  the  duties 
which  were  entrusted  to  them,  as  mani- 
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fested  by  their  Report.  That  Report  haa  '■ 
been  preseuted  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  it  has  been  presantid  to  your  Lord- 
ships. I  ttnderetend  that  in  another 
place  (as  I  learn  from  perusing  the  Par- 
liamentary Ifotices)  that  a  mc«t  wise  and 
temponite  Motion  has  been  moved  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury ;  and  it 
appeara  tome  thatif  it  is  rightand  proper 
that  the  House  of  Commons  should  take 
notice  of  that  Report,  it  would  be  an 
abdication  of  your  Ijordahipa'  fnnetions  if 
you  did  not  also  pronounce  an  opinion 
upon  the  subject.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  Report,  being  Ets  it  is  a  Report  to 
bath  Houses  of  Parliament,  chaUenges  an 
expression  of  opinion  from  both  Houses. 
I  might  even  say  that  I  think  the  labour 
and  pains  which  the  three  Judges  have 
bestowed  upon  the  matter  deserve  an 
expression  of  thanks  from  this  HotiB3  in 
the  most  formal  manner,  and  I  do  not 
know  any  reason  which  can  be  alleged 
why  your  Lordships  should  not  take 
action  in  the  matter.  If,  indeed,  the 
three  Judges  had  been  appointed 
under  a  Resolution  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  it  would  then  have  been  a 
matter  entirely  under  the  cc^isance 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  or  If  the 
matters  referred  to  the  Judges  had  con- 
cerned only  the  conduct  of  Members  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  then,  perhap, 
a  reason  would  have  esisted  for  your 
Loriships  not  interfering  in  the 
matter.  But  your  Lordships  must 
remember  that  the  matters  referred 
to  the  Judges  were  not  merely  limited 
to  the  conduct  of  certain  Members 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  but  other 
persons,  too,  were  implicated,  and  their 
conduct  also  was  referred  to  the  Judges 
for  investigation.  It  appears  to  me, 
therefore  ,that  your  Lordships  would  be 
failing  in  part  of  your  duty  if  you  did  not 
lake  some  action  in  the  matter.  It  is 
therefore  that  I  aak  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  to  whom  we  naturally  look 
for  guidance  in  these  mattsra,  what 
coures  they  intsnd  to  pursue  with  respect 
to  the  Report  of  the  Special  Commissionere 
appointed  under  the  Act  of  1888  P 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SECRE- 
TARY OF  STATE  TOB  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Martjuess  of  Sausbuev)  ; 
I  concur  with  my  noble  Friend  in 
saying  that  the  Report  prepared  in 
obedience  to  the  prescription  of  both 
Houses  of  Parliament,  the  result  of  so 


much  labour  and  energy,  ought  uot  to  be 
passed  by  on  the  part  of  the  House  of 
Lords  without  notice.  But  the  position 
of  the  two  Houses  is  not  exactly  the  same 
in  respect  to  this  Report.  It  deals  very 
lately  with  imputations  made  against 
Members  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment. I  do  not  know  that  there  is  any 
Member  of  your  Lordships'  House  in  that 
position,  and,  therefore,  it  is  natural  that 
the  House  of  Commons  should  first  deal 
with  that  Report,  and  I  think,  as  a  mere 
matter  of  courtesy,  it  is  well  that  we 
should  allow  the  House  of  Commons 
to  take  what  action  it  thinks  best 
before  we  move  in  the  matter,  I 
suppose  the  Houseof  Commons  will  come 
X)  some  decision  in  the  matter,  and  I  see 
M  reason  why,  as  6tr  as  I  know,  thi^ 
action    of     this    House     should     differ 

kterially  from  the  action  of  the  House 
of  Commons. 

Bakl  GRANVILLE  t  Do  I  undersfand 
the  nobie  Marquess  rightly  that  it  is 
proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  recommend  this  House  to  do  not  what 
is  now  proposed  to  be  done  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  but  anything  which  may 
be  settled  by  the  House  of  CommoiiK 
which  lakes  the  same  line  1 

The  MAiKiTTEss  av  SALISBURY  : 
That,p3rhape,would  be  abold  promise.  It 
m^ht  be  a  safe  one,  but  I  do  not  think  I 
have  ventured  so  far  as  that.  The  only 
thing  is,  we  shall  not  resolve  upon  the 
Motion  which  we  shall  ask  your  Lord- 
ships to  accept  until  we  have  seen 
what  the  action  of  the  House  of  Com- 


HooM  adjouTDed  at.  a  qaarter  bafore  Fira 
o'clock,     to   Tburaday    next,    h 

quarter  ptut  Ten  o'clock.. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS^ 
Tuesday,  ith  March,  1890. 


QUESTIONS. 

CTI-BUS. 
Me.  STANLEY  LEIQHTON  (Shrop 
shire,  Oswestry)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
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master  Qenerat  whether,  in  view  of  the 
Rjport  of  the  High  Gommusioner  of 
Cyprus  (p.  41,  Rep.  1887—8,  publiahed 
1889),  that, 

"  A  marked  feature  ia  the  import  trade  ba' 
beeo  the  decline  in  the  value  of  importa  from 
Oreat  Biitain  since  the  dJacoDtiauance  of  the 
weekljr  mail  gervice  from  AUiandria," 
he  will  take  into  his  Eavourahle  conaidenb- 
tion  the  expediency  of  re-establishing 
direct  poetal  commaaication  betwewi 
Great  Britain  and  Cyprus  in  British 
Ships! 

•The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes,  University  of  Cambridge)  ;  I  can 
(tssurj  my  hon.  Friend  that  proposals 
t3  re-esbibliah  a  British  Packet  Service 
between  this  country  and  Cyprus  hare 
■  more  than  once  occupied  my  attention, 
aud  I  recogaise  the  importance  of  the 
consideration  to  which  he  refers  as  bear- 
ing upon  the  question.  But  the  mattei 
is  one  in  which  my  Department  ia  not 
free  to  act  alone,  aud  has  to  be  decided 
by    Ucr    Majesty's   Gtoverument    as    a 

Mb.  STANLEY"  LEIGHTON  :    I  beg 

i^  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  he  can  state  the  total  amount  of 
money  transmitted  from  Cyprus 
Kiigland  under  the  head  of  "  Tribut;  to 
f.ie  Porte"  from  the  year  1879-80  to  the 
present  time ;  the  amount  transmitted 
\i'^  tlie  British  Treasurer  to  France  during 
the  same  period;  and  the  amount 
reserved  for  a  sinking  fund  on  the 
Turkish  l,Jin  guarantsed  by  Great  Britain 
and  France  ? 

•The  chancellor  oi-  the  EXCHE- 
yUER  (Mr.  GoaCHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  total  amount 
tranamittjd  from  Cyprus  to  England 
during  the  1 1  years  in  question  as 
"tribute  tothe  Porte"  is  £959,361  14s.9d. 
The  amount  tr.msmittsd  to  France  in  re- 
p:iyment  of  interest  on  the  Imperial 
UttomanGuarauteedloanis£30,501  Is.  3d. 
'L'lie  amount  at  present  standing  to  the 
credit  of  the  Cyprus  tribute  account  is 
£55,828  4e.  7d. 

Mr.  S.  LEIGHTON  :  Do  I  understand 
my  right  hon.  Friend  to  say  that  the 
sum  of  only  £30,500  has  baen  trans- 
mitted to  France! 

•Mr.,    GOSCHBN:     I    am     sorr^     to 
astonish  my  hon.  Friend ;  but  so  it  is. 
Mr.  Stanley  Leighton 


RIOTIKG  IN  THE  PUNJAB, 
Ma.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  whether  he. will  lay  upon  the 
Table  the  Papers  relating  to  certain  dis- 
turbances and  rioting  in  Rohtak,  ii*.  the 
Punjab,  in  August  aud  September  last, 
and  the  Reports  of  the  tnal  of  certain 
peisons  accused  in  connection  there- 
with, and  of  the  appeal  and  jadgment 
thereon  1 

The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  GORST,  Chatham)  : 
The  Secretary  of  State  has  no  Papers  re- 
lating to  the  riot  at  Rohtak.  The  persons 
implicated  were  dealt  with  by.  the 
ordinary  tribunals,  and  no  Report,  of  the 
trials  or  judgments  would,  in  ordinary 
course,  be  sent  to  the  India  Office. 

EXCISE   ADMINISTRATION    IN  INDIA. 

Mb.  CAINE  (Barrow)  ;  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  Stats  for  India  if 
he  has  yet  received  the  reply  of  the 
Indian  Government  to  the  Despatch  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
"Revenue  No.  52,  Excise  Administration. 
Resolution  of  the  House  of  (Commons," 
dated  16th  May,  1889  ;  when  it  will  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House ;  and 
will  it  be  circulated  to  Members  ! 

Sia  J.  GORST  :  The  Despatch  has  just 
been  received,  and  if  the  hon.  Member 
will  move  for  it,  it  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table. 

THE  VOLUNTEER  FORCE  OF  INDIA. 

Ma.  CAINE  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether  the 
Secretary,  of  State  for  India  is  aware  that, 
while  admission  to  the  Volunteer  Forceof 
India  is  refused  to  the,  inhabitants  of  that 
country  as  such,  Indian  Christians  are 
permitted  to  become  members  of  these 
oi^nisations ;  and  whether,  if  he  finds 
the  facts  are  as  stated  above,  the 
Secretary  of  Stat«  will  give  instructions 
to  the  Government  of  India  to  remove  a 
disqualification  which  depends  solely 
upon  the  profession  of  a  particular 
religion,  and  make  it  possible  for  any 
Indians  who  may  desire  to  do  so  to  join 
the  Volunteer  Forces  of  the  country  Y 

Sib  J.  GORST:  No,  Mr.  Speaker. 
There  is  no  such  exceptions  in  favour  of 
Christians.  All  natives  of  India  are 
alike  eligible  for  admission  to  Volunteer 
Corps. 


1769 


Th^  CivU 


{March  4,  189a} 


Service. 


1770 


SCHEMES  OF  THE  CHARITi'  COxM- 

MISSI0NER8. 
Mr.  C.  ACLAND  (Cornwall,  Launces- 
ton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member 
for  Penrith  (Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther)  whether 
the  Charity  Ccnnmissioners  will  be  pre- 
parad  to  send  to  the  Clerks  of  the 
Councils  of  the  Counties  of  Devon  and 
Cornwall  a  copy  of  every  draft  scheme 
to  be  published  by  the  direction  of  the 
Commissioners,  for  the  regulation  of  a 
charity  administered  for  the  banefit  of 
any  parish  or  plac3  witiiin  the  said 
counties  ? 

♦Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumbarland, 
Penrith) :  The  Charity  Commissioners 
will  comply  with  the  request  of  any 
County  Council  which  pas83S  a  rasolution 
requesting  to  be  supplied  with  a  copy  of 
every  Draft  Scheme  in  that  county, 
published  aftar  the  date  of  such  resolu- 
tion. 

THE  CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 
Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
when  the  Civil  Service  Estimates  will 
be  in  the  hands  of  Members  ? 

*1'HB  SECRETARY  to  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  Jackson,  Lseds,  N.) :  Class  I.  will 
be  circulated  on  Monday  next,  and  the 
remaining  Classes  within  a  few  days. 

THE  DELAGOA  BAY  RAILWAY. 
Mr.   SBTON-KARR  (St.  Helen's) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  S3cretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  Dalagoa  Bay  Railway  Concession 
is  about  to  be  offered  at  auction  by  the 
Portuguese    Government,    and    that    a 
group  of  capitalists  is  being  formed  to 
purchase   it;    whether,   if    this   is    the 
case,  the  purchase-money  will  be  paid 
to  the   Portuguese  Government  uncon- 
ditionally or  otherwise ;  and  how  it  is 
proposed  to  protect  the  interests  '©f  the 
present  shareholders  ? 
*The  under  secretary  op  STATE 
for     foreign     AFFAIRS     (Sir     J. 
Fergusson,  Manchester,  N.E.)  :    We  are 
not   informed   as  to  the  railway  being 
sold  by  auction,  or  as  to  the  terms  on 
which  it  will  be  paid  for.      On  page  59 
of  the   Papers    will  be  found  a   Royal 
Decree  approving  a  contract  for  the  com- 
pletion of  the  line  by  a  Dutch  Company.  I 
stated  rather  fully  yesterday  the  actual 
condition   of  the   s^irs.      If  my  hon. 


Friend,  after referencer  todiat^tat^iQ^ni; 
desires  further  information,  I  shall  be 
glad  to  afford  it,  if  possible. 

THE  CIVIL  SERVICE. 

Mr.  RICHARD  POWER  ( Wat erford) : 
J.  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  he.  will  statj  the 
intentions  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
as  regards  the  proposals  of  the  Ridley 
Commission,  as  set  forth  in  their  Second 
Report,  presented  in  August  1888,  in 
connection  with  the  Higher  Division  of 
the  Civil  Service ;  and  when  the 
Superannuation  Bill  will  be  laid  upon 
the  Table,  the  interests  of  the  Service 
having  suffered  by  the  prolonged  anxiety 
occasioned  in  the  various  Public  Depart- 
ments owing  to  the  uncertainty  as  to  the 
steps  that  may  be  taken  to  give  effect  to 
the  proposals  referred  to  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  am  afraid  it  is 
impossible,  within  the  limits  of  an 
answer  to  a  question,  to  state  in  more 
deatil  than  was  done  in  the  Treasury 
Minute  of  August  10  last  what  our 
intentions  are  with  reference  to  thi^ 
recommendations  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission in  connection  with  the  Higher 
Division  of  the  Civil  Service.  I  am, 
however,  engaged  upon  a  Treasury 
Minute  on  the  subject,  which  can  be 
framed  with  comparative  facility  as 
regards  future  entrants,  but  presents 
many  difficulties  as  regards  existing 
Civil  Servants.  The  Royal  Commission 
recommended  that  the .  hours  of  attend- 
ance should  in  future  be  seven,  and 
stated  that — 

**  In  the  case  of  the  Higher  Division,  we  do 
not  think  that  it  necessarily  follows  that  a 
requirement  of  seven  hours*  attendance  shonld 
involve  increased  pay." 

The  Treasury  Minute  of  August  pre- 
scribed compensation  on  a  certain  scale 
and  within  certain  limits  for  the  extra 
hour.  The  Higher  Division  clerks  plead 
that  the  compensation  is  nqt  sufficient, 
and  that  the  limits  should  be  extended. 
The  Royal  Commission  recommended  a 
scale  of  salary  rising  from  £200  to 
£1,000 ;  the  Treasury  accepted  this  scale 
as  a  maximum,  but  decided  in  their 
Minute  to  retain  the  various  existing 
scales  within  this  maximum,  in  accord- 
ance, I  believe,with  the  views  of  the  Royal 
Commission.  The'  Higher  Division  clerks 
urge  that  the  scale  proposed  by  the  Com- 
mission should    be    generally    adopted  i 
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The  CommissioD  atrongly  recommeDded 
a  rednction  of  the  numberaof  the  Higher 
Division.  The  clerks  ui^e  that  this  re- 
duction should  be  carried  out  with  due 
regard  to  the  reasonable  pr<»pects  of 
promotion  of  eiiEtJng  Civil  servants.  It 
is  obvious  that  the  demands  of  the  Higher 
Division,  if  generally  conceded,  would 
rasQlt  in  a  considerable  augmentation  of 
expenditure  in  direct  contradiction  to 
the  economical  intentions  of  the  Boyal 
Commission.  The  Treasury  is  en- 
deavouring, however,  in  correspondence 
with  the  other  Departments,  to  carry  out 
the  reduction  of  the  Higher  Division  in 
the  spirit  of  the  BoyalCommisaionBeport, 
but  without  nndue  harshness  being  in- 
flicted on  existing  clerks.  The  hou. 
Member  will  see  that  it  is  no  easy  matler 
to  find  an  equitable  solution  of  these 
diffioulties ;  and  that  the  fixing  of  the 
future  establishment  of  the  Higher 
Division,  involving  as  it  does  minute  in- 
quiries into  the  constitution  of  the  several 
Departments  and  frequent  conferences 
and  consnltationa  with  the  permanent 
heads,  requires  much  time.  As  regards 
the  second  question,  I  am  unable  testate 
the  precise  time  when  the  Superannua- 
tion Bill  will  be  introduced ;  but,  speaking 
broadly,  it  will  proceed  upon  the  lines 
of  the  Bill  introduced  last  year. 


THE  OATUR  ACT. 
Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  Gieneral  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact 
that,  on  35th  February,  John  Laidler,  at 
Newcastle -on-Tyne  Assizes,  before  Mr. 
Justice  Day,  claimed  to  affirm  as  a  juror 
as  being  a  person  without  religious 
belief,  under  the  Oaths  Act,  1888,  but 
that  the  Clerk  of  the  Court  was 
unable  to  find  the  proper  form  of  affirma- 
tion, and  ultimately  partially  read  a 
incorrect  form  of  affirmation  ;  whethi 
it  is  correctly  reported  in  the  NetvcastU. 
Clironick  of  26th  February  that  there- 
upon the  Court  became  convulsed  wit' 
laughter ;  and  whether  dircctiona  ca 
be  given  to  the  officers  charged  with  th 
administration  of  oaths  in  Courts  of  '  affii 
Justice  which  will  prevent  the  repetition  I  a  \. 
of  such 
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the   form   of   affirmation  which   should 

have  been  ussd  under  the  Oaths  Act, 
not  being  forthcoming,  and  the 
Associate  having  repeated  from  memorj' 
the  form  applicable  in  the  case  of  those 
liersons  who  object  to  be  sworn  on  the 
ground  of  religious  belief.  The  Clerk  of 
Assize,  however,  informs  me  that  it  is 
gross  exag^ration  to  say  that  the 
Court  was  convulsed  with  laughter. 
The  fact  is  that  the  case,  being  the  last 
but  one  at  the  Assises,  and  it  being  late 
in  the  day,  Mr.  Laidler  was  informed  by 
Mr,  Justice  Day  that  he  might  be  dis- 
'harged  from  the  Court,  and  he  then 
left  the  juiy  box.  I  have  suggested  to 
the  Associate  that  cards  with  proper 
forms  should  be  kept,  as  is  the  practice 
at  the  BiOyal  Courts  of  Justice, 

•Ma.  BKADLAUGH  ;  Do  I  understand 
Che  Attorney  General  to  suggest  that 
there  were  two  forms  of  Etffirmation — -one 
for  persons  without  religious  belief,  and 
iinother  for  persons  who  desire  to  affirm 
rather  than  take  an  oathi 

•SiB.  R.  WEBST£R  :  No ;  I  su^ested 
nothing  of  the  kind.  I  merely  said  that 
the  Associate  repeated  from  memory  the 
form  previously  in  use  for  persons  who 
object  to  be  sworn  on  the  ground  of 
raUgious  belief,  I  know  that  there  are 
not  two  forms  of  affirmation. 

•Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  Was  the  form 
in  which  the  affirmation  was  proposed 
to  be  adm'inistered  the  form  which  was 
repealed  by  the  Act  of  1888  T  Is  the 
ton.  and  learned  Gentleman  aware  of 
that  fact? 

•Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  I  am  perfectly 
aware  of  it ;  but  the  Associate  was  not  the 
officer  who  ordinarily  performs  the  duty, 
and  he  repeated  from  memory  the  form 
to  which  he  was  accustomed.  He  did 
his  best  under  the  circunkstances. 

•Ms,  BRADLAUGH:  Ibegtoaskthe 
hon.  ftiid  learned  Gentleman  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact 

that  F.  W.  Smith,  summoned  as  a  juror 

at  an    inquest  at  the   Khedive   Hotel, 

William  Street,  Wakefield,   claimed    to 

under  "The  Oaths  Act,  1888,"  as 

<m  without  religious   belief  ;  but 

Mr.  Taylor,  refused  to 


•The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir  R.  |  allow  Mr.  Smith  to  affirm,  declaring  that 
Webster,  Isle  of  Wight)  :  I   have  made  i  there    was    no    Act     authorising    such 


inquiry  into  th 
by  the  Clerk  of  Asai 

delay  was  occasioned  in  consequence  cf    to  the  law ! 
J/r,  GoHcJien 


and  am  informed    affirmation :  and  whether  any  steps  e 
that  some  slight    be  taken  to  make  the  coroner  give  effect 
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*SiR  R.  WEBSTER :  The  following  is 
the  information  which  has  bsen  given  to 
me  by  Mr.  Taylor,  the  coroner  of  Wake- 
field :— 

*'  At  the  holding  of  the  inquest  in  qaeation  a 
person,  whose  name  hadid  not  know,  and  whose 
name  was  not  mentioned,  said,  *  2&.  Coroner, 
I  am  snmmoned  on  this  inq^uest ;  I  object  to 
take  an  oath ;  I  am  an  atheist.'  The  Coroner 
then  replied  that  there  was  no  necessity  to 
make  any  saoh  statement ;  that  Acts  had  been 
fMSsed  to  enable  Qaakers  and  others  to  affirm, 
but  that  there  was  no  Act  enabling  an  atheist 
6pecially  to  do  so :  and  that  if  the  person 
wished  he  could  make  an  affirmation  under  the 
provisions  of  the  recent  A^t.  The  person  in 
question  did  not  claim  to  affirm  or  mention  any 
Act  of  Parliament  to  the  coroner.  As  there 
were  12  jurymen  without  him,  the  coroner  told 
bim  that  his  services  would  not  be  required. 
The  name  of  F.  W.  Smith  did  not  appear  in 
the  list  of  persons  summoned  as  jurors  upon 
the  inquest." 

THE  BERLIN  LABOUR  CONFERENCE. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  if,  at  the  Berlin 
Conference,  the  British  Delegate  will  be 
empowered  to  discuss  the  question  of  the 
international  limitation  of  the  hours  of 
labour  in  mines,  inasmuch  as  the  subject 
is  specially  mentioned  in  the  German 
Emperor's  Rescript? 
*Thb  first  lord  op  the  TREASURY 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  Westminster) : 
The  reply  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  the  invitation  to  a  Conference  accom- 
panying the  programme  placed  before 
them  by  the  German  Government  will 
be  laid  before  Parliament  as  soon  as  it 
has  been  received  by  the  German 
Government.  Until  then  it  would  not 
be  usual  to  state  what  the  purport  of  that 
reply  will  be,  or  what  instructions  will  be 
given  to  the  British  Delegates. 

THE  COLONISATION  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  SETON-KARR  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  how  soon  he 
proposes  to  re-appoint  the  Colonisation 
Committee  1 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  hope  that  the 
Committee  will  be  re-appointed  in  the 
course  of  a  few  days. 

LICENSING  LAWS— THE  DEATH  OF 
WILLIAM  JENNINGS. 
Mr.  henry  J.  WILSON  (York, 
W.R.,  Holmfirth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  fiLome  Depart- 
ment   whether  his   attention   hns  been 
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directed  to  the  circumstances  disclosed 
at  the  inquest  held  at  Castleford  on  the 
15  th  of  February,  relative  to  the  death 
of  William  Jennings,  whose  head  was 
battered  into  a  shapeless  mass  by  the 
revolutions  of  the  wheel  of  the  convey- 
ance in  which  he  was  being  driven  by  a 
relative  from  the  Junction  Inn,  Methley, 
where  they  had  been  drinking  for  a 
considerable  time,  and  which  they  left  in 
a  state  of  intoxication ;  whether  the 
keeper  of  the  Junction  Inn  or  any  of  his 
servants  were  called  as  witnesses  at  the 
inquest ;  whether  any  proceedings  have 
been  taken  against  the  landlord,  who 
appears  to  have  supplied  both  men  with 
drink  until  they  were  in  a  condition 
which  led  to  the  death  of  one  of  them ; 
and  whether  any  such  steps  will  be 
taken? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  for  the 

HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Matthews, 

Birmingham,   E.) :     I  have   received   a 

Report  from  the  Chief  Constable  on  the 
subject,  from  which  I  learn  that  the  two 
men  called  at  the  Junction  Inn  on  their 
way  home  in  the  evening,  and  remained 
there  for  three-quarters  of  an  hour. 
The  landlord  denies  that  he  supplied 
them  with  any  intoxicating  drink,  and 
this  is  corroborated  by  a  miner  who  was 
in  the  house  a  part  of  the  time.  The 
deceased  man  was  the  worse  for  drink 
when  he  arrived.  The  police,  who  made  the 
fullest  inquiries,  were  not  able  to 
obtain  any  evidence  to  show  that  the 
landlord  supplied  the  deceased  or  his 
companion  with  intoxicating  drink. 
Neither  he  nor  his  servants  were  called 
at  the  inquest,  and  there  was  no  ground 
to  justify  proceedings  against  him.  The 
police  believe  that  the  men  got  most  of 
their  drink  at  the  houses  of  private 
friends  whom  they  visited  in  the  course 
of  the  day. 

POST  OFFICE  WORKING  EXPENSES. 
Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  it  is  the  custom  for  the  Post 
Office  to  give  bonuses  to  Inspectors  or 
other  officials  for  cutting  down  working 
expenses;  and  whether  continual  com* 
plaints  are  being  made  of  the  arbitrary 
stoppage  of  payment  for  overtime  1 

♦Mr.  RAIKKS  :  In  reply  to  both  of  the 
questions  of  the  hon.  Member  the  answer 
is  in  the  negative. 
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'  TftELATJD- ALLEGED  TSTIMIDATION 

AT  FALCARRAGH. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  I  beg  to  a«k 

the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether 
he  has  aeea  a  repurb  of  the  Falcarra^h 
Petty  SeBBions,  held  on  Tuesday,  25th 
Felfrnary,  before  Messrs.  Barke  and 
Beresford,  Resident  Ma^strates,  nnd  at 
which  Edward  M'Ginley,  an  evicted 
tenant,  was  charged  nith  intimidating 
one  Charles  Gallagher  by  inlerferinfi; 
■With, the  sale  of  the  latter's  pig  at  a  fair; 
if  it  is  true,  aa  reported  in  the  news- 
papers, that  the  only  overt  act  of  intimi- 
dation deposed  to  consisted  in  the  de- 
fendant's "  winking  at  the  pig  ; "  and 
the  magistratss  held  there  was  no  proof 
that  the  pig  buyera  wer^  intimidated, 
abd  dismissed  the  summons,  bat  yet 
bound  the  defendant  in  sureties  to  keep 
the  psace,  or  in  default  to  be  imprisoned 
for  three  months  ;  and  was  the  prosecu- 
tion brought  under  the  Criminal  Law 
and  Procedure  ■  (Ireland)  Act ;  and,  if 
not,  under  what  Statute  1 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University  of 
Dublin)  :  I  am  nnable  to  answer  the 
question,  as  I  have  not  yet  received  a  Re- 
port. 

LAND  COMMISSIOX'— SITTIKGS  AT 

CAVAN. 
Mr.  O'HANLON  (Cavan,  E.)  ;  I    beg 

to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether  he  will  name  a  day  upon  which 
the  Commissioners  will  sit  in  the  town 
of  Cavan  to  fix  fair  rents  ;  whether  it  is 
a  fact  tliat  many  of  the  tenants  Iiave 
served  nutici^s  fur  fixing  fair  rents  so 
long  ago  as  October,  1887,  which  have 
not  yet  baen  considered  ;  whether  many 
of  the  landlords  are  insisting  upon  the 
payment  of  the  old  rack  r^nts ;  and 
whether  the  GJovernment  will  allow  this 
injustic3  to  go  on  ;  and,  if  so,  how  long? 

Me.  madden  :  I  have  not  yet  re- 
ceived a  Report,  and  must  nsk  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  postpone  the  question. 

CHARGE   AGAINST   AN  EMERGENCY 

MAN,  M'KEEVER. 
Mk.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lientjiiant  of 
Ireland  whether  his  attention  hss  been 
called  to  a  case  heard  at  Woodford  Potty 
Sessions  on  the  24th  inst.,  before  Messrs. 
Hickson,  R.N.,  and  Burke,  J.P.,  in  which 


an  emeiigeccy  oMn  named  tM'KearervWRS 
summoned  by  Oonatable  ^eehan  on  a 
change  of  being  "drunk  in  the  Etreets  of 
Woodford  on  the  14th  inst:,  and  having  a 
loaded  revolver  in  his  possession  "  ;  if  it 
is  trii«.  that  a  few  bours  after  his  arrest 
he  was  brought  bef<n«  Mr.  Burke,  J. P., 
by  whom  he  was  discharged,  and  who 
added  that  no  further  action  should  be 
taken ;  has  his  attention  been  called  to 
the  report  of  the  trial,  from  which  it 
appears  that  it  was  proved  by  Constable 
Sheehan  that  M'Keever,  on  heiog 
arrested,  threatened  to  shoot  him  ;  that 
Mr.  Burke,  notwithstanding  the  protest 
of  the  presiding  magistrate,  persisted  in 
cross-examining  the  policeman,  andfinally 
called  him  a  "  blackguard  ;  "  and  Ihiub 
after  M'ICeever  had  been  fined  £2  ami 
costs,  and  liad  paid  that  sum,  Mr,  Burke 
stood  up  in  Court,  advised  M'Keever  to 
fal,  and  ordered  the  money  to  be 
handed  back  ■  and  if  the  above  facts  are 
correctly  stated,  whether  the  Lord' 
Chanoallor  will  make  inquiry  into  the 
action  of  this  magistrate  ! 

"R.  MADDEN ;  The  facte  are  as 
stated  in  the  first  two  paragraphs  of  the 
question.  As  regards  the  third  parag^raph 
it  appears  that  M'Keever  did  not  threaten 
to  shoot  the  constable,  nor  did  Mr.  Burke 
direct  the  amount  of  the  fine  to  be 
landed  back.  The  report,  however,  of 
rhat  actuiilly  cccurred  at  the  trial  dis- 
closed matters  of  a  ssrious  nature  which 
shall  be  brought  under  the  attention  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question  by  Mr. 
Flvsn, 

Mb.  madden  said:  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  requires  further  information 
he  had  butter  put  a  question  upon  the 
Papjr. 

THE  SPECIAL  COSIMISSION. 
Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary, 
S,)  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  whether  the  evidence  given  ■ 
before  the  Special  Commission  has  been 
yet  presented  to  Parliament ;  and 
whether  it  is  to  be  accessible  to  the  pub- 
lic in  the  usual  way  on  payment ;  and, 
if  not,  by  what  authority  are  the 
vnlnmes  now  being  distributed  to 
Members  t 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  evidence 
given  before  the  Spt^cial  Commission  has 
not  been  made  a  Parliamentary  Paper, 
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1;>Br^  copies  arQ  obtainable  by  tiie  Mem- 
bers o£  both.  Houses  on  application  at 
,the  Library  or  the  Public  Bill  Office. 
The  number  of  copies  printed  will  pro- 
bably only  be  sufficient  to  meet  the 
applications  of  Members  of  Parliament ; 
and  if  there  is  any  general  desire  on. the 
part  of  the  public  to  obtain  copies  by 
purcha83  it  would  b3  necessary  to- re- 
print the  volumes,  which  would  involve 
considerable  delay  a^d  a  large  expendi- 
ture of  public  money.  In  redemption 
of  a  pledgd  given  by  me  on  the  20th 
ult.,  all  the  copies  which  are  available 
have  been  placed  at  the  disposal  of  Mem- 
bars  on  their  application. 

Mb.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  :  Ari- 
sing  out  of  that  answer,  may  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  the  typa 
has  baen  broken  up ;  and,  if  so,  why  it 
was  broken  up  ? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  beUeva  that, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  has  bsen  broken  up. 
It  was  broken  up.some  time  ago.  Copies 
were  printed  at  the  request  of  the 
Special  Commission ;  but  it  is  not  con- 
templatad  to  print  additional  copies  of 
the  evidence. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  :  By  whose  autho- 
rity were  they  distributed  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  They  were  dis- 
tributed to  Members  who  applied  for 
them  in  consequence  of  the  pledge  which 
was  given  to  hon.  Members  in  February. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  Does 
not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  propose 
that  the  evidence  on  which  the  Report 
of  the  Commission  is  founded  shall  be 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  No;  I  do  not 
propose  to  lay  it  on  the  Table. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) :  Can 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  how  many 
copies  were  distributed  ? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  No  ;  I  am  not 
able  to  say. 

IRISH   NATIONAL  TEACHERS  BILL. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR:  In  the  absence 
of  the  Chief  Secretary,  may  I  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether, 
as  the  place  for  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Irish  National  Teachers  Bill  has  been 
unhappily  lost,  the  Irish  Gk)vernment 
will  give  facilities  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing on  a  future  day,  or  will  do  any- 
thing to  ameliorate  the  condition  of  the 
teachers  in  redemption  of  the  many  pro- 
mises which  have  been   made  to  them 


by  the  presjnt  Chief  ^cretary  and  his 
predecessors  ? 

♦Mb.  madden  :  The  first  pai-t  of  the 
question  ought  to  be  addressed  to  the 
leader  of  the  House ;  and  in  ragard  to 
the  second  partj  if  the  hon.  Member 
addresses  a  question  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  it  will  be  answered  by  him. 

Mr.  stack  (Kerry,  N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask: 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  appro* 
priate  next  Wednesday  for  the  Debate  on 
the  Commission  Report,  he  can  promise 
that  facilities  will  be  given  for  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Irish  National 
Teachers  Bill,  fixed  for  Wednesday  ? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  unable  to 
promise  facilities  for  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers. 

THE       WELSH       SUNDAY       CLOSING 

COMMISSION. 

Sib  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland,  Cock- 
ermouth) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  if  he 
can  state  when  the  Report  of  the  Welsh 
Sunday  Closing  Commission  will  be  laid 
on  the  Table  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  not  able  to 
give  the  hon.  Baronet  any  definite  date  ; 
but  the  Chairman  of  the  Commission 
stated,  a  fortnight  ago,  that  it  would  be 
produced  very  shortly. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR:  Has  the  Com. 
mission  concladed  its  labours  in  taking 
evidence  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  Yes. 


NEW  WRIT. 

For  Stoke-upon-Trent,  v,  William  Lea- 
tham  Bright,  esquire,  Chiltern  Hundreds* 
— (if?'.  ArtuM  Morley.) 

JOURNAL. 

Ordered,  That  the  Journal  of  this. 
House,  from  the  end  of  the  last  Session 
to  the  end  of  the  present  Session,  with 
an  Index  to  the  145th  Volume,  be 
printed. 

Ordered,  That  750  Copies  of  the  said. 
Journal  and   Index  be   printed  by  the 
appointment    and   under    the   direction 
of    Reginald    Francis   Douce   Palgrave, 
esquire,  C.B.,  the  Clerk  of  this  House. 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Journal  and 
Index  be  printed  by  such  Person  as  shall 
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be  licensed  by  Mr.  Speaker,  and  that  no 
other  PersDn  do  presume  to  print  the 
same. 

STANDING  COMMITTEES  (CHAIRMEN'S 

PANEL). 
Sir  John  Mowbray  reported  from  the 
Committee  of  Selection  :  That  they  had 
selected  the  following  six  Members  to  be 
the  Chairmen's  Panel,  and  to  serve  as 
Chairmen  of  the  two  Standing  Com- 
mittees to  be  appointed  under  Standing 
Order  49  : — Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman, 
Sir  Walter  Barttelot,  Mr.  Ueneage,  Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor, 
and  Mr.  Salt. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
MOTIONS. 


-•<>•- 


BUSINESS   OF   THE    HOUSE   (SPECIAL 

COMMISSION  (1888)  KEPORT). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*  *  That  the  Order  for  reeumiag  the  Adjourned 
Debate  on  the  Special  Commission  (1888) 
Report  have  precedence,  on  evdry  day  for 
which  it  is  set  down,  of  all  other  Orders  of  the 
Day  and  Notices  of  Motion."— (ifr.  William 
Henry  Smith,) 

•(3.55.)  Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.)  : 
The  Irish  Members  had  the  good  fortune 
to  secure  the  second  place  for  to-morrow 
for  a  Bill  in  reference  to  the  salaries  and 
-pensions  of  National  school  teachers  in 
Ireland.  They  had  every  hope  that  the 
Bill  would  be  brought  on,  and  that  they 
would  be  able  to  discuss  a  question  which 
has  been  hung  up  for  very  many  years. 
The  repeated  promises  which  have  been 
made  to  the  teachers  of  Ireland  have 
never  been  fulfilled,  and  the  consequence 
is  that  these  important  public  servants 
feel  that  they  have  been  grievously  ill- 
treated.  We  therefore  feel  that  we  are 
entitled  on  their  behalf  to  press  their 
claims  this  Sassion,  and  we  shall  un- 
doubtedly be  obliged  to  find  an  oppor- 
tunity for  ourselves,  unless  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  can  find  one  for  us. 
We  are  disposed  to  assent  to  the  proposal 
he  has  now  made ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  we  ask  him  to  allow  us  a  day  for 
considering  this  important  question, 
which,  by  a  fortunate  ballot,  we  had  an 
opportunity  of  discussing. 

*(3.57.)  Mr.  W.  MCLAREN  (Cheshire, 
Crewe) :  My  claim  is,  I  think,  even 
stronger  than  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton).     Great  as 


is  the  grievance  of  the  Irish  National 
teachers,  I  think  the  political  enfranchise- 
ment of  women  is  a  question  of  even  . 
greater  importance.  \A  laugh.^  Some  hon. 
Members  may  laugh ;  but  it  is  to  women 
a  subject  of  the  very  highest  importance. 
I  had  much  rather  that  the  Motion 
which  stands  first  on  the  Paper  to-night 
was  not  in  my  name,  because  I  should 
have  greater  freedom  in  speaking  upon 
the  subject.  I  do  not  complain  because  it  is 
my  opportunity  that  is  taken  away,  but 
b^use  I  feel  the  importance  of  the 
subject.  I  had  intended  to  move  an 
Amendment  to  the  Motion  of  the  right 
hon.  Grentleman  to  except  the  Motion  in 
reference  to  the  extension  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary franchise  to  women ;  but  I  have 
no  wish  to  divide  the  House,  and  will 
not  press  it.  But  considering  the  in- 
creasing interest  which  is  growing  in  the 
coun  try  upon  thisquestion,  I  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  promise  that  if 
I  or  any  other  Member  again  obtain  a 
day  for  this  Motion  he  will  not  take  it 
from  us  a  second  time. 

(4.0.)  Mr.  WOODALL  (Hanley) : 
I  must  commend  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Crewe  (Mr.  M'Laren)  for 
the  discretion  he  has  exercised  in  not 
pressing  the  Amendment ;  and  I  hope 
that  his  request  for  facilities  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  question  on  a  future  day 
will  be  conceded  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury. 

*(4. 1 .)  Mr.  BARTLE Y  (Islington,  N.)  : 
I  wish  to  utter  a  feeble  protest  against 
the  taking  away  of  private  Members* 
rights.  As  we  have  been  accused  of 
following  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
lead  like  sheep,  it  is  only  reasonable  that 
we  should  say  a  word  upon  the  subject. 
The  House  has  now  been  in  Session  for 
15  days,  and  six-and-a-half  of  those  days 
have  been  devoted  to  Irish  business. 
The  English  Members  have  not  had  their 
fair  share  of  the  time  of  the  House. 
And  what  are  the  private  Members  asked 
to  sacrifice  their  rights  for  to-night? 
Simply  to  hear  long  speeches  from 
Queen's  Counsel  who  have  already  ad- 
dressed the  Commission.  If  the  question 
bafore  the  House  was  whether  those 
Members  who  have  been  found  guilty 
of  offences  should  be  punished  or 
expelled  from  the  House,  then  I  could 
understand  that  the  discussion  might  be 
a  lengthened  one ;  but  at  present  the 
whole  thing  appears  to  me  to  be  a  shani 
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fight,  and  I  protest  against  the  time  of 
private  Membars  being  taken  in  order 
to  carry  it  on. 

*(4.5.)  Sib  R.  TEMPLE  (Worcester, 
Evesham)  :  On  this  side  of  the  House  I 
wish  to  commend  the  appeal  of  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposita,  namely,  the  hon. 
Members  for  Crewe  and  Hanley  (Mr. 
M'Laren  and  .Mr.  Woodall)  to  the  favour- 
able consideration  of  the  House. 

*(4.6.)  Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  admit 
that  there  is  a  hardship  in  the  case  of  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Crewe 
(Mr.  McLaren)  ;  but  I  am  afraid  that  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  House  is 
placed  by  the  length  of  the  speeches  to 
which  my  hon.  Friend  has  referred  form 
a  difficulty  which  it  is  not  in  the  power 
of  any  leader  of  the  House  to  remedy. 
The  circumstances  of  the  case  are  known 
to  the  House,  and  I  believe  that  the 
House  desires  to  continue  this  Debate 
until  it  is  concluded,  as  is  the  xusual 
practice  in  Debates  of  this  character. 
Therefore  I  am  obliged  to  pass  by  what 
are  called  the  rights  of  private  Members, 
in  order  that  this  Debate  may  be  taken 
up  and  finished  as  speedily  as  is  con- 
sistent with  the  gravity  of  the  question. 
With  regard  to  the  request  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Crewe  for  an  undertaking 
that  if  he  is  fortunat3  enough  to  secure 
another  day  it  would  not  be  taken  away 
from  him,  I  do  not  think  that  any 
Minister  would  be  justified  in  making  an 
absolute  promise  of  that  kind,  because  he 
could  not  tell  what  might  be  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  at  the  time.  I  can  only 
say  that  I  am  most  anxious  that  the  hon. 
Member  should  have  his  opportunity,  and 
I  may  add  that  I  will  not  wilfully  or 
mischievously,  so  to  speak,  deprive  him 
of  it.  With  ragard  to  what  has  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast 
(Mr.  Sexton),  I  can  only  express  my 
regret  that  I  cannot  give  a  positive 
undertaking  in  the  absence  of  the  Chief 
Secretary ;  but  I  admit  that  the  question 
put  to  me  by  the  hon.  Member  is  a 
reasonable  one.  The  hon.  Member' will 
have  his  opportunity  of  calling  attention 
to  the  question  on  the  Estimates,  and  if 
that  is  not  satisfactory  the  Government 
will  consider  the  matter. 

(4.10.)     Mr.  sexton  :    By  the   in- 
dulgence of  the  House,  perhaps  I  may  be 
'allowed    to   say   that   one   of  my  hon. 
Friends  did  propose  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment   exempting    tho    Irish     National 


Teachers  Bill  from  the  operation  of  the 
Resolution.  But  we  are  unwilling  to 
put  the  House  to  the  trouble  of  a  Division 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  give  us 
any  hope  that  he  will  ba  able  to  give  a 
day  for  the  discussion  of  tha  Bill  without 
compelling  us  to  take  it  upon  the  Esti- 
Tinatpfi 

•(4.12.)  Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am 
afraid  that  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  add  any- 
thing to  what  I  have  already  said.  I 
hope,  however,  that  it  may  be  possible  to 
afford  the  hon.  Member  the  opportunity 
he  desires. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

PRIVATE   BILL  COMMISSION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Arthur  EUiot,  Bill  for  es- 
tablishiag  a  Gommiasion  to  ezamiiie  and  report 
on  PriTate  Bills  in  Taxliament,  and  for  other 
matters  reUting  thereto,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Arthur  Elliot,  Sir  John  Mowbray, 
Mr.  Jobu  Morley,  Sir  Lyon  Playfair,Mr.Bryoe, 
Mr.  Howorth,  Mr.  Oameron  Corbett,  and  Mr. 
Haldane. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [BiU  1 76.] 

ORCHARDS  RATING  EXEMFnON   BILL. 

On  Motion  o!  Mr.  Hobhouse,  BiU  to  amend 
the  Laws  relating  to  the  Rating  of  Orchards 
for  sanitary  purposes,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Hobhouse,  Mr.  Charles  Acland,  and 
Mr.  H.  Knatchbull-Hugessen. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  177.] 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 


SPECIAL  COMMISSION   (1888)   REPORT. 
[adjourned  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 

Debate  on  Amendment  [3rd  March]  to 

Question, 

**That,  Parliament  having  constituted  a 
Special  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  charges 
and  allegations  made  against  certain  Members 
of  Parliament,  and  other  persons,  and  the  Re- 
port of  the  Commissioners  hanng  been  presented 
to  Parliament,  this  House  adopts  the  Report 
and  thanks  the  Commissioners  for  their  just  and 
impartial  conduct  in  the  matters  referred  to 
them  ;  and  orders  that  the  said  Report  be  en- 
tered on  the  Journals  of  this  House.*' — {Mr, 
William  Henry  Smith,) 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  leave  out  from  the  first  word  "  House  '* 
to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  *'  deems  it  to  be  a  duty  to  record  its  re- 
probation of  the  false  charges  of  the  gravest 
and  most  odious  description,  based  on  calumny 
and  on  forgery,  which  have  been  brouglit 
against  Members  of  this  House,  and  particu- 
larly against  Mr.  Pamell ;  and,  while  declaring 
its  satisfaction  at  the  exposure  of  these  calum- 
nies, this  House  expresses  its  regret  for  the 
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wmtigT'Tiinflicted  and  the  rafferi^it  and'  lotfs' 
^^dored  thcouffh  a  protracted  period*  by  reason 
of  these  acts  of  flagrant  iniquity/'-^  (Jfr.  IF,  E, 
Oladatoney) 

— instead  thereof. 

rjQaastioa  a^dia  proposed,  ''That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stuid  part 
of  the  Question." 

;;Deb^fceresnmed. 

(4;15.)  •  Mr.  LOCKWOOD  (York)  : 
inkemyhon.  Friend  the  Member  for' 
Dumfries' (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid),  I  certainly 
feel  a  considerable  amount  of  diffidence 
in  taking  any  part  in  this  debate,  and  my 
position  has  not  been  made  more  comfort- 
able by  the^. remarks  which  have  been 
made  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
North  Islington  (Mr.  Bartley),  as  1 
snppos3  he  included  me  among  the 
persons  who  are  about  to  inflict  long 
speeches  upon  this  House,  and  among 
those  whom  he  accused  of  having  already 
inflicted  long  spseches  on  the  Commis- 
sion.' For  myself,  I  may  say  that  I 
inflicted  no  spiech  upon  the  Commissior, 
and  I  do  not  lnt:ind  to  inflict  a  long 
speech  upon  this  House.  At  the  same 
time  I  feel  bound  to  say  that  I  shall 
record  my  Vote  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment, because  to  my  mind  it  is  absolutely 
and  literally  the  truth.  I  should  be 
surprised  indeed  to  hear  that  contention 
denied*  by  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House.  We  have 
had  from  the  Attorney  Greneral  and  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture  admissions 
which  distinctly  assert  the  truth  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone).  The 
Report  had  not  been  circulated  for  more 
than  two  days,  when  the  Attorney 
General  went  down  post-haste  to  Oxford 
to  deliver  himself  with  what  he  called 
an  unfettered  tongue .  Having  performed 
that  somewhat  delicate,  and,  I  venture  to 
think,  somewhat  dangerous,  operation,  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  proceeded  to 
inform  his  audience  that  he  personally 
was  rejoiced  that  Mr.  Parnell  and  those 
who  wera  associated  with  him  in  this 
indictment  had  been  able  to  clear  them- 
selves from  the  graver  charges  which  for 
12  months  he  had  been  trying  to  prove. 
There  was  also  the  speech  of  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture,  which  will  be 
remembered  from  the  fact  that  for  two  or 
three  days  after  it  was  delivered  it  was 
impossible  to  take  up  a  morning  paper 


^thottt  findifig  that  sotne  pbrtion  df  itr 
had  been  withdrawn.  When  the  ex- 
purgsvibed  edition  of  that  speech  comes  to 
be  published  I  apprehend  that  those  who 
enthusiastically  cheered  it  when  they 
heard  it  delivered  at  Cambridge  will 
hardly  recognise  it.  He,  too,  expressed 
his  personal  satisfaction,  and  was  able  to 
tell  his  hearers  that  he  rejoiced  in  the 
acquittal  of  Mr.  Parnell  and  hiH 
Colleagues.  But  why  all  this  pet«onal 
satisi^tion  and  all  this  rejoicing  if  there 
is  nothing  t'3  rejoice  about?  I  give  the 
hon.andright  hon.Gentlemencreditfor  all 
sincerity  in  their  declaration.  We  heard 
the  hon.  Member  for  Roxburgh  (Mr.  A. 
Elliot)  in  the  speech  which  he  made  last 
night  accuse  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Dumfries  of  quibbling  because 
he  had  drawn  a  contrast  between  the 
original  charges  and  those  which  the 
Commission  declared  to  have  been  proved. 
All  the  grave  and  material  charges  haTe 
not  been  proved,  and  it  is  only  the 
venial  ones  upon  which  a  verdict  of 
guilty  has  been  pronounced.  I  want  to 
maintain,  if  I  can,  that  this  Amendment 
is  absolutely  and  literally  true.  It  is 
true  that  there  have  been  false  charges 
made,  that  they  are  of  the  gravest  and 
most  discreditable  character,  and  that 
they  have  been  based  on  calumny  and 
forgery.  Let  us  go  back  to  a  very 
interesting  occasion.  It  was  on  the  17th 
of  September,  1888,  that  the  Times  news- 
paper in  the  history  of  this  inquiry  was 
first  brought  face  to  face  with  the  men  it 
had  maligned  and  traduced.  I  call  atten- 
tion to  the  incident  for  the  purpose  of 
pointing  out  that  the  Times,  when  for 
the  first  time  it  found  itself  face  to  face 
with  the  men  it  had  traduced  and 
maligned,  began  to  endeavour  to  shirk 
the  responsibility  of  the  charges  it  had 
made  and  to  put  them  upon  the 
shoulders  not  of  men,  but  of  an  organisa- 
tion. That  incident  shows  not  only  what 
was  the  attitude  of  the  Times,  but  what 
was  the  view  taken  by  the  President  of 
the  Commission.  On  tho  17th  of  Sep- 
tember, 1888,  couns2l  applied  to  the 
Court  to  have  particulars  supplied  to 
them  as  to  the  individuals  who  were 
charged,  and  the  charges  which  were 
made  against  them,  and  this  interesting 
and  instructive  dialogue  took  place 
between  the  learned  counsel  represent-' 
ing  the  Times  and  Sir  James  Hannen, 
the  President  of  the  Commission. 
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Then  later  on— 

"  Ths  PreaideDt :  Who  ar«  inplica'ed  in  Mfi 
charge*  and  allegatiDuP-' Counsel:  We  don't 

"The  Prrsident :  Thej  have  not  made  chargea 
and  allepilioDS  aKaiOBt  you  P— Counae) :  Nor  I. 
I  haTenoimadectaargBB  and allGgationa  agoinat 

''  The  President :  Who  did  make  these  charges 
and    allegBtiODB    which    the    Legislature   has 
dimcted  us  to  inquire  into  ?    Did  nobody  make 
them  F  —  Counsel :  Certain  charges — " 
and  I  beg  the  attention  of  the  Hoitss  to 

"  Certun  chaises  and  aUe(tationa  have  been 
made  againat  the  Iiish  organi«aUoa.'' 
"The  President:  Ha,  no.     It  is  more 

that;  it  is  charges  and  allegations  againtt 
particular  persona." 

Later  ou  the  President  said — 

"  Did  the  Attaruey  Oeneral  make  no  ohargss 
against  individuals? — Counsel:  Not  here, 
made  charges  against  an  organisation." 

"The President :  Bntnotagainat  individuals P 
— CouQsel ;  The  individuals,  of  course,  were 
members  of  the  oigaoieatioii." 
If  the  Attorney  General  accepts  the 
view  that  he  did  not  make  chains 
gainst  individnals,  but  against  an 
organisation,  then  the  House  was  induced 
to  pass  the  GommiBsion  Bill  on  felse 
pretences.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
Attorn^  Oeneral  accepte  the  view  that 
he  did  make  personal  charges,  then  he 
has  foiled  to  establish  a  single  case. 
The  chains  ar3  not  charges  against  per- 
Bonalittee  or  against  individnals,  bnl^  if 
established  at  all,  thej  are  charges  against 
an  organisation  and  against  a  policy. 
In  his  spaech  the  Attorney  General 
said — 

"  I  am  here  to  inquire  into  some  very  specific 
charges.  Those  charged  shall  have  no  rMSon 
to  find  fault  with  me  for  not  making  the  atlaga* 
tiona  clear  with  regard  to  Ibp  details  as  to  the 
part  each  person  played.  The  word  organi- 
sation is  not  used  for  the  purpose  oC  evading 
the  reeponsibility  o>iat  on  na  o(  dealing  with 
the   charges    and  allegations  against  indivi- 

[Sir  R.  Webster  :  Hear,  hear].  My 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  cheers  that 
statement.  Has  that  undertaking  been 
carried  out!  I  have  had  some  aoquain- 
t«TiC3  with  the  conrse  of  procedure 
before  the  Commission,  and  I  protest 
against  its  bsiog  suggested  that  tliat  was 
the  spirit  in  which  the  inquiry  was  con 
ducted.  Hon.  Members  of  this  House 
came   down    t3    ths    Commission,    and 


waited  there  day  after  day  in  the  luape 
that  names  might  be  mentioned,  in  order 
that  they  might  ascertain  in  some  way 
what  kind  of  personal  accusation  was 
being  made  agsinst  them.  They  waited 
in  vaiu  ;  that  was  not  the  line  that-  -was 
to  be  adopted.  All  that  was  done  iTas 
to  make  general  and  sweeping  chaiges 
against  an  organisation  and  BgainSt  a 
policy  with  which  the  Government  do  not 
agree.  Let  me  call  attention  to  the'kind 
of  charges  which  were  made,  and  which 
I  take  from  three  sources — Pamelli»m 
and  Crime,  the  speech  of  the  Attorney 
Generil  ia  the  case  of  O'Donnell  against 
Walter,  and  the  speech  of  the  Attorney 
General  at  the  opening  of  the  Comro.is- 
sion.  I  will  read  som9  extracts  from 
each  of  these  three  sources,  so  that  the 
House  may  realise  the  class  of  chains 
that  were  made,  and  may  compare  them 
with  the  chargea  which  have  in  some 
degree  been  proved.  In  the  article  on 
Parndlism  and  Crime,  which  appeared 
in  the  Timen,  there  ia  this  passage— 

"  But  treason  ia  not  our  main  charge  againat 
Sir.  Famell.  Kurder  sttl!  startles  the  cusuitt 
aed  the  doctrinaire,  and  we  charge  that  the 
I^nd  League  chiefa  has^  their  movement  upon 
a  scheme  qf  aneasai nation  carefully  calculated 
and  coolly  applied.  Be  the  idtimate  goal  of 
these  men  whac  it  will  [hay  are  content  to 
march  towards  it  in  compiDy  with  murderenii 
Murdtirers  provide  their  funds;  murderers 
ahare  their  inmost  bounoUs.  Hurdererd  havf 
gone  forth  from  tha  League  offices  to  set  their 
bloody  work  afoot,  and  will  have  preaently  re- 
turned to  consult  the  ConstituUonai  leaders  upon 
the  progress  of  the  cauae." 

•The  ArrORNEy  GENERAL  (Sir 
R.  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight) :  Where  is 
thatT 

Mb.  LOCKWOOD  :  Does  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  deny  that ! 

•iiR  R.  WEBSl'ER:  I  merely  asked 
for  a  reference — I  did  not.  deny  any- 
thing. 

Mb.  LOCKWOOD:  I  have  been 
careful  to  verify  the  extract ;  not  a  tittle 
of  evidence  was  offered  in  support  of 
that  charge,  and  the  finding  of  the  Com- 
missioners ia  directly  in  favour  of  the 
gentlemen  who  were  specified  in  the 
speech  of  the  Attorney  General  in  the 
case  of  "  O'Donnell  r.  Walter  "  an  ha^■^ng 
been  guilty  of  it.  Are  we,  on  t^is  side 
of  the  House,  to  be  accused  of  quibbling 
because  we  protest  against  this  charge 
not  being  recognised  as  a  meet  dis- 
graceful one,  which  ought  to 
be    apologised    for,    and    the    apoh)$y 
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recorded     on     the     Joarn&l      of      the 
HouBe  t     Here  is  another  extract  from  n 
leading    article    that    appeared    in  the 
Times  on  March  7,  1887— 
"There are  plsoty  of  aalhentio  DUerancea 


Rule  Party  the  guilt  of  direct 

outrage  and  muraer." 

That  charge  is  absolutely  negatived  hy 

the  finding  of  the  Commissioners.    The 

same  article,  speaking  of  the  right  hon. 

Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 

says — 

"  Merely  to  have  liia  revenge  upon  hii  coualry- 
men  for  rejecting  hia  ad>iae_,  iind  to  prove  £<■ 
declaration  that  all  oU>er  bnsioew  ihall  be  made 
impoaaiblB  to  be  no  idle  tbreat,  Mr.  Gladitone 
ana  bii  party  are  deliberately  allying  tbemielTei 
wiUi  the  paid  agents  of  an  organiwtion  whose 
ultimate  aim  is  plonder  and  whose  ultimate 
sanction  is  murder.'' 

I  hope  I  do  not  weary  the  House  by 
reading  these  eitracta,  hnt  I  feel  that  it 
ia    necessary    that    the    Uonse    ahunld 

rreciate  what  was  the  real  natare  of 
accusations  hurled  at  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway.  In  "O'Don- 
nell  V.  Walter,"  the  Attorney  General 
said,  on  the  question  of  a  particular 
organisation  being  diverted  to  improper 
purposes — 

"  Do  not  let  it  be  eunMsed  tbat  I  am 
going  to  deal  with  the  ssiallfry  of  theorganisa- 

Tet  in  the  Commission  case  we  were 
compelled  to  sit  day  after  day  whilst 
representatives  of  the  Times  put  on  record 
the  utterances  of  the  smallest  of  fry  in 
the  hope  of  implicating  hon.  Gentlemen 
by  blackening  the  League,  and,  indirectly, 
of  blackening  those  who  belonged  to  it. 
On  the  second  day  of  the  Com- 
mission, a  very  grave  accusation  was 
made,  oa  the  authority  of  the  Attorney 
General,  of  course  on  instruction,  but  not 
a  tittle  of  efidence  was  brought  forward  to 
support  it^  and  I  hope  the  hon.  and  teamed 
Gentleman  will  take  the  opportunity 
doling  this  debate  of  cspressing  his 
regret  that  he  was  led  to  make  the  chatge 
against  prominent  Members  of  this 
House.  In  his  speech  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  said — 

"Though  the  leaders  did  not  themselves  go 
and  persocally  plan  the  ontrageg.  The;  could 
not  do  it  because  they  had  not  time,  and  of 
course  would  not  be  connetited  with  it  directly, 
but  there  were  Che  men  doing  it  for  them,  and 
of  ibat  system  I  hey  took  charge." 

Will  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  say 
now  that  he  believes  that  it  was  simply 
Jfr.  Lockwood 


becanse  the  leaders  had  not  time  to  do 
this  bloody  work  that  they  did  not  do  it  % 
That  is  the  construction  to  put  on  these 
words.  1  appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  some  of  whom,  I  am  sure,  are 
prepared  to  deal  fairly  with  these  men,  if 
I  am  not  using  a  ri^t  construction.  I 
shall  watch  with  anxiety  the  coarse 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  will 
take  with  reference  to  this  terrible  and 
groundless  accusation.  Then  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said  — - 


ither    Mr,    Bi^gar,  

Brennan,  or  Ifr.  Egan,  or  any  one  ot  the 
officials  who  might  be  in  charge — used  to  take 
down  the  money,  £!0  or  £30-  having  received 
the  money,  of  course,  from  Mr.  Biggar  or  fr<Mn 
any  of  the  other  officials  who  handled  it — oaed 
to  take  down  the  £^0  or  £30  into  the  district, 
and  then  distribute  ii  locally  to  the  men  who 
were  to  carry  out  the  outrage  a. " 
Sir,  Mr.  Biggar  has  died  since  tbat 
accusation  was  made.  He  is  not 
here  to  defend  himself,  but  I  en- 
treat the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
by  a  frank  disavowal  of  that  statement, 
to  clear  this  man's  memory  from  the 
gross  aspersions  which  he  was  instructed 
to  cast  upon  his  character.  Not  wishing 
to  weaty  the  House,  I  will  only  refer 
very  briefly  to  one  other  ntterly  ground- 
less charge,  namely,  that  the  Invincibles 
were  one  with  the  Land  League.  The 
Attorney  General  having  said  that  Mr. 
ParneU  had  declared  that  the  Invincibles 
belonged    to   some    other    organisation, 

"  I  think  you  will  have  no  doubt  as  to  the 
organisatioD  from  which  the  Phceaii  Park 
murders  proceeded." 

Do  I  misinterpret  the  words  of  the  hon- 
and  learned  Gentlenian  when  I  say  he 
meant  the  Land  League!  What  has 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  to  say 
in  reply  )     He  does  not  answer. 

•SiK  R.  WEBSTEE:  It  is  impossible 
that  I  should  interrupt  to  answer  all  the 
questions  that  are  put  to  me.  As  far  as 
I  recollect,  in  the  passage  to  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  refers,  there 
certainly  was  no  reference  to  the  Land 
League.  My  recollection  is  that  the 
passage  refers  to  some  organisation .  of 
Fenians,  worse  than  the  Fenians  them- 
selves. 

Mb.  LOCKWOOD  :  Of  course,  I  am 
tmxious  that  I  should  in  no  way 
come  in  conflict  witli  the  hon.  and 
learned   Gentleman,  but  I  must   say  I 
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"wish  lie  could  have  assured  me  in  more 
definite  language  as  to  what  his  meaning 
was.     I  understand  him  to  say  that,  so 

far  as  his  recollection  goes,  he  said 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  Those  are  not  my 
words. 

Mr.  LOCKWOOD:  Yes,  indeed— in 
the  case  of  "  O'Donnell  v.  Walter," 
page  101  of  the  Blue  Book.  In  a  sense 
these  are  not  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
words,  because  they  were  the  words 
he  was  instructed  to  speak.  I  have 
been  very  careful  to  point  out  all 
through  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  speaking  according 
to  his  instructions.  So  much,  then, 
for  these  charges.  I  hope  that 
by  this  time,  I  have  proved  that  the 
Amendment  in  its  terms  is  absolutely 
and  entirely  true  from  beginning  to  end. 
It  has  been  admitted  in  speeches  made 
by  supporters  of  the  Government.  Then, 
has  not  the  time  arrived  at  last,  when, 
upon  the  Journals  of  this  House,  there 
should  be  recorded  an  ample  withdrawal 
of  the  terrible  charges  which  have  been 
made  against  Members  of  this  House  ? 
It  has  bden  suggested  in  the  course  of 
the  debate  that,  upon  various  occasions, 
statements  have  been  made  which  ought 
to  satisfy  the  House.  From  that  sug- 
gestion 1  entirely  dissent.  There  have 
been  occasions,  no  doubt,  when  the 
Attorney  General  and  others  have  made 
use  of  expressions,  which  by  some  might 
be  considered  sufficient  and  satisfactory. 
I,  on  the  other  hand,  hold  that  there 
never  has  been  adequate  and  ample  re- 
compense offered  to  these  men  for  the 
terrible  slur  that  has  been  cast  upon 
them.  I  recollect  what  occurred  i\  the 
Commission  Court  on  February  27, 1889. 
We  had  met  on  the  previous  day,  when 
the  Court  was  crowded  in  every  part. 
No;  there  was  one  vacant  place,  the 
witness-box.  The  Times'  witness  had 
gone,  and  the  Attorney  General,  feeling, 
no  doubt,  that  it  would  be  very  difficult 
to  continue  the  play — I  was  about  to 
say  the  play  of  Hamlet  with  the  "  Prince 
of  Danmark  "  left  out,  but  it  would  be 
more  appropriate  to  say  the  play  of 
Faust  without  "  Mephistopheles" — ^the 
Attorney  General  asked  for  an  adjourn- 
ment. Next  day  he  returned,  instructed 
to  withdraw  a  portion  of  the  case  and 
to  express  regret.  Now,  when  a  man 
has  committed  a  wrong,  and  is  anxious 
to  set  matters  right,  he  does  not  find  it 


difficult  to  make  a  straightforward 
apology,  but  the  position  is  one  of  con- 
siderable difficulty  when  the  person  who 
has  done  wrong  wants  to  give  an  indica- 
tion of  an  apology  without  the  substance 
of  an  apology.  The  Attorney  General 
came  into  Court  with  his  instructions- 
written  out  this  time.  Can  it  be  sug- 
gested that  the  words  read  by  the  hon^ 
and  learned  Member  contained  that 
ample  and  adequate  retraction  which 
can  alone  be  satis&ctory  to  the  maligned 
Members  ?  What  tlie  Attorney  General 
read  was  this — 

"My  Lords,  under  these  circumstances  it 
seems  to  us  that  the  course  which  we  ought 
to  take  is  clearljr  defined,  and,  believing  that 
we  are  merely  doing  our  duty,  I  now,  on  be- 
half of  those  whom  we  represent,  ask  permis- 
sion to  withdraw  from  your  consideration  the- 
question  of  the  genuineness  of  the  letters  which 
have  been  submitted  to  you,  the  authenticity 
of  which  is  denied,  with  the  full  acknowledge- 
ment that,  after  the  evidence  which  has  been 
given,  we  are  not  entitled  to  say  that  they  are- 
genuine.  My  Lords,  although  it  is  possible 
that  any  expression  of  regret  used  by  me  in 
making  this  statement  may  be  misrepresented,, 
those  whom  I  represent  request  me  to  express 
their  sincere  regret  that  the  letters  were  pub> 
lished.  That  feeling,  which  most  truly  exists, 
will,  at  the  proper  time,  be  more  fully  ex* 
pressed  by  themselves." 

I  have  no  doubt  that  is  perfectly  true  ; 
they  do  regret  it.  They  regret  ex- 
ceedingly that  the  character  of  the 
Times  as  a  respectable  journal  i» 
shattered  for  ever.  Then  the  Attorney 
General  went  on  to  say  that,  when 
the  proper  time  came,  a  more  full 
and  ample  expression  of  regret  might 
be  expected.  Well,  that  time  has 
not  come  yet,  and  so  far  as  I  can  gather 
from  that  newspaper  they  sail  as  near  the 
wind  as  they  dare  every,  day  it  is  pub- 
lished. But  they  know  now  something 
about  the  law  of  libel — they  have  been- 
taught  by  hon.  Members  below  the  G^ang- 
way,  and  they  are  careful  not  again  to 
offend  those  laws.  I  appeal  again  to 
Gentlemen  sitting  opposite  whether  they 
can  say  that  the  Timss  has  recognised 
that  the  occasion  has  come  to  do  fuller 
and  more  ample  justice  to  hon.  Members- 
below  the  Gangway.  If  they  agree  with 
me,  do  not  hon.  Members  opposite  think 
that  the  opportunity  has  arrived  on  the 
consideration  of  this  Amendnent?  My 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Roxburgh  (Mr.  Elliott)  has  referred  to 
the  damages  accorded  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  as  an  adequate  reparation  to 
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that  bon.  Member  on  his  own  lowing. 
But  that  is  not  on  the  Journals  of  the 
House.  In  the  future  when  the  Journals 
of  the  House  come  to  be  consulted,  no 
record  will  be  found  on  them  of  that 
^tion.  I  do  not  think  the  Attorney 
General  represented  the  Times  on  this 
occasion.  But  it  is  the  fact  that  although 
the  Times  dare  not  assert  that  the  letters 
are  genuine,  yet  they  bind  up  with  the 
i*edord  numbei*s  of  charges  against  the 
Member  for  Cork,  and  endeavour,  if  they 
can,  to  blacken  his  character  with  asper 
sions  which  are  equally  base  and  false, 
&nd  equally  disgraceful  to  that  newspaper. 
I  think  it  will  be  agreed  that  there  was 
no  reparation  such  as  the  hon.  Member 
had  a  right  to  expect  made  on  the  occa- 
sion of  the  action  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred. I  ought,  however,  to  acknow- 
ledge that,  after  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  in  the  Privilege  debate, 
the  leader  of  the  House  said  a  few  words 
in  answer  to  the  appeaJ  which  was  made 
to  him  which  were,  if  1  may  respectfully 
say  so,  worthy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle - 
nmn,  and  of  a  straightforward  English 
Gentleman.  Let  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend's  clients  take  pattern  from  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
But  that,  again,  was  no  foi'mal  record. 
There  has  been  up  to  iiow  nothing  to 
which  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
can  point  as  showing  that  these  charges 
have  been  made  and  disproved.  I  now 
want  to  say  a  word  or  two  in  regard  to 
another  matter  which,  no  doubt,  is  a 
proper  matter  for  our  consideration.  It 
may  be  said  that  although  the  charges 
made  against  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  have  been  disproved,  and 
although  no  reparation  has  been  offered 
to  them,  yet  in  some  way  they  are  estopped 
from  the  relief  they  seek  on  account  of 
the  other  charges  that  have  been  held  to 
be  established  against  them  in  this  Re- 
port. My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr.  Reid),  with  a 
skill  which  I  admired,  dealt  yesterday 
with  all  these  charges,  and  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  go  again  over  the  ground  which 
he  so  ably  covered.  It  has  been  sug- 
gested that  the  Irish  Members  are  de- 
barred from  the  relief  which  is  claimed 
for  them  by  the  charges  which  have  been 
established  against  them.  But  the 
learned  Judges  themselves  said  that  with 
respect  to  the  amount  of  guilt  which  at- 
tached to  these  gentlemen  they  could 
Mr,  Lockwood 


offer  no  opinion  to  this  House.  The 
Judges  also  felt  constrained  to  leave  out 
of  consideration  matters  which  will  be 
admitted  to  be  of  the  first  importance.  I 
contend,  therefore,  that  the  finding  on 
that  head,  which  loses  sight  of  all  con- 
siderations in  favour  of  these  gentlemen, 
is  a  finding  which  reflects  no  dishonour 
on  them,  and  does  not  disentitle  them  to 
the  relief  claimed  by  the  Amendment. 
No  reparation  has  been  made,  and  I  would 
ask  hon.  Members  opposite  to  take  these 
matters  into  their  serious  consideration, 
and  to  consider  whether  the  time  has  not 
come  for  justice  to  be  done  to  gentlemen 
who  are  their  colleagues  in  the  House.  ' 

*(4.55.)  The  SECRETARY  of  STATE 

FOE  THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT   (Mr. 

Matthews,  Birmingham,  East)  :  It  is  no 

doubt  interesting  to  the  House  to  hear 
the  learned  Gentlemen  who  were  con- 
cerned in  this  inquiry  renew  in  our 
presence  the  arguments  which  were  fully 
ventilated  before  the  Commission.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  who  has  juSt 
sat  down  has  thought  fit  to  make  a 
personal  attack  on  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  (Sir  R. 
Webster).  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
is  perfectly  able  to  take  care  of  himself^ 
and  I  shall  leave  it  to  him,  when  he 
takes  his  turn  in  the  Debate,  to  answer 
these  personal  observations  with  regard 
to  his  conduct.  I  would  rather  confii^ 
mysalf  a  little  more  strictly  to  the 
subject  which  is  really  before  this 
House,  namely,  the  Resolution  and  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man has  said  that  the  Amendment  is 
absolutely  true.  Well,  I  am  not 
concerned  to  contest  .that  proposition. 
But  I  will  add  this,  that  it  is  only  part 
of  the  truth.  It  is  part  of  the  truth, 
tainted  with  passionate  and  inflammatory 
adjectives.  The  Motion  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  is  that  we  should  adopt  and 
record  the  whole  of  the  findings  of  the 
Commissioners  and  show  no  favour  to 
either  side  ;  and  we  should  record  both 
those  findings  which  tell  for  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  and 
those  which  tell  against  them.  We 
desire  to  record  the  finding  that  the 
letters  attributed  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  are  forged,  the 
findings  which  acquit  that  hon.  Member 
and  his  colleagues  from    anything  like 


1793        Sj)ecial  Commission        {March  4,  1890}           (1888)  Report,            1794 

complicity     with     the     Phoenix     Park  of  hon.  Members  of  this  House  1    It  was 

murders the  question  whether  the  allegations  in 

Mr.  sexton  (Bdlfasfc,  W.) :  Oh,  these  articles,  that  the  purpose  and  mo- 
thanks,  dus  operandi  of  this  organisation,  which 
*Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  not  have  become  so  familiar  to  us  all,  were 
searched  these  charges  and  allegations,  or  were  not  criminal.  What  was  alleged 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has ;  in  these  articles  was  that  the  purpose  of 
but  I  understood  him  to  allege  that  that  the  organisation,  both  of  the  Land 
would  be  found  in  the  record.  Well,  League  and  of  the  National  League,  was 
all  the  exonerating  Bndings  will  be  of  a  treasonable  character.  What  was 
recorded  by  adopting  my  right  hon.  alleged  was  that  the  means  were 
Friend's  Motion.  What  we  decline  to  illegal,  aye,  and  even  criminal;  that 
do  is  to  adopt  a  one-sided  treatment  of  the  methods  employed  were  not  con- 
the  Report  of  the  Commission.  We  stitutional,  legal,  regular,  or  justifiable, 
decline  to  adopt  a  course  which  gives  the  but  constituted  -  a  system  in  itself 
go-by  to  all  the  findings  to  which  hon.  naturally  leading  to  and  producing 
Members  opposite  object,  which  gives  outrage  and  crime.  That  was  the 
them  no  record  at  all  in  our  memory  or  question  raised  by  these  articles,  and  it 
upon  the  Journals  of  the  House,  in  order  was  further  desired  to  ascertain  what 
simply  to  express  the  condemnation  complicity  there  was  in  each  and 
in  which  we  hold  the  falsity  and  vile  all  of  the  persons  incriminated  in 
origin  of  certain  other  charges  which  bringing  about  that  state  of  things, 
were  disproved.  Now,  what  is  there  to  The  Commissioners  find  that  the  Land 
justify  this  mode  of  treatment  of  the  League  was  established  and  founded 
findings  of  a  tribunal  appointed  by  this  with  the  intention  and  for  the  purpose 
Houss  ?  Certainly  no  reason  has  been  of  bringing  about  the  absolute  indepen- 
assigned  for  reflecting  upon  the  dence  of  Ireland.  The  Commissioners 
character     of    the     tribunal.       I    have  say — 

listened   with  great    interest  to  all  the  «tin  our  judgment  the  object  aimed  at  by 

speeches      which      have     been      made,  Mr.  Davitt  and  the  other  founders  of  the  Land 

particularly   to    that  of    the   right  hon.  League,  n^ith  regard  to  the  RevolutioDary  Party, 

Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone).  Cln'lrli^/^t  ^  Z\^J'''Z^^tl^^^'Z 

XL  •      J     'xx  J  xT_  X  XI      X  •!         ^     1         J  "7  morgiDg  It  m  tne  new  movement,  but  to 

It  18  admitted  that  the  tribunal  showed  point  out  to  those  holding  Fenian    opiuions 

zeal,    industry,  honour,  and  good,  faith,  that  the  two  Parties  did  not  clash,  and  that 

Tliere    is,    therefore,     nothing    in    the  they  might  be  of  material  aid  to  on©  another." 

character  of  the  tribunal  to  induce  this  And  again — 

House   to   disregard   their  findings.     Is  .,  j^  ^„,  judgment  the  charge  against  the 

there,  then,  anything   m  the  nature  of  respondents  ooUeotively   of  having  conspired 

the  findings   which  disentitles  them  to  to  bringabouttotal  separation  is  not  established. 

the  notice  of  the  House  ?  I  cannot  forget,  ^^^  ^®  ^^^  *^**  *^™®  o'  ^®™»  together  with 

TiyT*  Q,n.^i.^«    ^u^  r^^^^  ^*  4.V,,'-   ,•«««?«,,  ^l'*  Davitt,  established  and  joined  m  the  Land 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  ongin  of  this  inquiry,  l^^^  Organisation  with  tfie  intention,  by  its 

I  cannot  forget — I  have  here  before  me  means,  to  bring  about  the  absolute  indepen- 

the  record  of  the  debate  in  this  House —  dence  of  Ireland  as  a  separate  nation." 

I  cannot  forget  that  it  was  at  the  instance  These  are  almost  the  very  words  I  used, 

of  Members  below  the  Gangway  that  we  ^^d     which     have     been     challenged, 

were  invited  to  try  these  questions  by  [^*J^oV'  a7id  laughter  from  thS  Opposition 

another  tribunal,  to  inquire  into  every  Benches,]    I  said  that  the  Commissioners 

charge  which  could  be  extracted  from  jj^ve  found  that  the  Land  League  was 

PameUism  and  Grims,     That  was  the  established  with  the  intention  of  tring- 

contention  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  \^  about  the  absolute  independence  of 

Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  and  the  right  hon.  Ireland 

^^'^^'  t\  ^u^^  ^f  f  ^-  .^''T^*^  Me.  sexton :  Would  the  right  hon- 

desired    that    the    whole   matter    from  /^     .1                j  .1        ia-      i.            i     • 

,..        ,          jiijii.'        .J  Gentleman  read  the  ultimate  conclusion 

b3ginning   to   end   should   be    inquired  .  .,     Commissioners    or  will  he  allow 

into.     The  right  hon.  Member  for  New-  .         ^  .^  c, 

castle  desired   that  the  whole   body  of 

charges  made  by  the  Times  against  the  ^  ",)^«  ^"1^  "\*<^  the  respondent  Members  of 

,  .  iP  , ,      V        •'i       ij   i_      •        •     J  •  X  Parliament,  collectively,  were  not  members  of 

Irish  Members  should  be  inquired  into.  ^  conspiracy  having  for  its  object  to  establish 

What  was  it  which  interested  the  bulk  the  absolute  independence  of  Ireland.*' 

VOL.  CCCXLI.     [third  series.]  3  T 
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*Mr.    MATTHEWS:    Yes;     but    tiie 
Commissioners  go  on   to   say   that   Mr. 
Davitt,  who  was  the  founder  of  the  Land 
League,  had  that  intention  and  object, 
and  I  say  that  the  findings  of  the  Com- 
missioners   amount    to    this,    that    the 
organisation     had     for    its    object    and 
purpose   the   absolute    independence   of 
Ireland.       Further,     I     say     that    the 
National  League   is   the   I^nd    League 
under  another  name,  and  that,  therefore, 
when    the    right   hon.   Gentleman    the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
says     that    the    idea    of    the    absolute 
independence  of  Ireland  is  dead,  he   is 
in  conflict  on  this  point  with  the  findings 
of  the  Commissioners.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  yesterday,   in   a  passage   of 
splendid  rhetoric,  inveighed  against  the 
means    by    which    the   Act    of    Union 
was    brought    about.       It    is    only    in 
recent  times  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   has    taken    to     giving    us    these 
lessons  in  history.     I  do  not  read  history 
in  the  same  way  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, but  this  is  a  controversy   wholly 
immaterial  to  this  finding  of  the  Com- 
missioners.    For  the  Commissioners  find 
•that  the  Land  League  had  for  its  object, 
not  the  reform  or  alteration  of  the  Act  of 
Union    and    its    replacement  by    some 
federal  scheme  or  plan  of  delegation,  but 
total  separation  between   England  and 
Ireland.     The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dumfries  (Mr.  Reid)  and  my  learned 
Friend  who  has  just  addressed  the  House 
appear  to  be  of  opinion  that  when  treason 
is    11    years  old  it  becomes  immaterial 
and  unworthy  of  notice.     That  is  not  our 
view.      Now,  I  should  like  to  refer  next 
to    the   means    which    were   employed. 
According  to  the  Commissioners    there 
existed  a  criminal  conspiracy  to  stop  the 
rents  and  drive  the  landlords  out  of  the 
country.     How  ?     By  coercion,  intimida- 
tion, and  boycotting.  The  Commissioners 
find  that  the  respondents  did  incite  to 
intimidation,  and  that  crime  and  outrage 
were  committed  by  the  persons  incited, 
and  that  they  persisted  in  this  incitement 
with  knowledge  of  its  efEect.     The  Com- 
missioners find  that  by  speeches  and  the 
dissemination  of  certain  newspapers  they 
iiaused  an  excitable  peasantry  to  carry  out 
the  orders  of  the  Land  League,  even  by 
tissassination.     These  findings  amounted 
to     this,  that  the    Land   League    used 
criminal  methods  to  further  its  ends.  We 
are  told  that  all  this  is  to  go  for  nothing. 


because  the  personal  complicity  of  A  B 
or  C  has  not  been  established.  That  is 
a  proposition  upon  which  it  seems  to  me 
to  be  hardly  safe  to  challenge  the  judg- 
ment of  the  House  of  Commons.  What 
was  the  nature  of  the  speeches  which 
were  proved  before  the  Commissioners  ? 
Speeches  in  which  land-grabbers  were 
denounced  as  *'  man-eating  tigers,"  as 
"  enemies  of  God  and  man,"  as  '*  a 
thousand  times  worse  than  murderers," 
speeches  in  which  young  men  were 
recommended  to  arm  and  drill.  Do 
not  speeches  such  as  these  involve  the 
speakers  in  personal  responsibility  ?  Is 
there  no  personal  responsibility  for  such 
words  as  these,  uttered  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  -  East  Cork  (Mr. 
O^rien)— 

**  We  have  an  organisation  at  our  back  which 
has  proved  sufficient  to  make  laad-f;^bbing  in 
any  shape  a  very  disagreeable  and  risky  profes- 
sion." 

And  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr 
Dillon)  with  the  candour  which  marks 
his  utterances  and  which  I  cannot  help 
admiring,  said — 

'*  There  never  was  the  slightest  success  unti> 
we  hit  upon  the  dod4(e  of  making  it  too  hot  for 
him  who  took  his  neighbour's  land." 

Do  you  mean  to  say  that  speeches  like 
that  made  to  an  excited  peasantry  do  not 
involve  some  kind  of  personal  responsi- 
bility on  those  who  utter  them  ?  Then 
as  to  the  dissemination  of  newspapers. 
What  were  the  newspapers  ?  The  House 
has  been  made  sufficiently  acquainted 
with  the  character  of  those  newspapers. 
Archbishop  Walsh  called  them  abomin- 
able. The  answer  made  is  that  the 
dissemination  of  these  newspapers  only 
amounts  to  constructive  conspiracy. 
Thousands  of  copies  of  the  Irish  World 
scattered  throughout  Ireland  is  a  matter 
for  which  no  one  is  responsible,  and  so 
with  regard  to  another  paper  owned  by 
one  of  the  respondents,  who,  it  is  repre- 
sented, never  knew  its  contents.  I  do 
not  find  that  this  method  of  criticism  is 
applied  to  the  editor  of  the  Times,  who 
is  to  be  responsible  for  everything  that 
appears  in  his  paper.  In  my  opinion 
neither  law  nor  common  sense  will  admit 
of  such  a  plea  as  this.  The  doctrine, 
both  of  law  and  common  sense,  is  that 
where  a  number  of  men  are  acting 
together  for  a  joint  purpose,  when  daily 
operations  are  carried  out  by  each  in 
furtherance  of  that  joint  purpose,  all  ar 
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responsible  for  the  acte  of  each,  aare  for 
those  acts  which  may  be  disowned.  The 
theory  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dumfries  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid)  appears 
to  be  that  the  only  person  answerable  for 
an  outrage  is  the  man  who  commits  the 
deed,  and  that  those  who  may  have  sug- 
gested the  deed  are  free  from  all  reapon- 
eibility.  That  iB  a  doctrine  which  the 
Honse  will,  I  think,  be  alow  to  accept. 

Mb.  sexton  t  May  I  a«k  the  right 
hoD.  G-entleman  to  refer  to  any  passage 
ill  the  Report  showing  that  the  respon- 
dcntd  snggeeted  outrages  1 

•Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  have  stated  to 
the  House  what  the  CommiHsionern  have 
found,  namely,  that  the  respondents  in- 
cited to  intimidation,  that  intimidation 
led  to  crime  and  outrage,  and  that  the 
respondents  p.;rsisted  in  their  incitement 
to  intimidation  with  knowledge  of  its 
effect.  Willany  oneventnre  toaasert  that 
that  does  not  amount  to  responsibility 
for  the  crime  and  outrage  committed) 
If  I  invite  a  man  to  cross  a  bridge  which 
I  know  to  be  rotten,  or  to  partake  of  a 
dish  which  I  know  to  be  poisoned, 
am  I  not  answerable  for  the  conaequences 
of  his  crossing  the  bridge  or  partaking  of 
the  dish?  The  Commissioners  have 
found  that  the  respondents  were  guilty  of 
carrying  on  an  Association  whose  object 
was  treasonable  by  means  that  I  mnst 
describj  as  criminal.  Nothing  seems  to 
me  to  have  been  more  clearly  established 
than  the  truth  of  the  words  spoken  liy 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  in  1882.  that  '•crime 
with  fatal  precision  dogs  the  footsteps  of 
the  Land  League."  Another  plea  that 
has  been  set  up  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  is  that  offijiicea 
of  which  the  Gommiasioners  have  found 
.certain  hon.  Members  guilty  are  10 
jears  old.  It  is  free,  of  course,  for  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  and 
hon.  Members  opposite  to  argue  that 
after  1886  came  that  nu^c  change  over 
Ireland  which  has  disconnected  the 
leaders  of  the  National  LL-agne  for  crime  ; 
but  the  Commissioners  thought  that  that 
was  not  BO,  and  that  the  continuity 
between  the  Land  League  and  the 
Ifational  League  still  exists.  The  re- 
markable case  of  Mitchell,  in  page  47  of 
the  Report,  shows  that  a  man  with  whom 
all  had  gone  well  prior  to  1881  was 
boycotted  in  that  year  for  letting  out  on 
liire  a^iculfar.il  machines  to  boveotted 
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persons,  and  that  he  was  persistently 
persecuted  from  1881  to  1887.  In  the 
latter  year  his  son,  a  boy  of  1 1  years  of 
age,  going  homo  with  bread  for  his 
father,  who  had  been  two  days  without 
food,  was  attacked  bj-  three  men,  who  hit 
him  in  hia  side  with  a  large  stone,  which, 
to  nse  Mitchell's  expression,  "  rendered 
him  worthless  for  hia  life."  That  was  a 
coae  of  outrage  which  was  persisted  in 
tliroughout  the  existence  of  the  Land 
League  and  of  the  National  League  with 
a  similar  purpose  and  a  like  design.  It  is 
open  to  hon.  Members  opposite  to  main- 
tain thut  the  findings  of  the  Commis- 
sioners on  this  point  only  concern  ancient 
and  musty  history ;  but  it  is  open 
t4:>  UB  to  contend  that  the  crime  that 
existed  at  that  time  was  exactly  similar 
to  the  crime  that  led  this  House  to 
pass  the  Crimes  Act  of  1887.  Then 
another  plea  that  has  been  set  up  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  is  that  the  very  grave 
crimes  that  the  Commissioners  found 
had  been  committed  were  due  to  some 
othercauses  than  agitation — sudiasiniqni- 
toua  rents  and  evictions.  The  finding  of 
the  Commissioners,  who  have  dealt  with 
that  argument,  is,  we  arc  told,  to  be  set 
aaide  on  the  ground  that  their  finding 
is  non-judicial;  but,  in  my  opinion,  the 
evidence  before  the  CommissionerB 
showed  that  the  crime  that  prevailed  was 
due  not  to  distress,  iniquitous  rents,  and 
evictions,  but  to  agitation.  The  Com- 
missioners have  given  16  instances  of 
oQtniges  in  one  part  of  tJieir  Report.  In 
five  of  these  inatances  men  were  shot 
for  having  paid  their  rent.  What  had 
those  outr^es  to  do  with  iniquitous  rents 
evictions  1  In  another  case  a  man 
3  shot  for  buyizig  out  n  tenant,  and  in 
)  other  cases  men  were  shot  for  being 
caretakers.  Thus,  ont  of  16  instances 
outr^e,  eight  examples  had  no 
connection  with  iniquitous  rents,  evic- 
tions, or  other  agrarian  wrongs.  Then, 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
asks  the  Honse  not  to  record  these  adverse 
findings,  because,  according  to  him,  the 
agitation  which  occurred  during  the 
years  to  which  the  Commissioners  allude 
more  good  than  harm  by  preventing 
rather  than  causing  crime,  and  because 
that  agitation  brought  about  the  passing 
of  the  Land  Act  of  1381.  Thepolicy  of  the 
Lmd  Act  of  1881  may  be  open  to  a  great 
deal  of  criticism.  It  was  an  exoepttonal 
3  T  2 
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Jicty  which  ran  counter  to  many  ancient 
principles  and  to  economic  science.  It 
'was  justifiable  only  if  it  was  a  measure 
resorted  to  in  a  great  public  emergency  ; 
Wt  it  became  odious  and  oppressive  if  it 
was  a  concession  to  turbulence  and  crime, 
^e  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
told  UB  that  an  agitation  which  led  to  all 
these  results  in  the  judgment  of  the 
Gommissioners  deserved,  not  the  censure 
of  the  House,  but  to  be  passed  by  in 
silence,  because  it  had  led  to  the  passing 
of  the  Land  Act  This  is  the  second  time 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
enunciated  the  most  dangerous  and 
disastrous  doctrine  that  those  who 
are  guilty  of  crime,  who  commit 
outrages  and  make  law  and  order 
impossible,  are  to  be  rewarded  by  the 
passing  of  an  exceptional  Act  such  as 
is  not  granted  to  any  other  class  of  the 
community.  The. right  hon.  Gentleman 
told  us  yesterday  that  the  Act  for  the 
disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church 
and  the  Land  Act  of  1870  were  free 
gifts  to  the  Irish  people,  and  he  drew  a 
distinction  between  those  Acts  and  the 
Act  of  1881.  But  his  memory  misled 
him ;  for,  on  a  previous  occasion,  he 
told  his  audience  in  Mid  Lothian 
that  it  was  the  blowing  up  of 
Clerkenwell  Prison  and  the  murder 
of  a  policeman  at  Manchester  that  made 
the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church 
a  practical  question  of  politics.  I  be- 
lieve that  the  House  of  Commons  will 
not  accept  that  reasoning  as  sufficient  to 
set  aside  the  condemnatory  findings  of 
the  Commissioners.  The  House  will 
not  admit  that  outrages  and  crime  were 
really  beneficial  to  the  country  because 
they  brought  about  the  Land  Act  of  1 881 . 
Then  there  is  another  question  with  re- 
gard to  the  connection  that  exists 
between  the  constitutional  and  lawful 
organisation  in  this  country  and  the 
other  organisations  in  America.  With 
regard  to  that,  the  Commissioners  have 
taught  me  many  new  facts  which  I  did 
not  know  before .  The  Commissioners  have 
taught  me  that  the  Clan-narGb»el  is  cer- 
tainly as  desperate  and  infamous  a  society 
as  was  ever  known  in  history.  It  is  a 
society  which  deliberately  recommends 
the  use  of  dynamite,  and  is  continually 
engaged  in  the  promotion  of  its  use, 
and  it  is  a  society  which  rejected  a  man 
of  the  name  of  Collins  as  its  temporary 
President,  because  he  had  been  guilty  of 
Mr,  Matthews 


the  enormous  crime  of  ofEering  a  reward 
for  the  discovery  of  the  Phoenix  Park 
murderers.  It  has  lately  been  distin- 
guished by  the  facts  that  have  appeared 
in  connection  with  the  trial  of  Dr.  Cronin^B 
murderers.  Connected  with  that  society 
is  Mr.  Patrick  Ford,  the  editor  of  the 
Irish  World,  That  is  a  newspaper 
which  preaches  the  use  of  dynamite  as  a 
political  weapon,  and  which  suggested 
the  laying  in  ashes  of  English  towns^ 
and  advised  that  England  ought  to  be 
plagued  with  all  the  plagues  of  Egypt, 
and  that  she  lOu^ht  to  be  scourged  by 
day  and  terrorised  by  night,  and  wished 
success  to  the  National  League  and 
more  power  to  dynamite.  The  Olan-na- 
Qtuel  and  Mr.  Patrick  Ford  and  the 
Irish  World  were  taken  under  the  spe- 
cial protection  of  the  Land  League. 
Why  was  it  that  the  IrisJi  World  was 
disseminated?  Was  there  any  social 
science  to  be  learnt  from  that  newspaper  T 
Did  it  contain  items  of  news  which  Irish 
readers  could  not  obtain  from  any  other 
source?  What  reason  can  ingenuity 
suggest  why  this  paper  was  circu- 
lated by  the  Land  League  if  it  was 
not  to  accustom  its  readers  to  the 
kind  of  doctrine  it  advocated?  I  anft 
unable  to  suggest  any  other  reason 
for  the  anxiety  to  disseminate  this  paper 
throughout  Ireland.  It  was  not  only 
disseminated,  but  the  editor  received  the 
thanks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  ou 
the  part  of  the  Land  League.  The 
Secretary  of  the  Land  League  in  July, 
1 881,  declared— 

**That  the  success  of  the  cause  is  to  be 
measured  hy  the  acceptance  of  its  principlea 
When  the  Irish  World  is  read  in  every  hamlet 
in  every  county,  it  will  he  heyond  the  power  of 
earth  and  hell  to  perpetuate  landlordism  in 
Ireland." 

It  is  found  that  the  respondents  did 
invite  the  assistance  and  co-operation  of 
Patrick  Ford  and  the  Irish  Worlds  that 
they  accepted  his  money,  and  that  the 
payments  made  by  him  were  received 
by  various  persons,  including  the  respon- 
dents. It  is  found  that  the  respondents 
invited  the  assistance  and  co-operation  of 
the  Clan-na-Gael  in  order  to  get  help 
from  it,  and  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  in  particular  abstained  from  any 
denunciation  or  condemnation  of  the 
Irish  World  for  that  purpose.  Forsooth, 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
compared   that    with   the   case    of    the 
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different  bodies  of  Catholics  in  the  reign 
of  Queen  Elizabeth,  when  there  were 
Catholics  who  were  loyal,  and  others  who 
were  inspired  from  abroad  to  assassinate 
the  Queen.  If  Lord  Montagu  and  his 
son  had  taken  the  money  6f  the  criminal 
conspirators,  if  they  had  circulated  their 
correspondence  and  disseminated  their 
views  in  the  way  that  the  Land  League 
did  in  regard  to  the  Irish  World,  I  would 
not  have  given  five  minutes'  purchase 
for  their  lives.  Then  the  action  of  the 
C Ian -na- Gael  is  also  stated  for  us  by  the 
Commissioners.  The  Clan-na-Gael  sent 
dynamitards  to  this  country  in  1883. 
One  was  named  Lomasney,  and  the  other. 
Dr.  Gallagher,  is  still  alive  in  this 
country.  Then  it  is  said  that  from  1883 
to  1885  there  was  a  lull  in  the  outrages 
that  occurred  ;  because,  as  stat3d  in  one 
of  the  circulars  of  the  Clan-na-Gael,  a 
more  active  policy  would  be  perilous  to 
fclie  leaders  of  the  public  movement  in 
this  country.  This  was  the  most  dis- 
interested friendship  on  the  part  of  the 
Clan-na-Gael.  Then,  on  December  16, 
1885,  there  appeared  in  the  Leeds 
Mercury,  after  a  good  many  rumours,  the 
first  announcement  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlem  in  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian's 
famous  scheme  of  Home  Rule.  Then 
bc*gau  the  first  dawning  of  those  sweet 
hopes  which  we  are  told  will  bring  about 
n  union  of  hearts  and  peace  and  pros- 
perity to  Ireland.  No  doubt  the  Clan- 
na-Gael  was  informed  by  telegraph  what 
liad  happened,  for  two  days  after  they 
issued  a  curious  circular  in  which  they 
announced  their  readiness  to  accept 
Home  Rule,  becaus3  they  would  have 
their  friends  in  the  Castle,  and  the  plant 
of  an  armed  revolution,  and  they  recog^ 
'  nised  Home  Rule  as  a  step  in  the 
progress  of  their  own  designs.  Then  on 
December  23  there  is  another  circular 
of  an  equally  interesting  character,  in 
which  it  is  said — 

'^  We  expect  to  resume  active  operations  after 
the  present  exigencies  of  the  ConstitutioDal 
Party  are  passed." 

Here  is  a  touching  support  given  by  the 
Clan-na-Gael  to  the  Parliamentary  Party. 
The  Clan-na-Gael  said  they  purposely 
abstained  from  doing  anything  which 
would  embarrass  the  Constitui^onal  Party 
during  the  crisis  of  the  elections.  As 
soon  a&  the  exigencies  of  the  Constitu- 
tional Party  demanded  it  the  «Clan-na- 
Gael  ceased  iter  outrages,  and  when  the 


exigencies  of  the  -Constitutional  Party  no 
longer  demanded  it  they  declared  their 
readiness  to  begin  again. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Where  is  that? 

♦Me.  MATTHEWS  :  "We  expect  to 
resume  active  operations  after  the 
present  exigencies  of  the  Constitutional 
Party  are  passed."  They  declare  their 
readiness  to  begin  again.  It  is  a  finding 
that  cannot  be  passed  over  in  silence. 
All  these  findings  show  the  connection 
between  the  organisation  which  claimed 
at  home  to  be  aConstitutional organisation 
and  the  Clan-na-(xael,  with  Patrick  Ford 
and  his  newspaper,  the  Irish  World,  at 
their  back.  It  appears  that  these 
persons  in  America  held  the  "throttle 
valve  of  crime  *^  in  their  hand,  and  were 
ready  to  turn  on  and  turn  off  steam  as  it 
suited  the  exigencies  of  the  party  in  this 
country  and  the  leaders  of  the  open  move- 
ment. I  do  not  ill  the  least  wish  to  with- 
hold from  the  record  of  the  Commission 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  was  not 
aware  that  the  Clan-na-Gael  had  by  a  con- 
trivance, explained  in  the  Report,  obtained 
control  of  the  American  organisations. 
That  is  perfectly  true  ;  but  the  observa- 
tion does  not  controvert  the  fact  that 
there  is  in  America  a  body  of  persons 
perfectly  lost  fo  all  the  ordinary  rules 
that  govern  men,  perfectly  regardless  of 
what  duty  and  morality  require,  and 
who  are  ready  to  interrupt  or  continue 
proceedings — which  must  be  character- 
ised as  desperate  arid  criminal — ^just  as  it 
suits  the  purposes  and  desires  of  the 
so-called  Constitutional  Party  in  this 
country.  Is  the  House  of  Commons  to 
pass  by  these  facts  without  notice  ?  The 
excuses  that  have  been  made  for  these 
things  St  em  to  me  to  make  the  matter 
worse.  That  facts  so  grave  and  so  alarm- 
ing as  these  found  by  the  Commissioners 
are  palliated  and  excused  on  such  grounds 
as  have  been  set  forth  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  seems  to 
me  to  make  it  more  than  evdr 
necessary  that  they  should  be  re- 
corded on  the  Journals  of  this  House 
for  the  instruction  of  the  country. 

(5.40.)  Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER 
(Wolverhampton,  E.) :  I  think  thfe 
course  of  this  debate,  and  especially  the 
speech  to  which  we  have  just  listened, 
shows  most  conclusively  both  the 
unfairness  and  the  unwisdom  of  using 
the  weapon  of  the  Criminal  Law  for 
the  purpose  of  attacking  our    political 
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opponents  or  for  dealing  with  political 
issnes.  *  The  whole  of  the  Debate  hitherto, 
so  far  as  it  has  gone,  on  the  other  side 
has  been  a  systematic  attempt  to  insinuate 
to  the  House  that  the  character  of 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland  who  sit 
below  the  Gtingway  is  unworthy,  uncon- 
stitutional, criminal,  and  of  a  censurable 
description,  and  quietly,  without  saying 
it  openly,  speeches  are  being  made  which 
are  speeches  against  any  change  of 
Government  in  Ireland  supported  by 
those  hon.  Members.  Now  that  seems 
to  me  an  extraordinary  position  to  take 
up,  because  if  I  entertained  their  view — 
the  view  of  the  so-called  Unionist  Party 
— ^nd  if  the  Commissioners  had  found 
that  not  one  single  line  of  censure  ought 
to  be  distributed  to  these  hon.  Members, 
if  they  had  eulogised  them  as  patriots  of 
the  highest  order  and  had  commended 
every  act  and  speech  of  the  respondents, 
it  would  not  afEect  by  a  hair's  breadth 
my  opposition  to  Home  Rule.  The  cha- 
racter of  the  men  is  immaterial  ;  in 
the  issue  you  are  dealing  with  a  nation, 
and  leaders  come  and  leaders  go;  but 
the  great  Constitutional  question  remains. 
But  dealing  with  a  great  Constitutional 
question,  I  think  it  is  most  unfortunate, 
most  unfair,  one  of  the  most  unfair  things 
in  this  inquiry,  thus  imparting  into 
a  political  question  the  weapon  of  the 
Criminal  Law,  endeavouring  to  fight 
those  to  whom  we  are  politically  oppofied 
by  charges  of  criminal  offences  which,  if 
you  believe  them  to  be  true,  it  is  your 
bounden  duty  to  follow  up  by  a  Motion 
to  expel  the  accused  Members  from  the 
House.  Now,  last  night  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  made  the  fol- 
lowing remark— 

*'  On  our  side  we  believe  that  the  Report 
contains  condemnation  as  well  as  acquittal,  and 
we  think  it  right  and  just  to  record  both." 

Condemnation  and  acquittal !  Yes,  but 
for  what  are  the  respondents  condemned 
and  of  what  are  they  acquitted?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
last  night  gave  us  a  history — and  he  was 
quite  right  in  giving  us  that  history — of 
the  circumstances  under  which  this 
Commission  was  instituted,  and  he  very 
properly  said  we  could  not  appreciate 
the  findings  of  the  Commission  unless 
we  recalled  to  recollection  the  circum- 
stances under  which  that  Commission 
was  issued.  I  propose  to  supply  one  or 
two  points  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
Mr.  IT.  H.  Fowler 


did  not  refer  ta  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Lockwood)  has  to-night 
called  attention  to  one  or  two  passages 
which  form  the  basis  of  the  original 
charge,  but  I  think  the  House  should 
have  a  rather  more  extended  prospect 
put  before  it  of  what  was  the  original 
charge  in  Pamellism  and  Crims,  and 
what  was  the  charge  which  the  Attorney 
General  made  in  "  O'Donnell  v.  Walter." 
It  was  these  two  together  that  formed 
the  basis  or  instruction  for  the  inquiry 
ordered  by  Parliament.  Let  us  see 
whether  the  main  objects  for  which  this 
inquiry  was  directed  are  not  the  objects 
upon  which  hon.  Members  have  been 
acquitted.  I  am  going  to  give  the  House 
four  or  five  quotations.  I  will  not  repeat 
the  quotations  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  has  given,  although  his  conten- 
tion is  singularly  illustrated  by  the 
speech  just  made,  namely,  that  the 
Tim£s  in  its  first  article  said  that  treason, 
was  not  the  main  charge  against  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  his  friends — 

"Treason  in  these  days  of  flabby  tolerance 
is  leniently  regutied  as  personal  indiscretion. 
We  regard  that  as  one  proof  of  the  decay  of 
public  opinion." 

And  the  article  goes  on  to  say  they 
have  to  deal  with  something  more 
serious,  and  they  go  on  to  connect  their 
accusation  against  Irish  Members  with 
murder  from  first  to  last.  They  stated 
the  Land  League  was  a  movement  based 
on  a  scheme  of  assassination  '^  carefully 
calculated  and  coolly  applied.*'  They 
stated — it  cannot  be  repeated  too  often — 
that  the  League  was  provided  with  funds 
by  the  murderers  who  shared  their 
councils,  and  that  murderers  had  gone 
from  the  League  offices  to  set  out  on 
their  bloody  work,  and  returned  to  con- 
sult the  Constitutional  leaders  on  the 
progress  of  the  cause.  The  next  quota- 
tion I  will  give  is  one  we  have  not 
heard  very  much  about.  I  do  not 
recollect  if  any  evidence  was  pro- 
duced in  regard  to  it,  but  it  is 
absolutely  rejected  in  the  findings.  A 
distinct  charge  was  made  in  Farnellism. 
and  Crime  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  when  he  was  let  out  of  prison  in 
order  to  attend  a  funeral  in  Paris,  at  a 
meeting  with  Land  League  members  at 
Willesden,  was  made  cognisant  of  the 
intended  Phoenix  Park  murders.  That 
is  clearly  set  out  on  page  24  of  Famel- 
lism  arid   Crim£,  and  though  it  is  not 
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stated  in  the  words  I  have  nsed,  the 
innuendo  is  clear  and  conclusive.  Then 
again,  on  page  29,  it  is  stated  that  Carey's 
evidence  did  not  directlj  confirm  the 
universal  conviction  that  prevailed,  that 
the  League  controlled  the  throttle  valve 
of  crime.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  just  now  that  that  control  was  with 
the  Clan-na-Gael.  Here  the  charge  is 
that  Members  of  this  House  were  actually 
accessories  to  the  crime.  In  another 
passage  the  Tim^es  says — 

*'Not  only  was  this  murder  dub  organised 
by  one  of  Mr.  Pamell's  official  chief  organisers, 
but  its  victims  were  selected  by  Mr.  Pamell^s 
organisation." 

Then  we  have  a  charge  distinctly  bearing 
on  Members  of  this  House.     The  Tim^s 
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says — 

*' We  have  seen  how  Mr.  Pameirs  *  Consti- 
tutional  organisation '  was  planned  by  Fenian 
brains,  founded  on  a  Fenian  loan,  and  reared 
by  Fenian  hands ;  how  the  infernal  fabric 
*  rose  like  an  exhalation '  to  the  sound  of 
murderous  oratory ;  how  assassins  guarded  it 
about  and  enforced  the  high  decrees  of  the 
secret  conclave  within  by  the  bullet  and  the 
knife.  Of  that  conclave  to-day  three  members 
sit  in  the  Imperial  Parliament  ;  four  are 
fugitives  from  the  law ;  against  one  a  true  bill 
for  murder  stands  recorded :  all  the  exiles  con- 
sort with  professed  assassins  since  their  flight. 
It  remains  to  show  that  the  *  distinguished 
representatives'  at  home  have  continuously 
maintained  their  relations  with  the  murderers 
who  fled  and  the  murderers  who  harbour 
them." 

Then,  on  page  36,  we  find  that  the 
evidence  put  forward  by  the  Tim^es  has 

**  Revealed  nearly  all  the  chief  Members  of 
the  first  Home  Knle  Ministry— Mr.  Painell 
himself,  ]Mr.  Justin  McCarthy,  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor, 
Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  Biggar,  the  Messrs.  Redmond, 
Mr.  William  O'Brien,  and  l>avitt — in  trade 
and  traffic  with  avowed  dynamiters,  and  known 
contrivers  of  murder." 

Those  were  the  charges  which  Lord 
Salisbury  said  sent  a  thrill  through  the 
country,  and  which  induced  Parliament 
to  interfere.  When  the  Attorney  General 
addressed  the  Court  in  the  case  of 
"O'Donnell  v.  Walter"  he  repeated 
those  charges,  and  statad  that  they  were 
the  very  worst  libels  which  could  be 
brought  against  a  public  man.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  quoted  some 
extracts  from  Lord  Coleridge's  judgment, 
but  the  most  important  extract  was  not 
given  by  him.     Lord  Coleridge  says — 

''The  charges  made  against  them  were 
charges  of  complicity  in  murder,  that  they 
shut  their  eyes  when  crime  was  contemplated  ; 


in  some  cases  they  actually  knew  that  murder 
was  going  to  take  place,  and  on  other  occasions 
they  were  present  when  murder  was  being 
talked  about  and  did  not  disavow  it." 

As  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  summed  up 
the  charges  he  said  the  main  issue  was 
whether  Pamellism  was  sustained  on 
murder,  rapine,  aud  robbery.  Those 
were  the  facts  which  were  brought  before 
Parliament,  and  which  caused  Lord 
Salisbury  to  say  that  they  sent  a  thrill 
thi*ough  the  country — not  what  the  late 
Mr.  Forster  said  in  1881  or  1882,  not  the 
ravings  of  the  Irish  World  or  the 
Irishtnan,  or  any  other  newspaper  of 
the  kind.  They  created  no  indignation  ; 
we  have  heard  them  over  and  over 
again.  What  did  send  a  thrill  through 
the  country  was  the  charge  that  men  on 
these  Benches  were  contrivers  and  accom- 
plices  in  murder.  The  debate  on  the 
Commission  Bill  in  the  House  of  Lords 
was  distinguished  by  a  speech  from 
Lord  Herschell  which  I  will  venture  to 
say  if  delivered  in  this  House  would 
have  stopped  the  progress  of  the  Bill. 
It  was  an  admirable  masterly  statement 
of  the  objections  to  the  Bill,  and  every 
one  of  the  noble  Lord*s  prophecies  has 
been  implicitly  fulfilled.  But  after  Lord 
Herschell,  Lord  Carnarvon  rose  to  call 
attention  to  the  subject  matter  of  the 
Bill,  and  he  said — 

**  Tour  Lordships  will  remember  that  about 
April  or  May  last  year  there  appeared  in  the 
Times  a  series  of  charges  which  were  followed 
up  by  the  publication  of  a  letter  in  fac  simile  of 
Mr.  Pamell's  writing.  Such  a  charge  happily 
had  never  been  made  before,  and  such  a  charge 
had  never  been  attempted  to  be  substantiated 
in  the  same  way." 

Then  he  went  on  to  discuss  the  reasons 
for  appointing  a  Commission.  He 
alluded  to  the  fact  that  it  would  not  be 
appointed  to  discuss  any  ordinary  case, 
but  an  extraordinary  and  exceptional 
case.     He  said — 

**  I  can  conceive  nothing  so  ruinous  to  the 
fair  fame  of  the  House  of  Commons  as  to 
allow  such  a  charge  as  this  to  remain  unsettled. 
Consider  what  it  really  means.  It  means  that 
you  have  a  large  section  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons so  condoning  and  so  conniving  at  the 
most  hideous  crimes  that  they  become  partici- 
pators in  those  crimes.  I  can  only  recall  two 
cases  in  any  degree  analagous  to  this  state  of 
things  in  the  whole  history  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  In  the  beginning  of  the  last  cen- 
tury you  had  a  large  Jacobite  Party  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  There  were  many  serious 
and  g^ve  charges  levelled  against  them,  and 
history  has  failed  to  clear  up  many  points. 
They  were  pledged  to  upset,  if  they  could,  the 
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jiresent  djDasty.  They  plotted  with  outside 
opponents  of  the  existing  state  of  things, 
and  grave  charges  were  brought  against  them. 
But  I  venture  to  think  none  of  those  charges 
were  so  grave  as  that  with  which  we  have  to 
deal  at  the  present  moment/* 

Whfiit  does  he  mean  but  the  charge  of 

murder?      I   am   sure   the    right   lion. 

Gdntleman  who  gave  us  an  exaggerated 

statement  of  the  doino:s  of  the  Clan-na- 

Gael   will  admit   that   the  charges  are 

graver  than  tbos3  against  the   Jacobite 

Party.     Lord  Carnarvon  went  on  : — 

"  At  the  close  of  the  same  century,  there  was 
a  Party  in  the  House  of  Commons  who  sym  - 
pathised  warmly  with  the  French  Revolution, 
and  whose  language  carried  them  to  the  extreme 
ver^  of  disloyalty  to  the  Crown  and  the 
country.  Bot  no  one  ever  bronght  such  a 
charge  against  them  as  has  been  repeate  ily  and 
unequiYOcally  levelled  against  the  folio  s^ers  of 
Kr.  Parnell." 

What  did  he  mean  by  that  ?  He  was 
dealing  with  the  charge  of  murder,  and 
nothing  elsa.  Now  my  argument  is  this, 
that  the  real  purpose  for  which  the 
Commission  was  constituted — I  think  it 
was  an  un-Constitutional  tribunal ;  I 
think  it  was  an  unfortunate  tribunal — 
but  the  rsal  object  for  which  it  was  consti- 
tuted was  to  find  out  whether  there  was 
any  truth  in  the  fact  that  the  Irish 
Members  were  knowingly  guilty  of  com- 
plicity with  murder,  and  every  one  of 
the  charges  has  been  proved  to  be  abso- 
lutaly  worthless  and  baseless.  The  Irish 
Members  are  acquitted  of  complicity 
with  murder,  of  a  knowledge  of  the 
Phoenix  Park  murder,  and  of  associating 
with  known  murderers,  of  providing 
money  to  allow  criminals  to  escape  from 
justice  ;  and  if  this  is  so  then  it  justifies 
the  position  we  take  up,  that  the  main 
object  of  the  Commission  being  to  find  out 
whether  they  were  guilty  or  not  guilty, 
and  those  hon.  Members  having  been  pro- 
nounced to  be  not  guilty,  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  House  specially  to  record,  in  the 
language  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  what  the  House  thinks  of 
such  charges,  falsely  and  foully  made 
iigainst  the  Irish  Members  without  a 
tittle  of  evidence  to  support  them,  and 
which  ought  not  to  have  been  made  or 
listened  to  for  a  moment.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  said  that  the 
House  is  precluded  by  the  terms  of  the 
Act  from  inflicting  any  criminal  penal- 
ties, or  indeed  any  p3nalty  whatever,  on 
the  incriminated  persons.  But  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  Guardian  of 
Mr,  H,  H.  Fowler 


the  House  of  Commons,  himself  a  maiv. 
of  spotless  honour  and  integrity,  whether^ 
if    the   Judges  had.  found    those  ..men 
guilty  of  murder,  if  they  had  found  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  knew  of-  the 
Phoenix  Park   murder,  he  would   have 
abstained    from   moving    his    expulsion 
from  the  House.     If  the  right  hon  (Jen- 
tleman  omitted   to   perform  this   duty, 
then   I   can   tell  him  that  we   on  tl^ese 
Benches  would,  have   done  it.     Anjd   no 
technical  objection  ought  t<o  stand  in  the 
way  of  the  House  of  Commons  vindica- 
ting its   own  fair  fame   and  character. 
What  are  the  other  charges  ?   The  Home 
Secretary  has  gone  through  them,  but 
there   is  nothing  new  in  them.     Those 
who  remember  the  memorable  evening 
when   Mr.   Forster,  standing  where  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington 
now    sits,  made  his  tremendous  speech, 
will  come  to  the  conclusion  that  there  is 
nothing  in  the  Report  of  a  graver  cha- 
racter than  was  uttered  by  Mr.  Forster 
at    that    time.       The     worst     charges 
which    Mr.    Forster    made,    how    have 
they    been  dealt  with  by  the  Judges  1 
The     Judges     have     found     that     the 
Irish   Members   are   innocent   of   them. 
I  remember  that  one  of  the  first  things  I 
heard  on  coming  into  the  House   was  a 
speech  from  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  now 
sitting  opposite,  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  (Mr.   Plunket),  and  I  am  sorry 
that  now    we   seldom  hear  that   accom- 
plished oratory  we  all  admire  so  much. 
I  remember  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works    denouncing     with     tremendous 
force,   and   with   his   almost    inimitable 
rhetoric,  the  whole  Plan  and  Campaign  of 
the    Irish   League.     He    dwelt    on  the 
points   which   the  Home  Secretary    has 
been   dwelling   upon   to-night ;    but  the 
House  of  Commons  is  familiar  with  all 
this  ;  there  is  nothing  new  about  it.   The 
House  of  Commons  knows  this  thing  a^ 
it  knows   its  multiplication   table.     We 
remember  the  "  leper  "  speech,  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  said  that  if  a 
man  committed  any    offence   as  a  land- 
grabber  he  should  .be  treated  as  a  leper. 
There  is,  I  think,  hardly  a  debate  in  1881 
and  1 883  in  which  that  "leper'*  speech 
is  not  quoted  over  and  over  again.     So 
far  as  thesa  things  are  concerned,  there 
is  nothing  new.       But,   before   dealing 
with  the  main  part  of  the  charge,  I  want 
to   refer  to  what   the   Home  Secretary 
has  said,  first  upon  the  law  of  conspiracy. 
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and,   88C5ondly,    upon   the  Clan-na-Gael. 

The  Home  Secretary  said — 

'*  It  is  true  these  bon.  Gentlemen  did  not 
incite  to  murder,  but  tbey  made  speeches 
which  caused  murder,  and  knowing  that  murder 
would  be  the  result,  they  are  responsible  ;  '* 

and  he  gave  us  thess  illustrations — 

**If,"  he  said,  "I  know  a  bridge  is  rotten 
and  I  send  ^  person  over  the  bridge,  and^  he 
loses  his  life,  or  if  I  know  a  dish  is  poisoned  and 
I  invite  a  man  td  partake  of  it  and  he  loses  his 
life,  I  am  responsible.  And  so  in  like  manner 
hon.  Members  are  responsible  foe  the  ciime 
which  followed  their  speeches." 

True,  if  they  knew  that   crime  would 
follow  their  speeches;  but   the   Judges 
say  they  did  not   know  it.      They  say 
that  the   charges   have   not   been   sub- 
stantiated, that  no  proof  has  been  given, 
and  that  they  do  not  believe  that  there 
was   any  intention  on  the   part  of  the 
respondents,  or  any  of  them,  to  procure 
murder;   and,  further,   that  those   who 
used  the  most  dangerous  language  did 
not  intend  to  cause  murder.      Therefore, 
the  charge  of  constructive  murder  and 
constructive  knowledge  of  murder  goes 
to  the  winds.     Then,  as  to  the  Clan-rua- 
Grael,  I  recognise  the  zeal  and  impartiality 
with  which  the  Judges  discharged  their 
difficult    duties,   and  the   Report,   as  « 
whole,    is   a  signal  monument  of    the 
uprightness  of  English  Judges.     But  the 
Attorney   General   and  the   right   hon. 
Gentleman  know  that  nothing  is  more 
usual  than  to  move  for  a  new  trial  on  the 
ground   of   misdirection   or   mistake    in 
point    of    law,    or,  where   a  Judge    is 
sitting   without  a  jury,  on  the   ground 
that    the    decision     is    wrong.       Now, 
the    whole    of    the    Clan-na-Gael    case, 
as  I  understand  it,  depends  on  the  evi- 
dence  of  Le  Caron,  or  rather  the  man 
Beach.     The  learned  Judges  believed  Le 
Caron.      With  all  respect  for  them,  I  do 
not  believe  him ;  and  if  I  had  been  sitting 
on  a  jury  and  Le  Caron  had  been  brought 
forward  as  a  witness,  I  would  have  re- 
jected his  evidence.     I  do  not  believe 
there   is  a  single  Judge  on  the  Bench, 
including  the  three  Commissioners,  who 
would  have  directed  a  jury  to  find  a  man 
guilty  of  a  capital  ofEenco  on  Le  Caron's 
evidence.     Le   Caron   was,   by  his   own 
admission,  a   perjurer.      He  made  one 
statement  about  the  hon.   Member  for 
Cork  so  prepost3rons,  absurd,  :and  ridi- 
culous   that  any   person  who   has   the 
slightest  knowledge  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  would  reject  that  statement. 


He  said  that  in  the  Lobby  of  this  House 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  told  him — a 
perfect     stranger     just     arrived    from 
America — that  h«  did  not  see  any  reason 
why  a  successful  insurrectionary  move- 
ment could  not  be  inaugurated  in  Ire- 
land, as  they  would  soon  have  XI  00,000 
in  the  Land  League  funds  !      Well,   I 
have     heard     many    charges     brought 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  but  I 
never  heard  any  man  call  him  a  fool,  and 
he  would  Certainly  have  been  worse  than 
a  fool  or  a  lunatic  outside  Bedlam  if  he  had 
made  any  such  statement.  No,  I  reject  that 
as  the  invention  of  a  liar  ;   I  reject  it  all 
the  more  as  Le  Caron  admitted  that  he 
had   committed  perjury  on  various  oc- 
casions.    What  is  the  real  point  of  the 
case?     It  is  that  there  was  boycotting 
and  that  there  was  intimidation.     The 
Judges  have  found  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  and  his  allies  have  been  guilty 
of   boycotting   of  a   severe   and   drastic 
character.     I  do  not  question  that  finding 
at  all.     I  believe,  under  the  instrumen- 
tality of  the  Land  League  and  the  work- 
ing   of    the    scheme,    there    has    been 
boycotting.     I  never  heard  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  deny  that  there  was 
boycotting  or  that  there  were  other  crimes 
besides  boycotting.     There  was  agrarian 
crime.     If  you  go  back  into  the   history 
of  Ireland  for  the  last  30  or  40  years, 
you   will   find   that  agrarian  crime  was 
prevalent ;  you  will  find  instances  by  the 
hundred.       There   was  agrarian    crime 
during  the  famine  and  whenever  there 
were  evictions.     But  the  Judges  did  not 
touch,  upon   that  point.     They   did  not 
find  whether  there  was  any  cause  for  boy- 
cotting or  agrarian  crime.     It  was  very 
much  as  if,  after  a  great  railway  accident, 
an  inspector  should  be  sent  down  to  as- 
certain whether  there  was  an   accident 
and  how  many  were  killed,  but  he  was  not 
to  inquire  into  the  cause  of  the  accident, 
into  the  working  of  the  line,  or  the  qua- 
lity of  the   materials  used.     It  was    an 
essential  part  of  an  inquiry  into  agrarian 
crime,   to   inquire   also   what   were   the 
causes-;  and  so  it  was  an  essential  part  of 
the   inquiry   into   boycotting  to  inquire 
into   its  causes.     The   Home    Secretary 
told  us  that  the  Judges  had  found  that 
agrarian  crime  followed  boycotting.    But 
anyone  who  kno^ys  Ireland  must  know 
that  the  figures  they  gave  are  absoluteljr 
worthless.     The  Judges  xiarried  their  in- 
quiry down  only  to  1879.    I  dp  nptknoW 


1811 


Spfcud  Coi 


whether  that  was  by  arrangement  of 
counsel  on  both  sides  ;  I  nnderatand  that 
it  was  by  arrangemeDt  that  they  tenni- 
nated  their  inqairj' at  1886.  Here  is  a 
statement  I  wilt  give  to  thu  House^ 

"la  1ST9,  a^in,  ihera  ia  nnotb^r  famine. 
In  that  year  the  oounir;  wsa  psyiug 
JE],001,888in  wiei  for  the  support  of  its  poor, 
>g&iD8t  £523,000  20  ;eara  before.  It  wah 
(laying  £117,275  in  outdoor  relief  bIodb, 
aKaiOBb  £3,^39  in  1859.  .According  to  cbe 
l.ri>oaI  Govjfmment  Itepoit,  the  nnmber  of  poor 
actually  ia  the  WorkboneeH  reached  59,S70  in 
Febraary,  18S0,  the  highest  number  during 
the  (amine  dI  1846  having  been  51,302.  In 
the  Rpring  of  1880,  there  was  the  enurmana 
nnmber  of  li7.45t  persons  receiving  relief 
at  the  Blpensa  of  the  taipayers,  many  uf  the 
latter  themselves  bein(;  little  removed  above 
the  oeceseitios  of  relief." 

Mit.  T.W.RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S,): 
What  ia  the  hon.  Member  quoting  from  ? 
Mb.  H.  H.  KOWIiER  :  From  Mr.  J .  A. 
Fox's  book.  Let  us  think  of  the  half  a 
million  of  people  who,  in  two  years, 
perished  miserably  in  the  Workhouses  or 
oa  the  wayside — more  than  have  fallen 
by  the  sword  in  any  of  our  wars ;  let  us 
think  of  the  crop  of  horrors  which  is  now 
growing  up  in  Ireland,  the  disastrons 
fruit  of  which  may  be  gathered  in  years 
to  come !  One  whose  iihsenoe  we  all 
deplore,  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Roesendale.  dealing  iu  1883  with  the 
Conservative  attacks  upon  him  for  this 
lawless  agitation,  which  they  said  tlic 
Government  ought  to  put  down,  said — 

"  1*1  wlesa  agitation  was  brought  prominently 
(orvard  ;  but  had  there  been  nothing  in  Ireland 
in  the  past  two  or  three  yesra  but  lavleES 
BgitalioD  i  Were  there  no  gtievauceif. 
confiacationa  of  the  tunanta'  improvemenli 
evictioDB  for  impoeaible  rents  ?  Was  thei 
general  opinion,  not  only  among  the  disaffected 
as  well  as  the  most  respectable  classes 
Ireland,  that  judicial  interference  in  bo 
ahape  wna  required  to  settle  ihe  relations 
between  the  landlords  and  the  tenants?  The 
evidence  oi  this  opinion  did  not  rest  only  on  the 
Report  of  I«rd  Hoasbo rough's  Commission,  but 
on  the  Keport  of  the  Agricultural  CommissioD, 
the  Dolce  of  Richmond's  Comtnisaion,  and  on 
the  opioioD  of  KlmOBt  every  person  entitled  tc 
Bpeah  with  authonly  on  the  affairs  of  Ireland." 

Lord  Hartlngton  says  that  in  1883 
there  were  causes  for  agitation.  The 
Judges  say — 

"Itianot  our  buainess  to  inrjuire,  it  is  not 

And  they  are  right.  Mr.  Tnko,  who 
is  au  impartial  witness,  writing  in  1)*80, 
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— whose  tital  rentals  taken  ont 
of  the  country  cimnot  be  leas  thun  £80,000  a 
year.  .  .  .  It  is  in  South  Mayo  that  the 
great  seat  of  disturbance  eiiats,  and  where,  as  I 
have  noticed,  the  largeit  baly  of  poKoe  ia 
quartered,  and  wherri  there  are  many  men  who 


out  of  their  housns  without  their 


not  multiply  illnstratious.  There 
great  deal  we  ought  to  condemn, 
regret,  and  deplore.  But  behind  these 
acts  there  was  something  far  worse^ 
wea  the  worst  land  eybtera  oF 
Europo,  under  which  the  property  of  the 
tenants  was  confiscated  and  the  tenant* 
ictpd.  The  [leuple  were  put  into  a 
state  of  constant  antagonism  to  the  law ; 
and  cjin  you  wonder  that  they  refused 
to  become  informers  to  assist  the  law  ? 
The  landlords  of  Ireland  neglected  the 
rule  that  property  has  its  duties  as  well 
as  its  rightw.  The  Home  Secretary  re- 
ferred to  the  observation  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  that  great 
reforming  and  political  movenientB  are 
acoampanied  by  crime.  He  said  the 
doctrine  was  odious,  detestable,  danger- 
ous, and  disastrous.  Let  us  look  a  little 
into  English  History.  1  should  like  to 
ask  my  right  hou.  Friend,  who  I  suppose 
is  the  only  man  in  this  House  who  re- 
members, whether  there  wasnotcrimecon- 
uected  with  the  agitation  for  the  Reform 
Billl  Was  not  Bristol  in  flames,  uid 
Nottingham  in  flames  1  Was  there  not 
immense  destruction  of  property  1  Did 
not  the  men  of  Birmingham  threaten  to 
march  on  London  1  Was  there  not  a 
correspondence — perhaps  some  day  it 
will  come  ont — with  Joe  Parker,  of 
Birmingham,  afterwards  rewarded  by  a 
post  in  Chancery,  and  who  in  after 
years  wrote  on  the  authorship  of  the 
Letters  of  Juniiid  i  Was  there  not 
corres]>ondence  between  the  responsible 
Ministers  of  the  Crown  and  the  organisers 
of  the  Birmingham  Unions  with  reference 
ici  the  carrying  of  the  Reform  Bill  I  We 
are  told  tluit  a  great  many  of  the  tenants 
will  not  pay  the  landlords'  rents.  I  am 
sure  the  Home  Secretary,  with  his  high 
Constitutional  opinions,  will  say  that  the 
Queen's  taxes  come  before  rent.  What 
were  the  placards  in  London? — "  No 
tasea  paid  here  until  the  Bill  is  passed." 
I  find  in  Roehnck's  Ilittory  o/tlie  Wliiff 
Ministi-y,  that   wheti    the   tai  gatherer 


called,     not     on     Radical    agitators 
In  South  Mavo,  from  Wcatport  eastward.  I  Birmingham,  not    upon  one  of  the  des- 
Lhe  chief  landlorclB  ore  nearly  all  non-residenla    pised  Members  of  the   Irish   Party,  bat 
Mr.  11.  11.  Foider  \ 
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upon  the  heir  to  the  great  Earldom  of 
Fitzwilliam,  Lord  Milton  "requested 
the  tax  gatherer  to  call  again  because 
he  was  not  certain  that  circumstances 
might  not  arise  which  would  oblige 
him  to  resist  their  payment"  And 
the  Tory  Members  came  down  in  those 
days,  as  now,  and  asked  the  noble  Lord 
if  he  admitted  the  truth  of  the  statement. 
**  Certainly,"  said  Lord  Milton  ;  and  in 
the  presence  of  the  House  of  Commons 
he  declared  that  he  would  not  pay  the 
tax.  I  am  not  defending  any  one  of 
these  things.  I  say  they  are  part  of 
the  history  of  the  country.  It  is  all 
nonsense  to  attempt  to  separate  this 
political  movement  from  other  political 
movements.  It  is  wrong,  I  know — I 
agree  with  the  Home  Secretary  that  it  is 
odious,  it  is  dangerous,  and  sometimes 
disastrous — that  Governments  and  Parlia- 
ments will  not  concede  to  reason  what  they 
do  concede  to  revolution.  But  the  men 
who  are  rasponsible  for  revolutions  are 
not  the  men  who  risa  ;  they  are  the  men 
of  the  obstinafca,  stupid,  hard-hearted, 
hard-headed  Governments  who  say  non 
po88umu8  to  everything,  and  resist, 
resist,  resist  until  resistance  is 
too  late.  You  talk  about  taxes. 
I  will  give  you  an  illustra- 
tion. During  the  agitation  for  the  great 
Reform  Bill,  the  then  Lord  Chancellor 
had  a  young  brother,  subsequently 
Lord  Brougham,  who  went  to  South- 
wark  in  London.     He  said — 


"  Something  has  been  said  about  not  paying 
tazest  A  resolution  to  that  effect  would  be 
highly  illegal.  People  may  individually  refuse 
without  rendering  themselves  amenable  to  the 
law.'» 

I  am  afraid  the  Home  Secretary  would 
call  that  constructive  conspiracy.  This 
is  a  great  dignitary  speaking.  He  says — 

*'  If  the  tax  gatherer  calls  upon  me  and  a«ks 
you  to  settle  his  little  bill  for  taxes,  I  may  say 
to  him  in  reply,  *  I  have  got  a  little  bill  of  my 
own  which  1  should  like  to  have  settled  by 
gentlemen  down  at  Westminster,  and  who  owe 
it  me,  and  unless  that  little  bill  of  mine  be 
satisfactorily  settled,  you  must  never  expect  me 
to  settle  this.' " 

Sir,  there  were  men  in  those  days,  like 
the  Home  Secretary  and  the  Attorney 
General,  who  were  very  angry  with 
this  tampering  with  the  law.  And  in 
the  last  debate  which  took  place  in  this 
House  on  the  Reform  Bill,  one  of  the 
most  distinguished  Members  of  the  Tory 
Party,  Mr.  Mackworth  Praed,  said — 


"  When  the  means  by  which  recent  events 
have  been  accomplished  are  stated  there  will 
be  no  blacker  page  than  that  which  records  the 
passing  of  this  Bill  in  our  histoxy. " 

I  commend  that  language  to  the  Home 
Secretary.  Can  there  be  anything 
stronger  ?  ^'^o  blacker  page  "  even  than 
all  these  charges  about  the  Clan-na-Gael 
and  the  Land  League  agitation.  It  was 
an  agitation  in  which  the  whole  of  the 
leaders  of  the  Whig  Party,  and  nearly 
half  the  aristocracy  of  the  country,  were 
involved,  and  the  country  was  within 
24  hours  of  revolution.  Another  illus- 
tration occurs  to  me  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Com  Laws.  Hon. 
Members  may,  perhaps,  not  be  aware 
that  Sir  James  Graham,  then  Home 
Secretary,  sent  down  a  Commission  to 
Manchester  to  see  whether  he  could  not 
prosecute  Cobden  and  Bright.  He  saw 
the  folly  of  attempting  a  prosecution. 
In  the  presence  of  my  illustrious  Colleague 
and  his  true  and  legitimate  heir,  I  say  thai 
the  most  memorable  thing  Sir  Bobert  Peel 
ever  did  was,  not  the  abolition  of  the 
Corn  Laws,  in  reference  to  which  he 
said — 

'*  Hereafter  my  name  will  be  associated  witli 
the  untaxed  food  ot  the  people," 

was  not  the  breaking  up  of  a  party — for  no 

great  movement  has  ever  yet  been  gained 

without  breaking  up  a  party — but  the 

greatest  thing  Sir  Robert  Peel  ever  did 
was,  after  hearing  Cobden  make  his 
speech,  and  Sidney  Herbert  come  up  and 
asked  him  to  answer  it,  to  say — "  That 
speech  is  unanswerable."  It  convinced 
his  reason  and  his  judgment,  and  he 
achieved  the  highest  statesmanship  and 
highest  patriotism  in  carrying  out  that 
great  measure,  which,  if  it  had  not  been 
passed,  would  have  caused  bloodshed  and 
turmoil  in  the  country.  But  how  have 
we  dealt  with  Irehind  ?  The  Home 
Secretary  speaks  of  the  odious,  detestable, 
dangerous,  and  disastrous  results  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  with  reference  to  the 
Crimes  Act.  I  was  not  a  Member 
of  the  Cabinet  of  1881.  I  do  not 
know  what  induced  them  to  bring  in 
that  measure ;  but,  if  my  recollection 
serves  me  right,  the  Duke  of  Are^ll  left 
that  Cabinet  because  that  Irish  Land 
legislation  constituted  no  part  of  the  pro- 
gramme of  that  Cabinet  when  it  was 
formed.  But  I  will  take  a  cautious 
statesman   from  either  House.     I  wiU 
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take,  first,  the  Chairman  of  Committees 

in  fchis  Hous3.     He  said — 

'*  Speakibg  broadly,  notbiag  has  beea  done  in 
juBtice  to  Irelaad,  simply  because  she  demanded 
it.  Successive  steps  of  justice  have  been 
taken.  Why  ?  Because  we  could .  no  longer 
resist." 

Then,  what  did  Lord  Derby,  nofc  a  man 
likely  to  give  way  to  what  the  Home 
Secretary  calls  an  odious  and  detestable 
doctrine,  say  ? — 

**  Fixity  of  tenure  in  Irelend  is  the  direct 
result  of  two  causes— Irish  outrage  and  Party 
obstruction," 

Lord  Derby  is  not  defending  ontrage  and 
Party  obstruction  ;  he  is  simply  making 
a  philosophic  statement  of  fact.  Any 
man  who  sat  in  this  House  in  1880  knows 
as  well  as  I  know  that  if  it  had 
not  been  for  Irish  agitation  and  Irish 
outrage,  we  should  never  have  had  the 
Irish  Land  Act.  I  say,  in  passing  judg- 
ment upon  Irish  Members,  the  Govern- 
ment should  bear  in  mind  not  only  what 
they  have  done,  but  they  should  also 
recollect  the  circumstances  in  which  they 
are  placed.  The  Judges  did  not  inquire 
whether  the  acts  were  palliated.  If 
anyone  will  read  the  history  of  Ireland, 
the  story  of  her  agrarian  life,  I  think  they 
will  find  that  if  anything  will  palliate 
even  the  most  serious  crime,  it  is  to  be 
found  in  that  history.  Condemn  the 
Irish  Members  if  you  like  for  being 
associated  with  the  National  League, 
condemn  them  for  boycotting,  for 
their  foolish  speeches,  and  all  the 
nonsense  which  they  have  spoken  and 
written,  yet  they  can  point  to  the  Land 
Act  of  1881,  to  Lord  Ashbourne's  Act, 
1885,  to  the  Arrears  Act,  1882,  and  to 
your  Land  Act  of  1887  as  triumphs  they 
have  achieved.  You  may  enter  upon 
the  Journals  of  this  House,  I  have  no 
doubt  you  will  with  your  majority, 
the  Report  which  you  believe  is 
condemnatory  of  them,  but  as  long 
as  those  Journals  retain,  as  they 
will  retain,  the  fact  of  those  great 
measures,  Irish  Members  will  have 
something  to  point  to  in  those  Journals 
calling  for  the  gratitude  of  their  country, 
and  which  will  far  outweigh  any  censure 
by  a  Party  majority  of  this  House. 

(6.29.)  Mb.  ELLIOTT  LEES  (Old- 
ham):  Mr.  Speaker,  I  should  like  to 
say  a  few  words  upon  the  Report  and 
upon  the  propositions  to  which  I  am 
asked  to  give  ray  consent.  I  find  ray 
Mr,  H,  H,  Fowler 


consent  is  asked  by  the  leader  of   this 
House  to  the  adoption  of  this  Report ; 
and  I  am  asked  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle^ 
man  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  to  express  my 
reprobation  of  these  false  charges  brought 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.     By 
the  hon.  Baronet  I  am  asked  to  deplore 
the  guilt  which  has  been  brought  home 
to  several  Members  of  this  House  in  con- 
nection with    conspiracy    and    criminal 
conspiracy.  I  should  like,  if  I  were  able,  to 
adopt  every  one   of   these   propositionfi.- 
1  should  like  to  adopt  the  Report^  and  I 
should  also,   by  my  vote,   like  to  adopt 
the  view  of  the  right,  hon.  Gentleman 
the    Member    for  Mid  Lothian,  who  ex- 
presses   satisfaction    that     the     charge 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  has 
been  disproved.     I  should  further  like 
to  assent  to  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  that  we  should  thank 
the  Commissioners  for  the  zeal  with  which 
they  have  discharged  their  duty.     But  I 
am  placed  in  a  difficulty.     The  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.   Gentleman    the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  is  not   merely 
a  constructive  Amendment.     It   is   also 
a  destructive  Amendment.     It  asks  us 
to  leave  out  the  pith   of  the   Resolution 
moved  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
and  not  to  ad  opt  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners.    I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   must  have  had   some   inscrutable 
reason   for   taking   this   particular  line. 
He  has  told  us  that  he  is  an  old  Parlia- 
mentary hand.     We  all  know  that  there 
is  no  more  expert  political  tactician  than 
the    right   hon.    Gentleman.     Well,    for 
some  reason  or    other,    he    lia«,    by    the 
terms  of   his    Amendment,    rendered    it 
impossible  for  me,  agreeing  with  him  as 
I  do,  to  express  that  agreement  by   my 
vote.     1  suppose  he  also  had  some  reason 
for   devoting    the    greater   part   of    his 
speech  not  to  the  finding  of  the  Commis- 
sioners as  to  the  forged  letters,  but  to  the 
task  of  discrediting   the   finding   of   the 
Commissioners  on  the  other  charges  sub- 
mitted to  them.     Before  I  go  on  to  those 
matters,  I   should   like,    most  fully  and 
most  heartily,  to  express  my  satisfaction 
that  the  most  important  charge  against 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  has  been  con- 
clusively disproved   by  the  authority  of 
these    three    Judges.      The    charge,    T 
admit,  was  calumnious  and  ought  never  to 
have  been  brought.     I  admit,  as  fully  as 
any  hon.  Member  opposite  could  do,  the 
criminal  recklessness  with  which  it  was 
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brought;  and  I  say  that  before  such  a 
charge  was  made,  every  link  in  the  chain 
of  evidence  upon  which  it  was  founded, 
ought  to  have  been  submitted  to  the 
closest  scrutiny  and  to  the  most  careful 
test.  But  that  was  not  done.  I  rejoice 
that  a  Member  of  the  greatest  Legislative 
Assembly  in  the  world — ^I  rejoice  that  a 
Member  of  the  British  House  of  Com- 
mons— has  been  proved  innocent  of  the 
charge  of  having,  by  proxy,  struck  knives 
into  the  hearts  of  Lord  Frederick  Caven- 
dish and  Mr.  Burke.  Years  hence,  when 
we  look  back  to  the  events  of  the  present 
day,  free  from  private  interests,  free  from 
prejudices  and  partialities,  I  am  sure  we 
shall  all  rejoice  that  a  Member  of  our 
own  Body  has  been  acquitted  of  such  a 
charge.  I  am  able  to  say  this,  perhaps 
with  the  more  justification,  because  from 
the  very  first  I  dissociated  myself  from 
the  charges  that  were  brought  by  the 
Tim£s  newspaper.  At  that  time  I  de- 
clared in  this  Hou83  that  we  ought  to 
consider  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
innocent  until  they  had  been  proved 
guilty.  Two  years  ago,  also,  I  invited 
hon.  Members  to  assent  to  the  granting 
of  the  Commission  on  the  ground  that  if 
they  could  disprove  this  charge  they 
would  produce  a  great  revulsion  of 
feeling  in  the  country.  I  think 
we  must  admit  that  they  did  pro- 
duce a  great  revulsion  of  feeling 
when  the  charge  was  disproved,  but  how 
did  they  fritter  it  away  ?  It  is  no  part 
of  my  duty  to  advise  hon.  Members  as 
to  their  political  tactics,  but  never  did 
an  important  party  on  an  occasion  of  the 
very  highest  importance  throw  away 
such  an  opportunity.  I  should  have 
thought  that  hon.  Members  above  the 
Gangway  would  have  contrived  to  pre- 
vent the  opportunity  being  thrown 
away.  What  occurred  ?  Hon.  Members 
came  down  here  naturally  in  a  spirit  of 
triumph  and  exultation  over  the  dramatic 
incident  which  had  taken  place  in  the 
Commission  Court  when  Pigott  was 
proved  to  be  the  forger.  They  exhibited 
much  triumph  and  exultation.  That  was 
of  course  all  right  and  proper,  although 
perhaps  a  little  moderation  might  have 
been  more  dignified ;  but  when  they  went 
on  to  take  a  mean  revenge  by  attacking 
the  personal  honour  of  two  Gentlemen — 
the  Attorney  General  and  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  whose  personal  honour 
stands  as  high  or  higher  than  that  of 


any  other  two  men  in  this  House — then 
I  think  that  even  those  who  had  sym- 
pathised most  deeply  with  hon.  Members 
opposite  felt  that,  after  all,  they  were 
not  men  of  such  delicacy  of  feeling  as  that 
even  such  attacks  as  they  had  been  sub- 
jected to  would  have  caused  them 
very  poignant  anguish.  I  therefore  say 
that  hon.  Members  opposite  threw  away 
their  chance  upon  that  occasion.  Before 
I  pass  on  to  discuss  other  points  con- 
tained in  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  I  should  like  to  refer  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
site, thanking  the  Commissioners  for  the 
zeal  which  they  have  displayed.  I  think  we 
do  owe  our  sincere  thanks  to  the  Com- 
missioners for  the  manner  in  which  they 
have  conducted  the  inquiry  and  written 
their  Export.  That  they  are  men  of 
ability  and  integrity  goes  without  saying, 
because  they  are  English  Judges.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has  accused 
them  of  unconscious  partiality,  but  I 
submit  he  had  no  right  whatever  to 
bring  such  a  charge  against  them.  We 
owe  them  thanks  for  tlie  language  in 
which  they  have  drawn  up  their  Report. 
The  document  might  have  been  made  a 
triumph  of  literary  skill,  or  a  model  of 
legal  learning ;  but,  instead  of  that,  it  is 
couched  in  language  of  almost  Biblical 
simplicity,  written  so  that  he  who  runs 
may  read,  and  every  elector  can,  if  he 
chooses,  read,  mark,  learn,  and  inwardly 
digest  every  word  of  the  Report,  and 
form  his  conclusion  as  to  the  finding  of 
the  Commission.  I  now  come  to  the 
objections  raised  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  our  adoption  of  the  Report. 
He  asks  whether  we  shall  adopt  the 
Report  without  having  read  the  evidence. 
But  surely  our  very  contention  in  grant- 
ing the  Commission  was  that  the  House 
of  Commons  itself  was  not  a  Body  fitted 
to  inquire  into  the  value  of  the  evidence 
in  eases  of  this  nature,  but  that  it 
would  be  better  to  submit  such  evidence 
to  three  impartial  Judges.  Upon  the 
verdict  of  those  Judges  we  are  content  to 
rest.  It  would  be  impossible  for  us, 
without  re-trying  the  whole  case,  to  con- 
sider the  evidence,  because  part  of  the 
evidence  is  the  manner  in  which  it  is 
given,  and  the  simple  perusal  of  printed 
evidence  might  convey  an  imperfect  and 
wrong  idea  as  to  what  had  passed  in  the 
Court.     There  was  one  part  of  the  right 
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hon.  Gentleman's  speech  to  which 
I  listened  with  great  astonishment. 
In  dealing  with  that  portion  of  the 
Report  in  which  the  Judges  find  that 
certain  Members  of  the  Irish  Party  were 
guilty  of  an  attempt  to  separate  Ireland 
from  England,  he  talked  about  the  evils 
of  the  Act  of  Union,  which  Act,  he  said, 
had  been  productive  of  great  misery  to 
Ireland. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  :  No,  no. 

Mb.  LEES :  I  am  in  the  recollection 
of  hon.  Members. 

IklB.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  desires,  I  will  refresh  his 
memory.  I  spoke  of  the  means  by  which 
the  Act  of  Union  had  been  procured,  and 
after  detailing  those  means,  I  said  one 
could  not  wonder  if  Irishmen  stated  that 
the  Act  of  Union  was  devoid  of  moral 
authority.  On  the  effects  of  the  Act  of 
Union  I  did  not  say  a  single  word. 

Mb.  LBE3 :  I  entirely  accept  and 
welcome  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
statement.  It  seems  to  me  to  strengthen 
my  argument,  for  we  have  said  on  our 
side  that  the  effect  of  destroying  the  Act 
of  Union  would  be  to  bring  about  a 
complete  separation  of  Ireland  from  this 
country.  We  have  before  us  a  finding 
of  the  Judsres  that  certain  Members  have 
worked  to  bring  about  that  separation, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  simply 
meets  that  charge  by  pointing  to  the 
means  by  which  the  Act  of  Union  was 
brought  about.  Surely  the  Report 
shows  there  has  been  something  more 
than  a  mere  attempt  to  destroy  the 
Act  of  Union — that  there  has  been 
treason  to  the  Queen,  and  treason  to  the 
United  Kingdom ;  and  when  I  heard  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  talk  about  the  Act 
of  Union  in  connection  with  the  finding 
of  the  Judges,  winding  up  as  he  did 
with  one  of  the  finest  perorations,  I  was 
reminded  of  the  speech  which  he  de- 
livered last  summer  in  this  House,  and 
in  which  he  said  he  hoped  that^  after  a 
long  career  spent  in  the  service  of  the 
people,  he  had  not  forgotten  the  duty  he 
owed  to  the  Crown.  He  illustrated  his 
oontention  by  alluding  to  the  behaviour 
of  the  Roman  Catholics  in  the  time  of 
•Queen  Elizabeth,  and  he  reminded  us 
that  Roman  Catholics  then  were  loyal  to 
the  Crown,  but  did  not  think  it  necessary 
to  expose  conspiracies  entered  into  by 
members  of  their  body  who  were  not 
loyal  to  the  Crown.  But  is  that  to  justify 
Mr,  Elliott  Lees 


the  conduct  of  hon.  Members  opposite  in 
the  present  day  ?  If  so,  the  Government 
would  be  equally  justified  in  dealing 
with  hon.  Members  in  a  very  curious 
way,  and  probably  did  the  methods  of  the 
days  of  Queen  Elizabeth  stil  1  pre  vail,  many 
of  them  would  make  a  muchcloseracquain- 
tance  with  Tower  Green,  and  even  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  might 
possibly  see  something  of  the  small 
archway  which  leads  from  the  Thames  to 
the  Tower.  I  refuse  altogether  to 
admit  that  the  end  can  in  any  way 
justify  the  means,  although  that  was 
really  the  line  of  argument  which  ran 
through  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech.  According  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  would  have  been  justified 
in  writing  the  letter  which  has  been 
proved  to  be  a  forgery ;  he  would  have 
been  justified  in  doing  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  himself  described 
as  a  vile,  cowardly,  and  hypocritical  act 
— there  is  no  extent  of  atrocity  which 
you  cannot  justify  by  this  argument, 
provided  always  that  you  can  connect 
that  atrocity  with  political  agitation. 
The  same  argument  ran  through  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Wolverhampton — it  was  that 
because  a  movement  was  of  a  political  na- 
ture, therefore  all  crime  committed  by  those 
who  professed  to  follow  the  leaders  of 
the  movement  was  not  to  be  repudiated 
or  condemned  by  Members  of  this  House. 
It  is  useless  to  put  forward  the  argu- 
ment that  history  has  justified  such 
crime  and  such  methods  of  advancing 
political  opinion.  The  question  is  not 
whether  history  has  justified  them ;  but 
whether  this  House  is,  by  refusing  to 
adopt  the  Report,  to  signify  its  approval 
of  such  methods  ?  I  listened  with  great 
interest,  and  with  some  emotion,  as  I 
suppose  other  Members  did,  to  the 
peroration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
last  night.  He  appealed  to  our  con- 
sciences ;  he  appealed  to  us  as  men  to 
commune  with  our  hearts  in  the  silence 
of  our  chambers.  He  asked  us  to  be 
guided  solely  by  conscience,  and  not  by 
political  feeling  or  prejudice.  I  must 
admit  I  have  had  a  great  temptation 
with  regard  to  the  vote  I  shall  deliver 
on  this  question.  I  have  been  tempted 
to  gain  a  brief  notoriety  by  voting  for 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
mcnt ;  and  I  could  have  so  vctcd  with 
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less  inconsistency  than  many  hon.  Mem- 
bars  on  this  side,  because  of  the  stress 
which,  at  the  time  the  Commission  was 
proposed,  I  laid  on  the  immensity  and 
gravity  of  that  charge  against  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  which  has  been 
disproved.  Had  I  yielded  to  the  temp- 
tation, I  should  have  been  lauded  by 
the  ubiquitous  Press  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  I  should  have  been  treated 
as  the  one  honest  hero  on  the  Conserva- 
tive side  of  the  House;  but  when  I 
communed  with  my  heart  in  my  chamber, 
when  I  appealed  to  my  conscience,  I  felt 
that  in  spite  of  the  gravity  of  the  charge 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  which 
has  been  disproved,  the  crimes  of  which 
hon.  Members  opposite  have  been  found 
guilty  are  not  crimes  which  we,  as  the 
upright  rulers  of  an  honest  country, 
ought  to  consider  trivial  or  unfit  to  bs 
condemned. 

*(6.55.)       Mb.    PICTON    (Leicester): 
The  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  seems  to 
be  in  an  uncertain  stata  of  mind  ;  and 
although  he  has  alluded  to  his  conscience, 
I  venture  to  suggest,  with  all  respect, 
that  he  appears  to  have   been  strivinfif 
against  the  dictates  of  that  conscience. 
Undoubtedly  he  was,  like  the  rest  of  us, 
much  moved  by  the  magnificent  speech 
we  heard  last  night ;  and  what  the  hon. 
Member  has  just  said  reminds  me  of  the 
experience    of    a    certain  character    in 
Scripture,  who  trembled  when  he  heard 
the  Apostle  speak  on  righteousness  and 
the  judgment  to  come,  but  who  after- 
wards, when  he  communed  with  his  own 
heart,  thought  better  of  it  and  refused 
to  yield.     I  am  afraid  that  tliat  has  been 
the   experience    of  the    hon.    Member. 
His  hesitating  speech  also  reminded  me 
of  the  saying  of  another  listener  to  the 
words    of  righteousness,    ''almost  thou 
persuadest  me  to  be  a  Christian."     The 
hon.  Member  was  almost  persuaded  to  go 
into  the  Lobby  with  us.     I  wish  he  had 
been    quite    persuaded,   for    he    would 
thereby   have  gained  not  a  little  brief 
notoriety,  but  a  just  fame  for  having 
followed  the  dictates  of  conscience  in  a 
political  controversy.     I  am  afraid  that 
hon.    Members  have    not  realised    the 
solemnity  of  the  appeal  made  to  their 
consciences.      But   perhaps  before   this 
Debate     is   concluded     hon.     Members 
opposite  will  listen  to  the  voice  within, 
and  vote,   not  as  mere   politicians,   but 
as  gentlemen  and  as  men.     The  speeches 


we    have    heard    from    tho83    Benches 
seem  to   have  been  intended   to   work 
up   a  feeling   of  moral  indignation    for 
which    there    are    no   materials,   while 
the  speakers  have  carefully  shirked  the 
elements      that     exist      for     explosive 
indignation     against     the     real      crime 
which      has     been      perpetrated,     and 
of  which  they   dread  to   speak.     What 
do  the    charges    on    which    the    Lrish 
Members  have  not  been  pronounced  ab- 
solutely   innocent    amount   to?     They 
amount    to  political  indiscretion;   to   a 
want  of  a  proper   sense    of   proportion 
between     means     and     end ;     to     an 
insufficient   apprehension    of    their    re- 
sponsibility   for    results    which    might 
accrue    from    the    desperation     of    the 
Irish  -  people  af t3r  sufEerings  for  which 
the  National  Members  had  no  responsi- 
bility whatever,  but  which   have   come 
upon  them  through  the   indiscretion  of 
their  rulers.  Speakers  opposite  have  been 
challenged  to  express  their  indignation  by 
passing  some  sort  of  censure  or  sentence 
upon  the  National  Members.     Through 
the  lips  of  the  leader  of  the  House  they 
make  their   excuse :    he  talks  of  certi- 
ficates of   indemnity   which  the   Royal 
Commission  were   authorised    to  grant, 
and  on  this  ground  he  says  it  would  be 
highly  improper  for  them   to  pass  any 
sentence  upon  any  Member  of  the  House. 
But  who  has  asked  for  a  certificate  of 
indemnity  ?     I  believe  the  informers  of 
the  Timss  newspaper  have ;  tut  I  am  not 
aware  that  any  Nationalist  Member  has. 
There  is  no  reason  given  which  justifies 
the  inaction  of  the  Government.     Then, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  leader  of 
the  House  in  the  course   of  his  speech 
referred  in  feeling  terms  to  one  gentle- 
man, not  a  Member  of  this  House,  whose 
history  is  in  some  respecte  a  most  tragic 
one — I  allude  to  Mr.  Davitt.     The  right 
hon.   Gentleman  distinguished  him— as 
the  C/ommissioners  do — on  account  of  the 
earnestness   with    which   he   personally 
had  endeavoured  to  "  discourage  crime." 
*'  He  is  the  one  man,''  said  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  "who  discouraged    crime." 
Yes,    Sir;     and    he    is     the    one    man 
amongst      those      accused      who      has 
suffered    most  from    the    savagery  and 
cruelty     of     our     unreasonable      laws. 
This    is    the  man   who  was  condemned 
to  a  long  period  of  penal  servitude,  as  if  he 
had  committed  some  atrocious  crime.  This 
is  the  man  who,  if  I  remember  rightly. 
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was  harnessed  like  a  beast  to  a  cart 
and  us  3d  as  a  mere  slave.  This  is  the 
man  who  is  now  distinguished  even  from 
Members  of  Parliament  as  being  superior 
to  them  on  the  ground  that  he  dis- 
couraged crime ;  and  yet  for  this  man — 
I  know  that  both  parties  are  to  blame — 
the  law  could  find  nothing  better  years 
ago  than  to  send  him  to  a  felon's  prison. 
What  statesmanship  is  this,  I  should  like 
to  know?  Surely  this  terrible  history 
ought  to  be  a  lesson  to  us.  In  future,  we 
ought  to  know  better  how  to  deal  with 
the  heroes  of  Irish  emancipation.  We 
are  told  that  if  Mr.  Davitt's  advice  had 
been  taken  much  sufEering  and  misery 
would  have  been  saved  to  Ireland.  With 
those  words  I  agree ;  but  I  make  a  very 
different  application  of  them  than  seems 
to  have  been  in  the  mind  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  Mr.  Davitt's 
advice  was  not  given  to  the  tenants  only, 
but  to  landlords  and  rulers ;  and  if 
that  advice  had  been  taken  by  the 
Government  undoubtedly  very  much 
suffering  and  misery  would  have  been 
saved.  But,  Sir,  there  is  another  branch 
of  the  subject  in  regard  to  which  it 
seems  to  me  the  judgment  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  altogether  at  fault.  They  do  not 
seem  to  have  observed  the  testimony 
contained  in  the  judgment  of  the  Com- 
missioners themselves — undesignedly,  I 
think — to  the  influence  exertad  for 
years  past  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  and  the  Land  League  in  favour  of 
constitutional  as  distinguished  from  un- 
constitutional action.  The  Commissioners 
insist  on  beginning  the  history  of  the 
affairs  of  Ireland  from  the  year  1879, 
and  what  was  the  state  of  things  then  ? 
Every  one  knows  that  the  records  of  that 
unfortunate  country  for  many  years 
previous  to  that  time  were  full  of  blood- 
shed, crime,  and  disorder ;  there  was 
little,  if  any,  constitutional  movement. 
We  have  had  references  to  the  insepara- 
bility of  violence  from  revolutionary  move- 
ments; but  there  is  one  special  kind 
of  revolutionary  movement  which  more 
than  any  other  seems  most  difficult 
to  keep  from  connection  with  crime  and 
disorder,  and  that  is  a  revolution  which 
affects  the  land.  A  very  few  years  ago 
— in  1886 — there  appeared  avery  interest- 
ing article  in  the  Contemporary  Review, 
by  Mr.  R.  E.  Prothero,  on  Tenant  Right 
and  Agrarian  Outrage  in  France.  I 
have  often  thought  tliat  this  article  did 
Mr,  Picton 


not  obtain  sufficient  notice,  nor  has  it 
been  allowed  to  convey  sufficient  instruc- 
tion to  those  who  have  dealt  with 
agrarian  outrages  in  Ireland.  The 
writer  pointed  out  that  in  a  certain 
portion  of  France — in  Picardy — there 
was  precisely  the  same  idea  of  tenant 
right  that  had  existed  in  Ireland — there 
was  precisely  the  same  opposition  between 
the  law  of  the  land  and  the  notions 
entertained  by  tenants  and  farmers  and 
tenant  right,  and  there  was  the  inevitable 
conflict  between  the  tenant  right  on  the 
one  hand  and  the  laws  of  the  land  on  the 
other — just  what  we  have  lamented  to 
see  in  Ireland,  though  J,  for  one,  should 
distribute  the  blame ,  very  differently 
from  Members  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  I  will  quote  a  passage  to  illus- 
trate what  I  mean.     Mr.  Prothero  says — 

"  No  greater  insalt  can  be  offered  to  a 
native  of  Santerre  than  to  call  him  by  a  name 
which  implies  that  he  is  a  false  brother,  a 
traitor  tb  his  class.  From  this  moment  war 
is  declared.  If  threats  fail,  men  in  masks  or 
with  blackened  faces  sow  tares  by  night  with  the 
seeds  of  the  ddpointeux,  break  his  implements, 
destroy  his  growing  crops,  mutilate  his  horses 
and  cattle,  bum  his  ricks,  set  fire  to  his  baild- 
ings,  fire  shots  into  his  house.  Finally,  if  these 
hints  are  disregarded,  the  dSpointeux  is  found 
*  Qx8-ant  au  evin  d*un  bot«,  frapp4  d*une  hdlle 
dis-crite:  " 

A  number  of  instances  are  given  of 
crimes  committed  of  which  the  perpe- 
trator could  never  be  discovered. 
People  have  been  shot  in  Church  with- 
out the  discovery  of  the  assassin.  Why 
do  I  allude  to  these  things  ?  Is  it  from 
the  slightest  sympathy  with  such  abomi- 
nable outrages  and  crimes?  Very  far 
from  it.  I  merely  mention  these  tilings 
to  show  that,  human  nature  being  what 
it  is,  wherever  there  is  the  choice  be- 
tween starvation  and  crime  one  can 
hardly  expect  that  the  people  will  accept 
starvation.  But  in  Ireland  now  there 
is  a  new  spirit.  Until  comparatively 
late  In  this  century  such  disorderly 
agitation  was  too  much  the  weapon  of 
conflict  in  Ireland,  and  the  crude  and 
cruel  method  of  boycotting  and  other 
forms  of  offences  against  the  law  have 
been  almost  the  only  method  employed. 
But  now  how  different  it  is  !  There  are 
very  few  signs  of  such  crime.  To 
whom  is  the  credit  due  ?  I  know  that 
we  shall  be  told  that  it  is  due  to  the  ac- 
tion of  the  Government  and  the  Chief  Sec- 
retary and  to  coercion.     But  does  coercion 
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generally  ameliorate  people's  tempers,  and 
conciliate  them  and  persuade  tbem  to 
adopt  Constitutional  instead  of  un-Consti- 
tutional  modes  of  action?  I  do  not 
think  experience  shows  that  in  the  past, 
and  I  am  sure  the  Report  itself  shows 
that  a  different  influence  has  been  at 
work.  Dowh  to  1879  the  people  of 
Ireland  had  very  little  confidence  in 
political  agitation  or  operation  through 
Parliament.  For  instance,  in  the  Report 
I  find  mentioned  speeches  of  John 
Devoy  and  Davitt — for  which,  in  the 
circumstances,  I  do  not  blame  them — 
which  show  an  utter  despair  of  ever 
emancipating  their  country  as  long  bs  it 
was  bound  by  any  link  to  England.  I 
am  not  in  the  least  surprised  that  these 
gentlemen  should  have  entertained  that 
conviction,  looking  at  what  the  past 
history  of  Ireland  has  been.  Mr.  Davitt 
in  one  of  his  speeches  in  New  York,  in 

October,  1878,  said— 

• 

**  Heretofore  the  National  Party  has  held 
aloof  from  the  Parliamentary  Qaestion,  be* 
cause  of  the  treachery  of  the  men  who  mis- 
represented Ireland.  Those  men  have  g^ven 
a  wrong  impression  of  the  Irish  Qaestion  to 
the  world.  They  have  given  the  impression 
abroad  that  all  that  Ireland  wanted  was  a  fair 
Federal  Union  with  the  British  Empire,  a 
thing  that  the  Irish  people  will  never  will- 
ingly consent  to." 

["  Hear,  hear !  "]  An  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  says  "  hear,  hear  !  "  I  am  try- 
ing to  show  that  at  that  period  there  was 
no  notion  whatever  of  the  possibility  of 
the  conciliation  of  this  country.  Again, 
John  Devoy  said,  about  the  same  time — 

"  This  kind  of  thing  hss  been  said  to  us 
before,  and  it  will  continue  to  be  said  so  long 
as  we  send  only  two  sets  of  men  to  Parliament — 
one  to  support  the  present  state  of  things,  and 
the  other  to  proclaim  to  the  world  that 
Ireland  would  be  satisfied  with  the  bastard 
Federal  connection  proposed  by  Isaac  Butt." 

We  find  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell)  coming  more  and  more  to 
the  front  as  the  leader  of  his  fellow- 
countrymen,  and  the  Report  contains 
many  evidences  of  the  gradual  steps  by 
which  he  at  length  succeeded  in  con- 
vincing them  they  had  much  to  hope  for 
from  a  constitutional  agitation.  In  one 
of  his  speeches  in  America — in  1879 — 
the  hon.  Member  says — 

'*  I  am  convinced  that  nothing  would  mora 
effectmaliy  promote  the  cause  of  self-govern- 
ment for  Ireland  than  the  breaking  down  of 
those  barriers  between  different  classes. 
Nothing  would  be  more  effectual  for  that  than 
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the  obtaining  of  a  good  Land  Bill — the  plant- 
ing of  the  people  in  the  soil.  If  we  had  the 
farmers  of  Ireland  the  owners  of  the  soil 
to-morrow  we  would  not  be^long  without  getting 
an  Irish  Parliament." 

These  words  indicate  the  methods  by 
which  he  desired  his  fellow-countrymen 
to  proceed.  The  Land  League  was 
formed  in  October,  1879,  and  again  the 
hon.  Gentleman  went  to  America 
and  delivered  speeches.  Of  course,  very 
much  fault  may  be  fouud  with  what  he 
said  if  you  do  not  look  forward  to  the 
ultimate  fruit  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
work ;  but  I  say  that  already  the  germ  of  a 
constitutional  agitation  was  suggested  in 
his  remarks.  He  declared  that  he  did 
not  counsel  the  Americans  to  send 
armed  expeditions  to  Ireland ;  but  to 
prevent  the  people  in  Ireland,  who  were 
exhibiting  an  attitude  of  devotion 
which  had  never  been  surpassed,  from 
being  starved  to  death.  In  affording 
help,  he  said,  they  would  not 
only  engage  in  an  ordinary  work 
of  chftrity,  but  would  assist  in  breaking 
down  the  system  which  had  proved  the 
ruin  of  Irehmd.  He  added  that  in  one 
way  or  another  the  Irish  people  would 
insist  on  having  the  land  of  Ireland  for 
themselves.  On  the  2 1st  of  March,  1880, 
the  hon.  Member  was  presented  with 
an  address  by  the  Nationalists  of  Cork, 
of  Fenian  proclivities  and  opinions. 
In  the  course  of  that  address  it  was 
stated  that  the  Nationalists  of  the  coun- 
try had  determined  that,  as  a  political 
party,  they  would  take  no  part  in  the 
coming  elections,  and  consequently  no 
part  in  the  adoption,  rejection,  or  support 
of  the  Parliamentary  candidates.  That 
is  to  say,  they  would  have  nothing  to  do 
with  Constitutional  agitation.  Well, 
where  are  the  people  in  Ireland  who  say 
that  now  ?  And  what  has  caused  their 
disappearance  ?  Is  it  coercion  ?  I  do  not 
think  it  is.  I  think  it  is  tbe' action  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  aqid  his  col- 
leagues of  the  Land  League  and  of  the 
National  League.  I  read  in  the  Report 
that  Mr.  Parnell  says  he  always  obiected 
to  the  resolution  reitrainiug  the  employ- 
ment  of  Land  League  funds  for  Parlia- 
mentary purposes,  and  that  it  was  after- 
wards rescinded.  It  was  not  very  long 
before  fruits  began  to  result  from  the 
seed  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  was 
sowing.  We  are  told,  for  instance,  in 
the  Report  that  there  was  a  great  dis- 
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turbance  at  a  National  League  meeting  in 
Dublin ;  the  Physical  Force  Party  drove 
the  speakers  from  the  platform  and 
created  a  riot.  After  that,  however,  the 
Report  says  Mr.  Parneli  was  no  more 
opposed  by  the  x  Physical  Force  Party. 
The  truth  is  that  he  had  disposed  of  that 
Party  altogether  by  moral  influence,  and 
had  persuaded  his  friends  to  restrict 
themselves  entirely  to  Constitutional 
means.  The  Report  says  the  majority 
had  become  convinced  by  this  time  that 
the  new  movement,  so  far  from  being  an 
obstacle  to  the  realisation  of  their  aims, 
was  really  a  stepping-stone  to  their  ful- 
filment. The  Commissioners,  of  course, 
mean  that  the  Physical  Force  Party 
expected  by  means  of  the  agitation  to 
bring  about  entire  separation  from 
England.  I  daresay  they  did  ;  but  they 
have  learnt  better  by  this  time,  and 
purely  through  the  Constitutional  action 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  In  August 
of  that  year  a  resolution  was  passed  by 
the  Cork  branch  of  the  League  in 
reference  to  a  raid  for  arms.  I  know 
that  that  resolution  was  afterwards 
rescinded,  and  that  there  was  much 
difference  of  opinion  amongst  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Land  League  as  to  the  pro- 
priety of  passing  a  resolution ;  but,  at  all 
events,  the  incident  shows  that  the  ten- 
dency in  the  direction  of  peaceful 
agitation  was  gradually  growing  up  and 
ripening.  The  resolution  expressed  regret 
at  a  robbery  of  useless  old  firearms,  and 
condemned  lawlessness  in  any  shape.  It 
was  rescinded  not  out  of  any  sym- 
pathy with  robbery,  but  because  it 
was  thought  it  was  no  part  of  the 
province  of  the  League  to  condemn  a 
thing  which  some  members  of  the  League 
reprobated,  but  which  might  appear 
right  in  the  eyes  of  others.  I  note  that 
it  is  stated  in  the  Report  that  certain 
extracts  called  "  Incidents  of  the  Cam- 
paign," that  appeared  in  one  of  the  more 
notorious  newspapers,  were  brought  to  an 
end  expressly  on  the  ground  that  they 
were  not  pleasing  to  Mr.  Parneli, 
who  did  not  like  paragraphs  that 
seemed  to  incite  men  to  violence.  After 
the  year  1883  all  forms  of  violence 
gradually  dis  appeared,  and  little  by  little 
the  movement  was  changed  into  the  con- 
stitutional agitation  we  now  see,  and 
which  is  very  rarely  indeed  polluted  by 
any  form  of  disorder.  I  think.  Sir,  we 
ought  all  to  rejoice  at  this,  and  ought  to 
Mr.  Lees 


do  all  we  can  to  convince  our  Irish 
fellow-countrymen  that  membershipof  this 
United  Kingdom  is  for  their  good,  and 
that  they  are  likely  togetfarmorebygoing 
on  with  us  than  by  separating  from  us. 
Is  everything  to  be  looked  at  from  the 
landlord's  point  of  view  ?  Are  we  to  go  on 
insisting  that,  while  public  opinion  mles 
in  England  and  Scotland,  Irish  public 
opinion  is  not  to  be  allowed  to  rule  in 
Ireland ;  and  are  we  to  go  on  insisting 
that  while  in  England  the  opinion  of  the 
Democracy  is  to  be  taken,  in  Ireland  it  is 
only  the  opinion  of  a  privileged  class 
which  is  to  be  considered  worthy  of  con- 
sideration ?  I  think  that  no  worse  con- 
tempt could  be  shown  for  the  Irish 
people  than  to  enter  upon  the  Journids  of 
the  House  a  Report  of  this  kind ;  for  the 
Commissioners  expressly  disavow  enter- 
ing into  any  political  considerations 
whatever,  and  refrain  from  saying  any 
word  of  reprobation  or  condemnation  <^ 
that  most  foul  crime  which  was  the 
beginning  of  the  action  of  the  House  in 
regard  to  the  Royal  Commission.  Not 
enough  has  been  said,  not  enough  can  be 
said,  of  the  iniquity  of  the  libels  and  the 
slanders  that  were  supported  by  forgery. 
I  declare  that,  after  looking  at  all  the 
records  of  the  history  of  this  country,  I 
do  not  know  anything  fouler  than  the 
criminal  careless  aess  with  which  those 
wicked  forgeries  were  accepted — accepted, 
as  we  find,  without  any  kind  of  reasonable 
inquiry  into  their  origin,  and  without 
any  real  endeavour  to  verify  them  at  all. 
It  was  thoughtthat  even  poisoned  weapons 
were  good  enough  against  the  cham- 
pions of  the  Irish  people  ;  and,  therefore, 
the  forged  lettere  were  hastily  accepted.  I 
do  hope  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  will 
still  bethink  themselves  that  the  indivi- 
dual need  not  be  wholly  merged  in  Party; 
that  the  individual  has  a  conscience  of 
his  own,  to  which  he  must  answer  sooner 
or  later.  It  may  be  all  very  well  now  to 
save  their  Party  from  defeat ;  but  when 
a  few  years  have  passed  these  things  will 
have  become  matters  of  history,  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  will  not  look  back 
with  pleasure  to  having  taken  part  in  a 
vote  to  support  this  exceedingly  lame 
and  impotent  conclusion  to  a  most  interest- 
ing inquiry  ;  whereas  if  there  are  anyone 
on  that  side  who  prefers  the  voice  of 
conscience  to  that  of  Party,  in  years  to 
come  he  will  look  back  with  pride  and 
exultation  upon  his  vote,  and  to  handing 
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down  to  his  children  a  name  all  the  more 
honourable  as  being  that  of  a  politician 
who  dared  on  one  occasion,  at  least,  to 
sacrifice  the  supsrficial  claims  of  Party  to 
the  profoander  claims  of  conscience  and 
justice. 
*(7.35.)    Colonel  HILL  (Bristol):    If 
I     rise,     perhaps,    at    an     unfortunate 
moment,  as  regards  the  number  of  my 
audience,   to  say  a  few  words   in   this 
debate,  I  do  not  do  so  in  the  hope  of 
eliciting  any  fresh  facts  from  the  Report 
for    the     consideration    of    the    House, 
nor  of  adding  anything  to  the  powerful 
criticisms  of  the  Amendment  which  have 
been  made  by  my  right  hon.  and  hon. 
Friends,  nor  yet  of  making  more  complete 
their  perfect   demolition  of  the  preten- 
sions  of  the   Party   below   or  of  their 
supporters     above    the     Gangway.      It 
is  because  I  think  it  is  not  altogether 
undesirable  that    private   Members,  re- 
presenting,   as   I   have    the   honour   to 
do,    large    commercial    centres,    should 
briefly,  plainly,  and   clearly   state  their 
views    upon    this   much  vexed   matter. 
I  cannot  offer  to  the  House  the  fervid 
eloquence  of  the  right   hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  nor  would 
I,  if  I  could,  support  the  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  leader  of  the 
House,  by  what,  in  my  humble  judgment, 
seems    such    an    unfortunate    sfyle    of 
reasoning.     But  I  could  not  help  think- 
ing whilst  listening  to  that  marvellous 
effort  of  oratory  that,  great  as  are  the 
known  powers   of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney,    the    respondents    had  found 
a    still    more    powerful    advocate    and 
apologist    in    the    right    hon.    Member 
for     Mid     Lothian;     nor    can    I    offer 
to   the    House   those    special    pleadings 
which   are  the  results    of   the    trained 
intellects  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Members 
who  have  addressed  the  Hous3,  or  will 
do  so  in  the  coursa  of  the  debate.     I  can 
only  offer  such    views  as  an    ordinary 
intellect  and  an  ordinary  business  mind  can 
arrive  at,  and  the  views  which  guide  me 
in  my  resolve  to  support  the  Motion  and 
oppose  the  Amendment.    We  have  heard 
a  great  deal  about  two  conspiracies.    One 
is  the  conspiracy  alleged  by  the  Timss, 
against  the  intagrity  of  the  Empire  and 
law  and  order,  and  assertad  to  be  closely 
connected  with  crime;    and  the  other, 
retorted  by  the  Separatists  (if  I  may  for 
convenience  use  the  term),  a  conspiracy  | 
between  the  Government  and  the  Times 


against   the    political    honour  and  the 
morality  of  the  hon.  Member  for   Cork 
and  his  Party.     As  to  the  latter,  three 
points  were  relied  upon  for  justification. 
These   were   that  the  Government  was 
supported    by    the     Tim^s ;     that    the 
Attorney  General   was  counsel  for  the 
Timss ;    and     it     was     asserted     that 
sundry  special  advantages  were  granted 
to     the     agents     of     the     Timss.     The 
third    assertion    has    been     completely 
disproved,    and     I    need    not     trouble 
the    House    with    any    remarks     upon 
it.      As    to     the     second,     I     do    not 
know    what    are    the    powers    of    Her 
Majesty's   Government    over    the    Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  ;  but  if  they  have  a 
power  of  control,  surely  they  must  be 
very   poor  conspirators,    for    it  is   self- 
evident  that  the  purposes  of  conspiracy 
would  have  been  better  advanced  by  the 
selection  of  a  stranger  as  counsel.     I  am 
under  the  impression  that  the  humblest 
member  of  the  community  has  a  right  to 
demand  and  obtain  the  services  of  Her 
Majesty's  Attorney  General  or  Solicitor 
General,  providing  he   has   the   money 
in  his  pocket  to  pay  their  fees ;  and   I 
do  not  know  why,   if  that  be  so,   Mr. 
Walter  should  be  made   an   exception. 
But    does    not     the     selection    by   the 
Times    as    its     counsel     of     one    than 
whom  no  one's   honour  is  more   unim- 
peachable,   against    whom    the   tongue 
of  slander  has  never  been  heard,  whose 
very  official  position  is  a  guarantee  for 
the  exercise  of  that  fairness  for  which  he 
is  distinguished—  show  a  desire  for  fair 
and  impartial   investigation  which  can 
hardly  be  attributed  to  conspirators  ?    I 
think,    too,     it     will    be    admitted     on 
all    sides    that    the   Tim^  acted    with 
great      fairness      in      giving      minute 
verbatim  reports  of    the   inquiry.     We 
hear    much    about    forged    letters    and 
foul  conspiracy.     It  has  been  insinuated 
that    the   Government    and   the    Times 
knew  that  these  letters  were  forgeries. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  are  always  ready, 
both    in    S3ason    and    out    of   season, 
to     shout    "Pigott"    and     "forgeries." 
[Irish    Members:    Hear,    hear!]     Yes; 
but  they  do  not  seem  always  to  recollect 
that  the  wretched  man  who  forged  these 
letters  was  for  years  one  of  themselves. 
["  No,  never."]  Well,  if  not  one  of  them- 
selves— he  was  not  a  Member  of  this 
House  it  is  true — I  believe  I  am  correct 
in  stating  that  for  many  years  he  was 
3  U  2 
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cx>nniBcted  with  the  Nationalifit  'Press. 
[Colonel  Nolan:  Not  with  the  Home 
Rule  movement.]  No  doubt  the  publica- 
tion and  subsequent  withdrawal  of  the 
letters,  together  with  the  finding  of  the 
Judges,  is  a  point  in  favour  of  the  respon- 
dents) and  it  is  a  point  on  which  I 
jcertainly  congratulate  them ;  but  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  under  all  the  circum- 
stances, perhaps  the  result  had  better 
have  been  received  with  more  of  calmness. 
To  suppose  that  the  Government  had 
anything  to  do  with  the  letters,  or  that 
the  Tim^es  published  them  otherwise  than 
in  perfect  good  faith,  is  against  the  pre- 
sumption of  common-sense.  Carelessness 
on  the  part  [of  the  Tim^es  there  un- 
doubtedly was — a  carelessness  which  we 
an  deplore,  while  at  the  same  time  we  all 
regret  the  pain  caused  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  by  that  carelessness.  But 
the  attributes  of  a  foul  conspiracy  are 
certainly  absent.  I  never  heard  of  a 
conspiracy  for  which  there  was  not  some 
motive.  What  could  have  been  the 
motive  of  the  Tim^  in  publishing  the 
articles  other  than  the  patriotic  one  of 
laying  bare  certain  sayings  and  doings, 
which,  in  their  opinion,  seemed  to  be 
detrimental  to  the  interests  of  the  State  ? 
As  to  the  Qt)ve rnment  receiving  the 
support  of  the  Times,  that  is  a  point  too 
puerile  for  serious  argument.  An  un- 
prejudiced mind  can  come  to  but  one 
conclusion — that  no  such  conspiracy,  with 
or  without  Her  Majesty's  Gfovemment, 
ever  existed.  But  what  about  the  other 
conspiracy?  Three  of  Her  Majesty's 
most  able  Judges  have,  upon  sworn 
evidence,  declared  that  while  on  some 
points  the  respondents  have  been  ac- 
quitted a  conspiracy  did  exist,  and  that 
eight  of  the  respondents,  including  seven 
who  are  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, were  guilty  of  taking  part  in  that 
conspiracy;  that  the  whole  65  respondents 
were  guilty  of  conspiracy  to  expel  the 
landlords  from  Ireland,  significantly 
styled  the  English  garrison ;  guilty  of 
inciting  to  intimidation,  which  led  to 
crime  ;  guilty  of  continuing  that  course 
after  they  knew  that  it  led  to  crime ; 
guilty  of  defending  prisoners  charged 
with  crime,  and  of  supporting  the  families 
of  crimina-ls ;  guilty  of  disseminating  the 
abominable  Irish  World  and  other  papers 
inciting  to  sedition  and  other  crimes; 
guilty  of  receiving  money  from  dyna- 
mitards  and  advocates  of  crime ;  guilty 
Colonel  Hill 


of  inviting  and  obtaining  the  assiBV 
ance  and  coK)peration  of  the  Physical 
For6e  Party,  including  the  infamous — I 
do  not  think  the  adjective  was  too 
strong — Clan-na-Gael ;  guilty  of  abstain- 
ing from  repudiating  and  condemning 
the  action  of  that  Party  in  order  to  obtain 
their  assistance.  But,  Sir,  there  is  some- 
thing more.  We  have  the  admission  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  that  upon  one 
occasion  he  stated  to  the  House  that 
which  was  inaccurate  for  the  purpose  of 
misleading  it.  I  do  not  think  it  is  right 
for  a  Member  to  make  such  a  statement 
without  giving  the  grounds  on  which  he 
makes  it ;  and  therefore  I  must  read  one 
or  two  extracts  from  the  Report,  and 
from  the  evidence  given  before  the  Com^^ 
mission.  In  page  87  of  their  Report  the 
Commissioners  said — 

*'  Mr.  Pamell,  in  tbe  Hoiue  of  Commons,  on 
January  7,  1881,  stated  that  ■eoret  Bocieties 
had  then  ceased  to  exist  in  Ireland.  Hr» 
Famell  was  then  allading  to  secret  soeietieB 
other  than  that  of  the  Fenian  conspiracy,  and 
in  onr  judgment  Mr.  Pamell  was  accuratie 
when  he  made  that  statement.  It  appears  to 
us  that  this  suggestion  was  first  mad^  daring 
this  inquiry." 

Now,  it  will  be  recollected  that  the 
late  Mr.  Forster  and  the  right  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  were  at 
that  time  supporting  their  Bill  by  assert- 
ing  the  existence  of  secret  societies^ 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  was  opposing 
the  Bill  and  denied  the  allegation.  But 
when  the  catalogue  of  crimes  was  brought 
forward  before  the  Royal  Commission 
the  hon.  Member's  policy  became  re- 
versed, and  it  became  expedient  to  relieve 
the  Land  League  by  throwing  the 
responsibility  upon  secret  societies.  A 
quotation  was  read  from  Hansard,  end- 
ing with — 

"  Secret  conspiracies  do  not  now  exist  in 
Ireland," 

and  the  hon.  Member  was  asked — 

"  Do  you  remember  using  these  words  ?  '* — 
"Yes  ;  I  recollect  it  personally.** 

I  suppose  it  is  meant  for  "  perfectly."  The 
examination  continued — 

**  Did  you  believe  them  to  be  true  when  you 
used  them  ? — I  cannot  exactly  say,  without  read- 
ing  the  context  of  the  speech,  what  my  view 
was  in  urging  the  argument,  but  it  was  possible 
I  was  endeavouring  to  mislead  the  House  on 
the  occasion. 

Do  you  mean,  Sir,  it  is  possible  you  were 
endeavouring  to  mislead  the  House  on  that 
occasion  ? — In  order  to  cut  the  ground  from 
under  the  G-ovemment  in  support  of  the  BUI* 
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Do  you  mean,  Sir,  by  a  statement  falss,  in 
fact,  and  contrary  to  your  o^m  opinion  which 
you  have  sworn  to-day?— I  mean  that  it  was 
a  boastful  and  an  exaggerated  statement,  and 
probably  designed  to  mislead  the  House  upon 
the  question  of  the  greater  or  less  existence  of 
secret  societies  in  Ireland. 

Did  you  or  did  you  not  intend  to  mis-state 
the  fact  when  you  made  that  statement  to  the 
House  ?— It  is  very  possible  that  I  did. 

Deliberately  ?— Deliberately ;  quite  possible." 

How  it  can  be  "  very  possible "  and 
"  quite  possible  "  for  a  man  of  honour  to 
say  that  which  he  believes  to  be  inaccu- 
rats  for  the  purpose  of  delib'^rately 
endeavouring  to  mislead  the  House  is  a 
question  which  I  leave  to  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  to  explain.  It 
is  a  task  far  beyond  my  powers,  and  one 
which  I  think  will  overtax  even  the 
great  intellect  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. This  is  a  matter  which  should  not 
be  passed  over  in  silence,  for  it  goes  to 
the  root  of  all  public  Ufe.  Now,  what 
were  ihe  charges  made  by  the  Times  as 
stated  by  the  Commissioners  in  the  first 
page  of  their  Report  ?    They  say  : — 

*^  In  times  not  yet  remote  they  would  as- 
suredly have  been  impeached  for  one  tithe  of 
their  avowed  defiance  of  the  law,  and  in  ages 
yet  more  robustly  conscious  of  the  difference 
between  evil  and  g^d  their  heads  would  have 
decorated  the  city  gatei. 

*'  In  particular.  Mr.  Parnell  and  'his  asso- 
ciates were  accused  of  having  established  an 
organiBition  *  depending  upon  a  system  of  in- 
timidation carried  out  by  the  most  brutal  means 
and  resting  ultimately  on  the  sanction  of 
murder.' " 

The  more  I  study  the  lucid  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  the  more  am  I  confirmed 
iu  my  view  that  the  main  charges  brought 
by  the  Tim^s^  as  distinguished  from  the 
personal,  have  been  proved  up  to  the 
hilt.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  a 
most  serious  verdict  has  been  returned 
— a  verdict  which  is  as  damaging  as  the 
worst  enemies  of  the  respondents  could 
possibly  have  desired.  The  country  is  but 
little  concerned  with  the  mere  question  of 
the  forged  letters ;  what  it  wants  to 
know  is  this:  was  Pamellism  connected 
with  crime  or  was  it  not  ?  Right  hon. 
and  hon.  Gentlemen  now  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House,  many  of  whom 
formerly  held  high  office,  and,  there- 
fore, had  special  sources  of  know- 
ledge at  their  command,  have  assured 
the  public  in  language  whioh  for  strength 
and  earnestness  has  never  been 
exceeded  or  equalled  on  my  own  side  of 
the  Hons9|  that  it  was  so  oonneoted,  and 


now  we  have  the  official  corroboration  of 
the  Judges.  I  shall,  indeed,  be  more 
than  surprised  if  my  countrymen  do  not 
justly  appreciate  the  verdict  contained 
in  the  Report,  and  are  not  more  than  ever 
determined  to  set  their  faces  against  what 
is  called  Home  Rule  as  the  greatest 
disaster  that  could  bsfall  Ireland.  I 
earnestly  hope  that  Irishmen,  whether  in 
this  House  or  out  of  it,  who  really  love 
their  country,  will  take  to  heart  the 
Report  of  the  Commission ;  that  they 
will  abandon  the  idea  of  separation  in 
any  form  as  a  wild  theory,  the  realisation 
of  which  will  be  as  injurious  to  Ireland's 
best  interests  as  it  will  be  impossible  for 
this  country  to  parmit  it.  I  trust  that, 
having  learnt  that  lesson,  they  will 
endeavour  to  teach  it  to  some  of  their 
less  instructed  brethren,  and  endeavour 
to  convince  them  that  the  happiness  and 
prosperity  of  their  country  can  only  be 
obtained  by  the  progress  of  civilisation, 
the  first  condition  of  which  is  due  regard 
for  law  and  order ;  that  happiness  and 
prosperity  for  their  country  could  only 
be  obtained  by  its  remaining  a  faithful 
and  honoured  portion  of  this  Empire,  the 
most  magnificent  the  world  has  ever 
seen,  and  which  so  many  eminent  sons 
of  Ireland  have  done  so  much  to  build  up 
and  to  consolidate. 

(8.32.)  Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) : 
I  have  not  very  great  hopes  that  the  few 
remarks  I  am  about  to  address  to  the 
House  will  induce  any  large  number  of 
the  Conservatives  who  at  present 
occupy  the  Ranches  opposite  (the  Con- 
servative Benches  were  absolutely  empty) 
to  do  an  act  of  justice  to  the  Irish  people. 
But  I  must  not  complain  of  the  absence 
of  hon.  Membars,  for  I  noticed  when 
a  Conservative  Member  was  addressing 
the  House  just  now  there  were,  beyond 
two  or  three  Members  of  the  Party  who 
by  reason  of  their  official  position  are 
bound  to  be  present,  only  two  Con- 
servatives seated  on  those  Benches,  and 
although  when  the  Division  comes  we 
shall  get  about  320  Conservatives  and 
Unionists  voting  against  us,  of  those 
only  two  will  have  heard  the  excellent 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Bristol.  The  hon.  Gentleman  made 
a  most  effective  Party  speech,  although 
he  somewhat  spoilt  it  by  one  of  those 
appeals  which  have  been  too  frequently 
made  in  this  debate — an  appeal  to  hon. 
'  Members  to  vote  for  principle  and  not 
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for  Party.  I  remember  that  Disraeli, 
when  a  Member  of  the  Party  opposed  to 
him  miade  a  similar  appeal,  and  declared 
the  subject  under  discussion  not  to  be  a 
Party  question,  replied  that  he — 

"  Was  too  old  a  Parliamentary  bird  to  be 
oanght  by  the  chaff ;  it  was  very  much  a  Party 
qnestion,  and  the  Gt>yemment  were  very  much 
affected  by  it ;  and,  therefore,  it  was  necessary 
for  the  Conservatives  to  vote  straight." 

This,  too,  I  believe  to  be  a  Party  question* 
and  I  am  rather  curious  as  to  the  votes 
which  will  be  given  by  two  Conservative 
Members,    who  did  me   the  honour  of 
congratulating  me  when  the  Report  of  the 
Pamell  Commission  first  appeared.  I  am 
glad     to     see    the    Attorney     General 
is    now     in     his      place,    for    I     wish 
to    say     something   as     to     his   taking 
a    brief    and   leading    the   prosecution 
against  a  large  body  of  Irish  Members. 
1  know  it  is  in  accordance  with  profes- 
sional usage  that  the  Attorney  General 
should  take  briefs  in  private  cases,  and 
that  much  is  to  be  said  in  favour  of  it, 
seeing  that  it  keeps  him  in  touch  with 
the  general  work  of  the   Bar.      But   I 
viewed   his  action  in  taking  a  brief  in 
this  case  with  very  great  regret,  for  it 
reminded  me  of  a  story  of  William  1., 
th©  Duke  of  Normandy,  who,  when  he 
was    summoned   to  appear    before    the 
King  of  France   (of  whom   he   was    a 
vassal)  for  some  misconduct  on  the  part 
of    his    subjects,    replied    that,    unfor- 
tunately, the  Duke  of  Normandy  could 
not    go    to    Paris   unless   the   King   of 
England   went    too,   and    the    King  of 
England  would  be  obliged  to  bring  so 
many  retainers  that  it  might  prove  un- 
pleasant for  the  people  of  France.     The 
misfortune  of  the  aotion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Wight 
was  that  he  could  not  take  part  in  the 
case  for  the  Times  without  introducing 
the  Attorney  General  as  well.     In  fact, 
as  the  legal  heads  of  the  Conservative 
and  Unionist  Party  have  taken  part  in 
the  case,  they  have  implicated  the  whole 
Party  in  a  manner  which  must  induce  a 
lot  of  ill-feeling  between  men  of  Irish 
blood  and  thfe  Conservative  majority  in 
this  House.     I  do  not  think  the  people 
of  England  approve   the  action  of  the 
Government ;     indeed,    recent    election 
returns  show  that  they  are  opposed  to 
the  Government  policy.     The  Conserva- 
tive Members,  I  am  afraid,  will  vote  on 
this  matter  in  accordance  with  the  in 
Colonel  Nolan 


structions  of  their  Whips.     Before  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  put  his  notice 
of  Motion  on  the  Paper  I  found  Conflerva- 
tive  Members  were  in  a  reasonable  state 
of  mind.     On  the  night  the  Report  was 
issued    one    hon.   Member    told    me  it 
amounted  to  a  virtual  acquittal,  while 
another^-and  he  was  a  learned  man — 
said — "  What  the  Judges  have  done  has 
been  to  find  that  the  Irish  Members  did 
what  every  single  soul  in  the  United 
Kingdom   knew   they  had  done;    they 
have  found  out  nothing  fresh."     I  was 
always  against  the  appointment  of  the 
Commission.       I    held    that    the    only 
result  would  be   the  keeping  up  of  bad 
blood       between    the     two     countries. 
When  it  was  started  I  thought  a  certain 
amount  of  mud  would  be  thrown,  that  it 
would  be  shown  that  certain  speeches  bad 
been  delivered,  and  a  certain  amount  of 
crime  committed ;   as  to  the  letters,  I 
was  quite  convinced  that   they  were   ab- 
solute forgeries,  but   I  never  hoped  we 
should  be  able  to  prove  it  so  clearly  as 
we  have   done ;  I   never  expected   we 
should  have  laid  our  hands  on  the  forger, 
although,  if  I  had  known  Pigott  was  as- 
sociated with  the  matter,  I  should  have 
expected  something  of  the  sort.     But  I 
did  expect  the  Commission  would  have 
had  to  fall  back  on  a  general  indictment 
that  there  was  some  connection  between 
the  speeches   delivered   and  the  crimes 
committed.     ITie  Judges  have  not  gone 
into  the  question  in  a   very  statistical 
form.     Let  us  take    the  crime  of  mur- 
der,  for   instance.      In   England    there 
are   fewer  murders  committed  than  in 
most  countries  in  Europe ;  but  in  Ireland 
there  are'  still  fewer,  in  comparison  with 
the  population,   and  there   have  been  a 
lesser  number  during  the  past  10  yeara 
than  there  were  in  the  preceding  decade. 
Unfortunately,  murders  are  committed, 
and  they  group  themselves  about  popu* 
lar    movements,    and   if  the    Attorney 
General  went  to  the  North  of  Ireland  to 
get  up  an  agitation  in  favour  of  the  im- 
prisonment of  the  Nationalist  Members, 
and  riots  followed  in  which  fatalities  oc- 
curred, we  should  at  once  attribute  the 
deaths  to  his  action,  although  his  speech 
might  have   been  a   perfectl}   constitu- 
tional one.  In  that  sense,  no  doubt,  there 
was    some     connection     between      our 
speeches    and   Irish  crime.       Now   we 
have  to  deal  with  two  important  proposi- 
tions.    The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
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asks   the   House   to   adopt  the    Report. 
Bat  has  this  Honse  a  right  to  adopt  the 
Report?     The    Irish   Members   charged 
before  the  Commission  practically  repre- 
sent in   this   House   the   whole   of  the 
Irish  people,  and  the  indictment  which 
was  preferred  against  them,  was  against 
not  merely  Irishmen    in    Ireland,    but 
against  Irishmen  throughout  the  world. 
The  Irish  people  constitute  an  important 
element  in  Australia  and  Canada,  and  in 
the  Republic  of  the  United  States,  and 
they  vrill  ask  why  should  this  Report  be 
entered  on  the  Journals  of  the  House  ? 
There   are   several  reasons  against    the 
adoption  of  this  course.     The  first  is  that 
the  House  of  Commons  was  not  elected 
for  the    purpose.     Of    course    if    Lord 
Salisbury    went    to   the    country     and 
returned  with   a  majority  at  his  back, 
then  the  adoption  of  the  Report  would 
be  the  act  of  the  English  nation ;  but  the 
Government  have  now  only  an  accidental 
majority,   the  bye   elections  go  against 
them  and   prove   that  their  majority  is 
only  a  fictitious  one.     If,  then,  you  have 
this  Report  entered  on  the  Journals  of 
the  House,    the   next   Parliament   may 
feel  it  its  duty  to   order  the   entry   to 
be  expunged,  and  that,  I  think,  would  be 
neither  a  pleasant  nor  a  dignified  course 
for  the   House  to  have  to  adopt.     We 
have  also  before  us  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian,  which,  unlike  the  Resolu- 
tion  of    the   Government,  has   in   it   a 
sense  of  proportion  and  looks  at  the  real 
points  of  the  case.     Remember  it   was 
the  forged  letter  question  which  procured 
the  appointment  of  the  Commission.  The 
Irish  M^nbers   would   never  have  con- 
sented    to     the     appointment     of    the 
Commission  but  for  the  appearance    of 
the  forged  letters  in  the  Tim^s,  which 
was  a  great  power  in  the  land,  and  had, 
for   the    preceding     half    century,    had 
almost  as  much  power  as  the  House  of 
Commons   itself.     Its   power    has    now 
been  considerably  shaken.     It  pledged  its 
reputation    and    everything    it    had   to 
the  authenticity  of  the  letters,  and  that 
was    the    main    point   referred    to  the 
Commissioners.  Englishmen  and  Irishmen 
difEer  considerably  in   their  feeling  on 
national   matters.     Englishmen    are    of 
course   imbued  with  a  strong  national 
feeling;    they    are  a  somewhat    proud 
race,  and  they  are  to  an  extent  intolerant 
of  outside  interference  of  any  kind  what- 


soever.    But  the  case  is  difEerent  in  Ire- 
land.    We  consider  the  Irish- Americans 
as  part  of  ourselves.     The  great  majority 
of  Irishmen  are  anxious  for  peaceful  and 
Constitutional   methods   to  be  adopted. 
We   knew,   when   the  Commission  was 
appointed,    that  our    opponents    would 
make  the  most  of  the  American  connec- 
tion.     I    am    not    one    of    those    who 
repudiate  that  connection ;  I  am  proud 
of  the  success  of  our  fellow  countrymen 
in  America.     We  knew  that  in  the  minds 
of  Englishmen  there  would  be  great  im- 
patience at  the  idea  of  Americans  inter- 
fering  with   Irish    politics,    but    it    is 
impossible  to  keep  them  out  of  it,  and 
the  Irish  Americans  cannot  help  feeling 
deep   interest   in   the  fortunes  of  their 
country.     The  hon.  Member  for  Oldham 
says  he  is  much  concerned  for  the  honour 
and  probity  of  this  House,  and  yet  I  am 
afraid  he  will  cast  his  vote  against  us. 
He  admitted  we  had  cleared  ourselves 
from  the  charge  of  complicity  with  murder, 
but  he  complained  that  we  had  shown  a 
certain   want  of  delicacy  of  feeling  in 
attacking  the  public  acts  of  the  Attorney 
General  and  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, and  he  said  that  he  must  conse- 
quenfcly    vote    against    us.     Yet    those 
attacks  were  only  made  in  self  defence. 
My  main  objection  to  the  Motion  of  the 
First  Lord  is  that  it  gives  no  prominence 
to  the  question   of  the   forged    letters. 
Because  we  have  completely  disproved 
that  charge  we  are  now  to  be  attacked 
on  general  grounds.     The  leader  of  the 
Opposition  has,  in  his  Amendment,  sup- 
plied the  omission  of  which  I  complain,  and 
those  who  listened  to  his  speech  last  night 
must  have  felt  that  he  thoroughly  justified 
his  proposal.    May  I  make  a  suggestion  to 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury?     Will 
he  not,  of  his  own  accord,  if  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition   is 
defeated,  introduce  into  his  Resolution 
a  reference  to  the  forged  letters,  because 
the  simple  adoption  of  the  Report  would 
be  most  un&ir  without  such  a  reference. 
Hon.  Members  desire  further  that  the 
Judges  should  be  thanked  for  their  ser- 
vices.     Of  course  we  know  that  they 
took  a  good  deal  of  trouble,  but  the  way 
to  reward  them  is  not  by  drawing  Up  an 
indictment  against  the  Irish  nation  in 
the  Resolution ;  it  would  be  far  better  to 
make  them    baronets,   or  peers,   or  to 
promote  them  in  their  profession.     But, 
certainly,  the  entering  of  the  reference 
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to  the  Report  in  an  extremely  unfair 
form  in  the  Order  Book  of  the  House  is 
not  the  proper  way  of  producing  good 
feeling  in  the  matter  between  the  Gon- 
serrative  section  ofr  the  English  race  and 
the  Irish  paople  who  are  now  distribu- 
ted over  the  four  quarters  of  the 
globe. 

«SiR      W.      BARTTELOT       (Sussex, 
N.W.) :    I  am   anxious    to   say  a    few 
words  on  what  I  consider  to  be  one  of 
the  most  important  questions   that  has 
been  brought  before  this  House  and  the 
country  during  the  present  century.    No 
one  will  deny  the   gravity  of  the  ques- 
tion we  are  now  considering.     The  Re- 
port of  the  Commission   brings  charges 
against  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way opposite,  and  I  venture  to  say  that 
every  fair    minded  man   will  seriously 
consider  whether  these  charges  have  been 
proved,  and  if  so,  I  do  not   think   that 
even   Members    opposite    will   say    the 
Report   of  the  Judges  ought  not  to  be 
entered  in  the  Journals  of  the  House.    I, 
for  one,  have  condemned  as  strongly  as 
'any  man,  the  letters  which  have  been  re- 
ferred to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  and  I  took  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  showing  what  was 
my  feeling  in  regard  to  them.     I  care  not 
who  may  have  been  the  author  of  those 
letters,  but  it  has   been  clearly    proved 
that  they  were  forgeries,  and  therefore, 
I  would  join  with  anyone  in  stating  my 
gratification  that  the  hon.  Member  who 
was     charged     with      having     written 
them   has   been   fully  exonerated  from 
that  accusation.     I  have  never  altered 
my  opinion  with  regard  to  Ireland  and 
the  action  of   hon.  Members  below  the 
GungvV'ay.     I   have   stated   them   fairly 
and  freely,  and  when    I    have  thoaght 
that  my  hon.  Friends  on  the  Front  Bench 
have  been  doing  what  they  ought  not  to 
do,  I  have  never  failed  to  declare  my 
opinion  both  in  this  House  and  outside 
the  House.     The  question  before  us  is  a 
very  grave  one.    It  implies  that  although 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  have  not  been  con- 
victed   of    complicity    with    the    more 
serious  crimes  of  murder  and  outrage, 
yet  it  is  to  be  inferred  from  this  Report 
that  they  have   been  guilty  of   things 
which  have    led  io   the  commission  of 
crime.      I   was   never  more   astounded 
than  upon  hearing  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  and 
also    the    right    hon.    Gentleman    the 
Colonel  Ndan 


Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  contend  that  hon.  Members  were 
right  in  urging  the  Irish  people  to  do 
certain  things  if  they  were  in  the 
interests  of  their  country.  This,  as  far  as 
I  know,  is  the  first  time  in  our  history 
that  we  have  heard  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men in  the  exalted  position  of  the 
Members  for  Mid  Lothian  and  Wolver- 
hampton saying  they  were  prepared  to 
regs^  crime  as  justifiable  when  it 
accomplishes  the  object  for  which  it  is 
committed.  \Cries  of  "  No ! "]  Hon. 
Gentlemen  say  no  1  I  listened  most 
attentively  to  the  magnificent  speech 
dehvered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  and  elo- 
quent as  it  was,  especially  in  the 
peroration,  I  must  say  that  I  never 
heard  a  speech  which  more  completely 
covered  what  I  may  term  veiled  treason 
than  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. No  one  can  better  judge  of  those 
things  than  the  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway.  They  knew  exactly  what  was 
their  position  a  short  time  ago.  Let  me 
look  for  a  moment  at  the  position 
occupied  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  As  I  have 
said,  I  am  delighted  to  recognise  his 
innocence  in  regard  to  the  letters,  but 
can  it  be  said  he  was  innocent  in  regard 
to  other  matters?  Before,  however,  I 
would  go  to  that  F  would  ask  any  man  in 
this  House  if  he  had  such  charges  made 
against  him  as  were  made  against  the 
hon.  Member  he  would  not  spend  his 
yevy  last  shilling  in  proving  his  inno- 
cence before  a  competent  tribunal. 

♦Mr.  T.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin,  Har- 
bour) :  Not  the  tribunals  of  this  country. 

•Sir  W.  BARTTELOT  :  It  is  all  very 
well  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  "  not 
the  tribunals  of  this  country."  Is  there 
one  of  them  in  which  justice  would  not 
be  done  ?  See  what  the  three  Judges 
have  done  in  this  particular  case.  Have 
they  not  found  out  and  exposed  the  fraud 
that  was  practised  with  regard  to  these 
particular  letters  ? 

•Mr.  T.  HARRINGTON :  No ;  we  did 
it  ourselves. 

•Sir  W.  BARTTELOT :  I  say  that  the 
Judges  discovered  that  forgery,  and  with 
the  greatest  care  and  calm  consideration 
went  into  every  case  that  was  put  before 
them,  so  that  there  is  no  one  who  can 
now  get  up  and  say  he  was  not  treated 
with  perfect  fairness  and  impartiality  by 


1841         Special  Commission         {Matsch  4,  1890}  (1888)  Report, 


1842 


those  learned  gentlemen.  Why  was  it 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  did  not 
accept  the  offer  made  him  by  the  Govern- 
ment, when  they  were  willing  that  all  his 
expenses  should  be  paid,  and  that  he  should 
have  the  best  Law  Officers  that  could  be 
found  to  conduct  his  case.  I  would  ask 
my  hon.  Friend  opposite  whether,  had  he 
been  placed  in  the  same  position,  he 
would  not  have  gone  before  a  Court  and 
endeavoured  to  clear  himself  ?  Why  did 
not  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  take  that 
course?  Was  it  because  there  was  a 
feeling  that  something  more  might  come 
out  than  he  desired  to  make  public  in 
regard  to  his  connection  with  certain  pro- 
ceedings in  Ireland  which  would  not  b^  to 
the  advantage  of  the  Nationalist  cause  ? 
Hon.  Members  asked  for  a  Committee 
of  this  House.  If  there  was  a  man  in 
this  House  who  could  have  got  up  and 
suggested  that  that  would  be  an  unfair 
and  partial  tribunal,  it  would  have  been 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian,  who  must  recollect  the 
debate  which  took  place  in  which  the 
question  was  r<dsed  in  this  House  as  to 
the  trial  of  election  petitions,  which  used 
to  be  decided  by  Committees  of  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  a 
speech  he  then  made,  pointed  out  that 
such  Committees  did  not  constitute  a  fair 
tribunal,  because  of  the  Party  feeling 
which  was  brought  into  play.  I  ask 
would  not  Party  feeling  have  been 
brought  into  play  in  this  question  10 
times  more  than  in  the  case  of  an  election 
petition  ?  Such  being  the  opinion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  was  the  very 
first  man  who  ought  to  have  said  that  a 
Committee  of  this  House  would  have 
been  a  most  unwise  and  improper 
tribunal  for  dealing  with  this  question. 
I  may  here  say,  as  I  do  honestly  and 
openly,  that  1  did  not  like  the  Commis- 
sion which  was  appointed.  I  think  the 
Government  stood  in  a  sufficiently  firm 
position  as  they  were  before.  However, 
the  Commission  was  appointed,  and  hon. 
Members  opposite  did  not  oppose  the 
Second  Heading  of  the  Bill,  thereby 
showing  they  were  perfectly  satisfied 
with  the  impartiality  of  the  tribunal 
bsfore  whom  they  were  to  be  arraigned. 
And  if  we  look  at  the  matter  fairly  and 
impartially,  I  say  that  there  are  no 
three  men  who,  whatever  their  political 
opinions  may  be — and  in  t^  conntrj  we 
do  not  allow  politics  to  interfere  with  the 


administration  of  law  and  justice — ^who 
are  more  absolutely  prepared  to  do  their 
duty,  however  difficult  that  duty  may 
be.  Can  any  one  below  the  Gangway  get 
up  and  say  hon.  Members  opposite  have 
not  been  fairly  and  honestly  treated  by 
those  three  Judges  ?  Never  before  have 
men  been  called  upon  to  judge  under 
such  circumstances,  and  I  fully  believe 
that  they  have  done  justice  to  all.  They 
have  fairly  stated  the  charges  that  have 
not  been  proved,  but  they  have  also 
recorded  those  cases  in  which  they  think 
the  charges  have  been  substantiated.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  has 
said  everything  was  legitimate  so  long  as 
the  ends  were  good.  I  do  not  quote  his 
exact  words,  but  that  was  their  purport. 
I  must  repeat  my  regret  that  two  men 
occupying  the  position  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  the  Members  for  Mid  Lothian 
and  Wolverhampton  could  have  made 
such  a  statement  as  they  have  put  for- 
ward in  justification  of  crime  where 
it  accompfishes  its  intended  object. 
I  am  not  going  into  the  history 
of  the  whole  of  this  case.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  astonished  me  by 
his  statement  with  reference  to  the 
Act  of  Union.  He  designated  it  by 
every  epithet  he  could  possibly  think  of. 
He  went  on  to  say  that  since  the  year 
1882  he  had  never  had  occasion  to  say  a 
single  word  against  those  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway.  But  in  the  year 
1879,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  a 
memorable  speech  in  Mid  Lothian,  in 
which  he  called  attention  to  the  blowing 
up  of  Clerkenwell  Prison  and  the  murder 
of  the  policeman  at  Manchester,  and  held 
that  the  Disestablishment  and  Disendow- 
ment  of  the  Church  would  never  have 
been  carried  unless  attention  had  been 
brought  to  it  by  means  of  that  kind. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  came  into 
power  in  1880.  He  allowed  the  Peace 
Preservation  Act  to  lapse.  Were  you 
thankful  for  it  ?  Did  you  take  it,  as  it 
was  intended,  in  good  faith  ?  You  im- 
mediately imported  arms  into  Ireland, 
and  as  soon  as  the  Act  was  taken  off  your 
heads,  you  were  determined  to  do  some- 
thing which  you  knew  was  against  the 
opinion  and  wishes  of  a  large  majority  of 
your  fellow  countrymen  in  England  and 
Scotland,  as  well  as  in  Ireland,  and  to 
such  an  extent  did  you  carry  it  out  that 
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in  1881-2  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
to  bring  in  the  two  strongest  Coercion 
Acts  that  ever  were  inflicted. 

''Ton  have  had  an  opportnnity,"  said  Mr. 
Pamell,  at  Wexford,  in  1881,  **  many  of  yon, 
no  donbt,  of  studying  the  ntterances  of  a  very 
great  man,  a  very  great  orator — ^the  person 
who  recently  desired  to  impress  the  world  with 
a  great  opinion  of  his  philantrophy  and  hatred 
of  oppression,  bat  who  stands  to*day  the 
greatest  Goercionist,  the  greatest  and  most 
unrivalled  slanderer  of  the  Irish  nation  that 
ever  undertook  the  task.  I  refer  to  William 
Ewart  Gladstone.'* 

I  mention  these  things  because  these  are 
the  people  with  whom  yon  are  now  hand 
and  glove.  What  happened  after  that  ? 
I  find  that  np  to  the  year  1885  the  Pro- 
tection of  Life  and  Property  Act  existed. 
Do  yon  recollect  the  Division  which  took 
place  in  this  House  upon  a  trifling 
Motion  with  regard  to  the  Budget,  and 
upon  which  the  Grovernment  went  out  ? 
I  believe  I  am  correct  in  stating  that  the 
Government  went  out  because  there  were 
dissensions  and  differences  of  opinion 
amongst  them  as  to  the  maintenance 
of  the  Protection  of  Life  and  Property 
Act.  A  Conservative  Government  was 
returned  in  a  minority,  and  I  think 
it  was  a  grave  mistake  that  they 
did  not  endeavour  to  carry  out  that  Act, 
even  if  they  had  been  beaten,  as  they 
would  have  been  beaten,  for  it  would  be 
shown  that  they  thought  it  necessary 
that  an  Act  of  that  kind  should  be  still 
maintained  in  Ireland.  What  happened 
after  that  ?  Why,  we  had  an  election  in 
the  autumn.  And  what  was  the  prayer 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) ?  That  he  would  be  saved 
from  temptation  by  having  granted  to 
him  a  majority  without  having  to 
deal  with  the  Irish  Representatives. 
He  did  not  get  that  majority,  and 
then  came  the  proposal  of  Home 
Bule,  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  never  considered  before,  so  far  as  I 
am  aware.  And,  mark  you,  if  he  had 
obtained  a  majority  which  would  have 
enabled  him  to  do  without  the  Irish 
Representatives  he  would  never  have 
offered  you  Home  Rule.  It  was  a 
miraculous  alteration.  I  would  like  to 
know  what  your  opinion  is  with  regard 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby.  You  know  what  he  said 
about  you. 

*Mr.    SPEAKER:  Order,   order,!     It 
would  be   better  if   the    hon.    Baronet 
Sir  W.  Barttelot 


would  address  the  Chair,  and  not  so 
pointedly  address  any  section  of  the 
House. 

*(9.24.)  Sir  W.  BARTTELOT :  I  beg 
your  pardon,  Mr.  Speaker ;  one  gets  per- 
haps a  little  excited.  I  am  very  sorry  if  I 
have  transgressed  the  least  in  the  world. 
I  will  just  read  you  one  or  two  pas- 
sages which  show  that  the  conversion 
is  something  more  than  miraculous. 

"To-morrow,"  said  Sir  William  Harconrt, 
on  March  3rd,  1881,  "  every  subject  of  the 
Qoeen  will  know  that  the  doctrine  of  the 
Land  Leagn^e  is  the  doctrine  of  treasoD 
and  assassination.  Sir,  I  .  think  it  is  my 
dnty,  and  I  think  the  House  will  think 
it  is  my  dnty  to  tell  them  what  I  know, 
that  the  Land  League  is  an  organisation  which 
depends  upon  the  support  of  the  Fenian  Con- 
spiracy." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  was  in  office ;  he  was  then 
Home  Secretary,  and  he  states  that  the 
doctrine  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were 
members  of  the  Land  League  was  the 
doctrine  of  treason  and  assassination. 
He  afterwards  became  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  you  will  all  recollect  what 
he  did  on  the  16th  December,  1885, 
after  the  election  had  taken  place.  He 
was  at  a  meeting  at  Lowestoft,  and  he 
then  said  what  was  going  to  happen : — 

*'  The  Party  of  250  Tories  in  the  House  of 
Commons  would  claim  to  govern  the  country 
and  the  House  of  670  members.  That  would 
be  a  new  proceeding  in  the  political  history  of 
the  country.  They  proposed  to  do  it  by  an 
intimate  alliance  with  men  who  openly 
avowed  their  object  was  the  dismemberment 
of  Ireland  from  England.  Was  it  possible 
that  this  country  was  going  to  tolerate  such  a 
transaction  ?  Liberals  must  not  be  in  a  hurry 
to  turn  the  Tories  out — he  would  not  say 
before  they  were  paid  out.  He  would  let  them 
have  a  few  months  to  stew  in  their  own 
Pamellite  juice." 

Not  a  very  elegant  expression  ;  at  the 
same  time  that  was  the  statement.  I 
want  you  to  mark  it,  because  if  I 
recollect  aright  a  Division  was  taken  in 
this  House  on  the  26th  January,  in  the 
year  1886,  and  the  Conservative  Govern- 
ment were  turned  out  upon  the  question 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham, 
namely,  "  three  acres  and  a  cow," 
or  the  question  of  Allotments,  which 
measure  was  never  attempted  to 
be  granted  by  the  Liberal  Party. 
Home  Rule  was  brought  in,  and  you 
know  what  happened  to  Home  Rule. 
My  particular  point  is   that  the   right 
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hon.  Gentleman  the  Memjjer  for  Derby, 
having  denounced  the  Conservative 
Party,  and  having  denounced  the 
Irish  Party,  in  December,  1885,  took 
office  as  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
under  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  in  February 
1886,  that  all  I  can  say  is  that 
looking  to  his  strong  opinions  and 
feelings,  one  would  have  supposed  that 
lie  would  not  have  been  subservient  to 
Party  considerations.  I  would  have  said : 
'^I  cannot  change  my  opinion,  and  I  can- 
not take  office  in  a  Government  which 
proposes  Home  Rule/*  Such  was  un- 
fortunately not  the  case.  [" Fortunately."] 
That  depends  upon  what  you  think  of 
the  versatility  of  a  Member.  For  my 
part,  I  stand  by  the  man  who  adheres 
to  what  he  believes  is  right.  As  hon. 
Gentlemen  know,  I  had  a  good  deal  of 
experience  in  older  days  of  these  matters. 
It  was  my  good  fortune,  or  anything  else 
you  may  be  pleased  to  call  it,  to 
be  in  Limerick  at  the  time  when 
the  Old  Ireland  Party— 'the  0*Connell 
Party — ^attacked  the  Young  Ireland  Party. 
There  was  a  great  disturbance,  and  I  was 
ordered  to  turn  out  with  a  squadron  of 
dragoons.  I  was  sharp,  and  I  happened 
to  get  down  quicker  than  some  others, 
and  I  was  just  in  time  to  save  three  men, 
Mitchell,  Martin,  and  Meagher.  After 
that  what  is  called  the  '*  Cabbage  Ghirden 
Disturbance  "  occurred,  and  these  three 
men,  one  of  whom  afterwards  came  into 
this  House  as  a  respected  Member,  were 
arrested  and  transported  for  15  years.  I 
declare  boldly  that  there  was  nothing 
in  the  journal  of  which  Mitchell  was 
then  editor  ,to  compare  in  scurriHty  with 
what  now  appears  in  United  Ireland^ 
although  Mitchell  was  transported  for 
15  years  for  what  he  wrote,  and  other 
things.  When  you  talk  of  toleration  I 
venture  to  say  that  no  Press  in  the  world 
has  been  more  tolerated  than  the  Irish 
Press  has  been.  If  the  English  papers 
vnrote  about  you  [pointing  to  the  Home 
Rule  Members]  as  these  papers  write 
about  Englishmen  and  the  Government 
of  England  you  would  come  down  at 
once  with  a  strong,  earnest,   and  just 

complaint.     You  know 

*Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  has  misapprehended  my  mean- 
ing. What  I  suggested  was  that  instead 
of  addressing  hon.  Members  directly  he 
should  do  so  generally  as  hon.  Members 


in  this  or  that  part  of  the  Honse.     In 
this  way  he  would  avoid  irritation. 

•Sir  W.  BARTTELOT  :  I  hope  I  have 
not  said  anything  to  irritate,  and  I  shall 
endeavour  not  to  do  so.  I  was  saying 
that  when  you  came  to  write  articles  in 
United  Ireland,  the  Government  have 
not  been  one  bit  too  firm  in  their  action, 
for  you  have  gone  beyond  all  ordinary 
forbearance,  and  have  done  things  which 
would  not  have  been  tolerated  in  any 
civilised  country  in  the  world.  I  should 
like  to  see  such  things  done  in  America,, 
Germany,  or  Italy.  You  know  you  have 
as  much  license  as  you  could  have,  and 
the  question  before  us — and  it  is  a  very 
serious  question — is  whether  you  have 
done 

•Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order  ! 

•Sib  W.  BARTTELOT :  I  beg  pardon ; 
the  question  is  whether  hon  Members- 
have  acted  in  the  interest  of  our  great 
Empire  ?  Has  everything  been  done  to 
maintain  the  integrity  of  the  Empire? 
Take  the  condition  of  the  West  of  Ire- 
land. Is  it  any  better  than  it  was  in 
1843,  when  I  first  went  there?  Cer- 
tainly not.  The  population  cannot  be 
properly  maintained  on  the  soil,  yet  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  have  done  nothing 
to  remove  the  population.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  talks  about  migration,  but 
he  proposes  to  migrate  a  pauper  popula- 
tion to  the  best  parts  of  Ireland ;  to  the 
County  of  Meath,  for  instance,  where 
he  would  turn  the  grazing  farma 
into  small  holdings.  I  maintain  thai 
so  far  as  the  condition  of  the 
West  of  Ireland  is  concerned,  nothing  has 
been  done  for  it;  and  yet  it  is  only 
wonderful  without  agitation  it  remains 
contented.  A  relative  of  mine,  who  has  an 
estate  in  the  county  of  Mayo,  says  that 
this  year  he  has  received  his  rent,  nothing 
having  been  forthcoming  during  the 
previousf  ouryears.  He  has  hadnot  only  to 
lose  his  rent,  but  to  pay  the  rates  and  taxes 
on  all  holdings  below  £4  a  year,  and 
on  the  estate  of  264  holdings  four 
only  are  over  £4  a  year.  Things  are 
better  now  ;  but  on  those  estates  where 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  is  in  operation, 
boycotting  and  tiie  greatest  cruelties 
have  been  practised  on  the  people  taking 
farms  and  on  the  people  paying  their 
rent.  Such  persecution  every  honour- 
able man  must  condemn  as  against 
national  civilisation  and  national 
humanity.      And  yet  the   persecution^ 
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it  is  said,  has    been    practised  by  hon. 
Members  opposite.      They  are  solemnly 
accused  of    making  speeches,  knowing 
that  the  consequences  of  those  speeches 
would   be  injury  to   persons    and  pro- 
perty.     Well,  I  believe  that  history  will 
show    that     the    Chief  .  Secretary    has 
done  his  duty  honestly,  humanely,  and 
well.      Up     to    the     time    when    the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  pro- 
posed his  scheme  for  Home   Rule,  law 
and  order  had  always  been   maintained 
by  both  sides  of  the  House.      But  now 
every  difficulty  is  placed  in  the    way, 
and  the  speeches  of   many  hon.  Gentle- 
men   on   the  Opposition  Banches    have 
tended  more  to  creat3  the  existing  state 
of  things  in  Ireland  than  anything  else. 
A  great  deal  of  responsibility  lies  at  the 
door  of  those  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men. The  Governmenthave  now  to  govern 
Ireland  in  the  best  way  they  can.      Law 
and  order,   however,   must   be  upheld, 
because  they  are  the   indispensable  fac- 
tor's  in   the     civilisation,   progress,  and 
prosperity  of  every  country ;  and  if  law 
and  order  are  firmly,  fairly,  and  honestly 
m  lintained,  as  the  Chief  Secretary  is  now 
upholding    them,    a    lasting    beneficial 
effect  would  in  the  end  be  produced.     I 
heartily  support  the  Motion. 
•Mb.  T.  HARRINGTON :  Mr.  Speaker, 
while  I  admit  that  the  hon.  Baronet  is  an 
exception  to  hon.  Members  near  him  in 
the  spirit  lof  fair  play  which  he  exhibits 
toward  the  Irish  Membars,  yet  I  must 
remind  him  that  the  occasions  on  which 
he    displays    that  spirit  •  are  very  rare. 
The      hon.      Baronet      has      said    that 
in    no    other  civilisad    country    in  the 
world  would  the   same  toleration   have 
been  extended,  as  has  been  extended  by 
this  country,  to  the  Irish  Press.    Aye,  but 
has  the  Irish  Press  been  tolerated  ?  What 
is  the  history  of  the  Irish  Press  ?    Is  there 
a  man  in  this  House  who  ever  conducted 
an  Irish  newspaper  who   has   not   been 
once,  and  sometimes  offcener,  within  the 
walls  of  a  gaol  ?   The  hon.  Baronet  speaks 
of  Mitchel,  Martin,  and  Meagher.     The 
three  were  Press  men,   and   the   three 
were  imprisoned,  and  if  the  Governments 
of  this  country  have  been  unable  to  sup- 
press National  opinion  in  Ireland,   it   is 
not    because    they    have    tolerated    it, 
but  because  they  have  failed   to  put  it 
down.     Every  Ministry    and  Party   in 
this  country  has  endeavoured  to  stifle 
the  voice  of  the  National  Press  of  Ireland, 
Sir  W.  BarUelot 


and  if  that  Press  speaks  out  boldly  to-day 
the  national  sentiments,  we  have  not  to 
thank  this  House,  bat  the  sturdy   inde- 
pendence and  the  fearlessness  and  firm- 
ness of   the  men   whose  speeches  and 
writings  are  bringing  to  speedy  fruition 
the  cause  for  which  they  have  laboured. 
The  hon.  Baronet  tells  the  House  that 
upon  the  Report  being  issued  he   was 
among  the  first  to  come   down  to  con- 
gratulate the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  upon 
his  acquittal.     But  the  argument  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  this  evening  is  strangely 
inconsistent  with  the  sincerity  of  a  man 
who  comes    to    congratulate    the    hon. 
Member  for  Cork  on  his  acquittal,  for  he 
asks — "  Why  did  not  the  hon.  Member  foif 
Cork    appeal    to    the    tribunals    of  the 
country  ?  Was  it  because  he  feared  that 
something  worse  would  come  out  ?  "    And 
yet  the  hon.  Baronet  is  forced  to  acknow- 
ledge that  the  Commission  has  acquitted 
the    Irish    Members    of    those     graver 
charges  which  his  Friends  circulated  try 
their  speeches  and  supported  by  their 
money — calumnies  on  which  many  Mem- 
bers of  their  Party  have  lived,  and  been 
able  to  take  a  part  in  the  government  ol 
Ireland  for  the  past  two  or  three  years. 
These  expressions  of  regret  of  the  hem. 
Baronet  came  from  him  just  as  the  verdict 
of  acquittal  has  come  from  the  Judges — 
the   expressions  were  forced  from  him. 
We  owe  him  nothing  for  his  sense  of  fair 
play  in  this  matter ;  we  owe  no  one  any- 
thing   on    that     score.      If     the  Party 
opposite  are  not  able  to  asperse  our  cha- 
racters it  is  because  their  malignity  has 
failed  in  its  worst  efforts.      Before  I  sit 
down  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  show  to 
the  House  that  Members,  at  least  of  the 
Party  to  which  the  hon.  Baronet  belongs, 
have  not  been  so  clear  and  innocent  of 
questionable  transactions  in    connection 
with  this  Commission  as  some  of  their 
friends  claim  credit  for.     I  shall  be  able 
to   show   the   House  that  there   was   a 
conspiracy,   apart   from    the   conspiracy 
which  the  Judges  had  to  consider,  that 
that  conspiracy  progressed  as  the  inquiry 
progressed,   and  that  Members  of   the 
Gt)vernment  especially  were  involved  in 
it  for  the  purpose  of  bribing  perjured 
witnesses — not  so  much   to  injure  the 
Irish  Members  or  to  damage   our  cha- 
racters as  individuals,  for  that  they  did 
not  care  about,  but  to  assail  and  damage 
our  country  and  ruin  its  future.     Upon 
every  charge  which  this  House  regarded 
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as  a  grave  charge  in  the  beginning  the 
result  of  the  Commission  has  been  an 
acquittal.  Looking  back  to  the  debate 
on  which  the  Act  was  founded,  and  the 
arguments  by  which  it  was  forced  on  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  by  those 
more  active  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  this  side  of  the  House,  I  find  that 
of  every  charge  they  made  we  have  been 
acquitted.  With  regard  to  the  charge 
of  conspiracy  and  the  charge  conveyed  in 
vague  and  general  terms  of  not  being 
sufficiently  active  in  denouncing  and 
suppressing  crime,  nobody  meant  to 
constitute  a  tribunal  of  throe  Judges  to 
try  such  a  charge  or  to  have  the  public 
time  wasted  in  such  an  inquiry.  The 
letters  were  the  grave  portion  of  the 
accusation  against  us,  and  also  the  charge 
of  complicity  with  murder.  Day  after 
day  and  week  after  week  were  allowed 
to  elapse,  witness  after  witness  was 
placed  in  the  witness-stand,  but  the 
Attorney  General,  who  conducted  the 
case,  kept  carefully  away  from  any  of 
these  graver  charges.  Time  after  time  he 
was  pressed  to  come  to  an  issue.  *  The 
Judges  frequently  expressed  impatience 
at  the  way  in  which  the  inquiry  was 
being  conducted.  The  Attorney  General 
smiles;  but  I  attended  the  inquiry  as 
regularly  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man himself,  and  I  maintain  that  1  am 
not  speaking  without  authority.  The 
President  said,  after  the  Commission  had 
sat  two  or  three  months — 

**  If  this  inqairy  proceeds  in  this  manner,  I 
cannot  see  that  it  will  be  ended  in  oar  life- 
time." 

Upon  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man apologised,  and  stated  that  the 
evidence  he  was  giving  had  been  very 
carefully  considered.  The  President  said 
he  had  heard  that  statement  before,  and 
he  wanted  to  know  whether  the  inquiry 
was  to  be  brought  to  an  end  within  a 
lifetime.  If  the  Attorney  General  was 
satisfied  that  he  was  speaking  upon  bond 
fide  instructions  and  upon  proofs  of  the 
truth  of  which  he  had  satisfied  himself, 
as  he  was  bound  to  do,  why  was  he 
hunting  up  America  for  evidence 
during  the  Commission  to  back  up 
the  letters,  and  why  was  his  solicitor 
offering  enormous  bribes  to  Sheridan  to 
come  over — Sheridan,  for  alliance  with 
whom  the  Irish.  Members  had  been 
denounced,  but  upon  whom  the  Attorney 


Greneral  seems  to  have  leant  to  save  his 
reputation  and  his  honour.  We  went 
into  the  Commission  Court  to  meet 
the  graver  charges  alleged  against  us, 
and  we  ofEered  evidence  to  meet 
those  graver  charges  wherever  an 
attempt  was  made  to  establish  them. 
But  with  regard  to  the  charges  of 
boycotting  and  intimidation  we  ofEered 
no  evidence,  as  we  wished  to  waste 
no  time  on  the  inquiry.  I  challenge 
the  Attorney  General  to  deny  it,  or  deny 
that  we  put  forward  the  respondents  as 
witnesses  for  cross-examination,  but  who 
were  never  asked  a  question,  upont  hose 
very  charges  of  which,  forsooth,  we  are 
now  found  guilty.  Why  did  not  the 
Government  specifically  state  to  this 
House,  as  they  were  asked  to  do,  the 
charges  upon  which  they  wished  to  pro- 
ceed before  the  Commission?  If  they 
did  not  want  to  obscure  the  issue,  or  to 
fallback  on  the  expedient  of  throwing  mud 
all  round,  why  did  they  not  set  the  charges 
forth  in  the  Bill  ?  Why  did  they  except 
from  the  purview  of  the  Commission  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  if  it  was  their  inten- 
tion to  have  an  inquiry  into  a  political 
conspiracy  and  agrarian  crime?  The 
Attorney  General  himself,  with  the 
consent  of  his  Party,  refused  to  go  into 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  I  believe  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  readily 
have  entered  into  that  inquiry  before  the 
Commission ;  but  he  was  precluded  by 
the  express  pledge  of  his  Party  in  this 
House.  We  have  heard  a  great  deal 
from  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  W.  Barttelot) 
as  to  the  strict  impartiality  of  the  Judges. 
He  thinks  we  ought  to  be  extremely 
grateful  to  the  tlu'ee  Judges  for  having 
vindicated  our  chaiacters.  I  tell  the 
hon.  Baronet  we  are  grateful  only  to  our- 
selves. Does  he  mean  to  tell  us  that  a 
great  deal  of  credit  attaches  to  three 
men  in  the  position  of  these  Judges, 
because  they  have  not  gone  in  the  teeth 
of  the  evidence  brought  before  them  by 
holding  us  guilty  of  the  changes  made 
against  us  ?  The  hon.  Baronet  must  have 
formed  a  much  lower  opinion  of  the 
English  Judiciary  than  we  have,  if  he 
conceives  it  possible  that  three  Judges 
could,  without  a  shadow  of  evidence  to 
support  their  findings  hold  us  guilty  of 
compliciiy  with  murder,  especi^ly  after 
Pigott  had  made  his  confession,  and  sealed 
that  confession  with  suicide.  We  do  not 
wish  to  be  understood  as  being  extremely 
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awiiy  with  us  from  the  ConimisHiDa  any 
very  high  sense  of  the  great  iiiii>iirtiftlity 
and  fair-play  with  which  tliey  cimducted 
the  inquiry.  For  my  part,  as  one  who 
attended  the  Commission  professinnally, 
I  wish  to  state  in  the  most  positive 
and  distinct  terms  that  I  have  bronglit 
away  no  snch  feeling,  and  I  do 
not  know  that  any  of  those  I  repre- 
sent have  any  difEerent  opiaion  in 
the  matter.  I  would  ask  the  House  to 
take  a  sensible  view  of  this  matt^jr. 
Take  the  general  charge  of  criminal  con- 
spiracy. There  is  one  single  instance  in  the 
whole  record  of  the  evidence  where  a  pay- 
mentaeenis  to  have  been  made  bytlie  Land 
League  for  medical  assistance  for  a  person 
who  had  been  injured  in  the  comiuiasion 
of  crime.  We  do  not  know  what  the 
crime  was  ;  but  it  was  quite  evident  that 
there  had  been  some  disobedience  of  the 
law.  Not  one  of  the  65  respoadenta  in 
the  caso  was  bi-onght  into  privity  with  that 
incident.  I  was  in  gaol  at  the  time  it 
occurredjandmyhon,  Friend  the  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  was  in  gaol :  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Belfast 
(Mr.  Sexton)  was  ill  at  home  ;  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Roacommon  (Mr. 
O'Kelly)  was  in  gaol ;  and  my  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  Donegal  (Mr.  A. 
O'Connor)  was  in  this  country.  And 
yet  thesj  three  English  Jndges,  of  whose 
impartiality  you  want  us  to  carry  away 
so  lively  a  recollection,  gravely  found  oar 
whole  party  guilty  of  the  offence,  and 
upon  that  incident  constructed  a  general 
indictmejit.  I  refuse  to  believe  that  we 
were  ti-eated  in  that  matter  as  Englishmen 
or  Scotchmen  would  have  been  treated. 
It  is  only  in  dealing  with  Irishmen 
that  the  CommissionerR  would  liave 
dared  to  commit  the  enormity  of  which 
they  were  guilty.  Another  matter  on 
which  the  Judges  have  found  hostilely  bo 
us,  is  for  the  want  of  that  vigorous  de- 
nunciation of  crime  which  we  should  have 
exercised -during  the  agitation.  It  is  s 
singnlarfactthatwhile  they  have  carefully 
selected  the  passages  which  support  the 
contention  that  some  of  the  language  used 
led  to  intimidation  which  might  eventu- 
ally result  in  crime,  they  have  only  made 
a  casual  and  general  reference  to  those 
speeches  in  denunciation  of  crime  which 
were  proved  daily  even  hy  the  witnesscH 
who  were  called  by  the  TUiibk.  That  is  not 
our  idea  of  fair-pUy.  We  may,  aome  of  ub 
Mr.  T.  I/(irj-iii!jfon 


g  crime  when  it  would  have  been  wise 
t 'denounce  it.  For  my  part,  I  can  ac- 
cuse myself  of  nothing  of  the  kind.  I 
stutedon  oath  before  the  C-ommission  that 
I  never  spoke  in  a  district  where  crime 
was  in  existence  without  denouncing  it. 
I  challenge  the  Attorney  General  to  say 
whether  one  letter  or  speech  of  mine  was 
produced  which  was  nut  a  denunciation, 
not  only  of  crime,  but  of  boyimtting.  I 
di)  not  want  to  separate  myself  from  ray 
colleagues.  If  I  had  been  in  the  babit, 
like  them,  of  speaking  in  the  conntty,  and 
the  same  instances  of  oppression  had  coGae 
under  my  eyes  as  came  under  theira,  I 
might  have  spoken  aa  they  did :  but  being 
in  chaige  of  the  National  league  Oiganisa- 
tion,  it  was  my  duty  to  be  as  conservative 
as  possible  in  the  administration  of  that 
Organisation.  As  one  instance  of  the 
fair- play  with  which  we  have  been 
treated,  1  may  say  that  while  the 
Land  League  existed  for  two  years,  and 
the  National  League  for  eight  yeare,  the 
Commissioners  have  dwelt  entirely  on  the 
two  years  of  the  Land  League,  and  bare 
slurred  over  the  much  longer  period  of 
the  existence  of  the  National  League. 
But  do  we  stand  alone  in  apatliy  in 
denouncing  crime?  How  many  of  th» 
hon.  Members  opposite  have  denounced 
the  crime  of  forgery  oonunitted  by  the 
Tiiitfg  t  You  cannot  set  np  one  code  of 
morals  for  yourselves  and  another  for  us. 
And  when  we  are  lectured  by  the  Home 
Secretary  (Mr.  Matthews)  about  blood- 
curdling paragraphs  in  Irish  newspapers, 
we  cannot  but  recollect  the  time  whea 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aa  a  politi- 
cian was  run  by  Richard  Pigot*, 
when  the  Feniana  of  the  South  of 
Ireland  were  his  constant  oomjian- 
ions,  and  when  Patrick  Ford  waa  his 
energetic  supporter.  As  to  the  dissemi- 
nation of  the  Irishman  and  the  Jrig/t 
Wurfil,  some  of  us  can  say  we  had  nothing 
to  do  with  it ;  and  during  the  eight  years 
I  had  charge  of  the  oifice  of  the  National 
Ijeagne  not  a  single  number  of  the  IrvA 
World  entered  or  left  that  office.  Bat 
was  the  Irishman  a  more  amiable  organ 
in  the  hands  of  Richard  Pigott  than  it 
has  sincf  become  1  Wlien  the  Attorney 
Genera!  was  exercising  hia  ingenni^  to 
find  out  what  sort  of  a  character  Riohard 
Pigott  was,  where  was  the  Home  Secre- 
tary f  Our  people  are  the  judges  of  our 
characters,  and  they  have  confidence  in  na. 


J 
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Thos3  who  have  confidence  in  you  are 
those  who  do  not  know  all  your  acts. 
The  Attorney  General  month  after  month 
fought  shy  of  the  question  of  the  forged 
lettsrs  before  the  Commission,  and 
then  tried  to  put  in  the  expert  evi- 
denc3  first,  in  order  to  blacken  the 
character  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 
If  the  Attorney  General's  recent  con- 
gratulation offered  to  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cork  was  honest  and 
sincere,  we  ought  to  suppose  he  was 
sincere  when  acting  as  counsel  in  the 
case,  and  that  he  would  not  wish  to  do 
a  wicked  or  a  dishonest  thing.  But  if  he 
wished  to  act  honestly  between  man  and 
man,  why  did  he  endeavour  to  evade  the 
issue  of  the  letters  ?  When  he  knew  what 
Pigott's  character  was,  why  did  he  try 
to  put  the  letters  in  by  a  side  issue,  so 
as  to  blacken  the  character  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  ?  There  is 
something  more.  During  the  whole 
course  of  this  inquiry  agents  of  the 
Times  had  been  in  America,  and  had 
been  in  communication  with  the  solicitor 
of  the  Tim£8,  who  had  been  advised  by 
an  eminent  counsel,  who  was  also  the  ad- 
viser of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
I  propose  to  read  to  the  House  some 
statements  which,  I  think,  will  startle 
hon.  Members,  and  which,  I  think,  will 
tell  against  the  Government  in  the  con- 
stituencies, and  which  will  convince  the 
people  of  England  that  if  there  was  a 
fo]il  conspiracy  on  foot  it  was  against, 
and  not  among,  the  Irish  Members. 
They  will  show  that  while  we  were 
accused  of  associating  with  dynamitards 
and  murderers,  our  accusers  were  in  con- 
stant association  with  dynamitards,  and 
were  trying  to  obtain  the  testimony,  true 
or  false,  of  alleged  murderers  and  assas- 
sins. Some  time  ago  there  appeared  in 
an  American  paper  an  affidavit  sworn 
before  an  American  solicitor  by  P.  J. 
Sheridan.  I  am  not  going  to  rely,  how- 
ever, upon  any  statement  made  by 
Sheridan.  I  intend  to  call  as  a  witness 
the  confidential  solicitor  of  the  Times. 
On  February  14, 1889,  Mr.  Soames,  in  his 
examination  before  the  Commission,  was 
asked  a  question  as  to  the  time  when  he 
learnt  that  Pigott  was  the  person  from 
whom  the  letters  came.  The  reply  was 
that  he  knew  subsequently  to  the  trial 
of  "  O'Donnell  v.  Walter  "  that  the  letters 
came  from  Pigott.  The  witness  added 
that  little  things  crime  to  his  ears  from 


time  to  time,  and  although  nobody  told 
him,  he  practically  knew  in  the  Summer 
of  1888,  that  the  letters  came  from  Pigott. 
Surely  there  was  sufficient  warning  to  a 
Government  which  had  the  advantage  of 
having  within  its  ranks  an  old  associate 
of  Pigott's.  Whether  there  were  mone- 
tary relations  between  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  (Mr. 
Matthews)  and  Pigott  it  will  be  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  state,  but 
Pigott  was  not  the  man  to  do  anything 
for  nothing.  During  his  examination 
Mr.  Soames  was  asked  as  to  certain 
agents  whom  he  had  employed.  Mr. 
Earby  was  an  agent  employed  by  him  in 
America,  and  Mr.  Soames  described  him 
as  being  a  man  of  independence. 
The  witness  stated  that  Kirby  was  paid 
by  him  to  take  journeys  and  to  have  in- 
terviews for  the  purpose  of  taking 
evidence.  He  added  that  he  did  not  mean 
evidence  relating  to  the  letters,  but 
general  evidence  relating  to  the  inquiry. 
Now,  I  will  demonstrate  by  Mr.  Soames's 
own  hand  and  the  telegrams  in  cypher 
between  him  and  Kirby  that  that  state- 
ment was  absolutely  &.lse.  Later  on  in 
the  examination  a  very  extraordinary 
fact  was  elicited  as  to  Pigott.  Not  only 
did  Mr.  Soames  know — and,  of  course, 
the  Attorney  General  knew — that  Pigott 
was  the  person  out  of  whose  possession 
the  letters  had  come,  but  he  stated  that 
as  early  as  October,  before  the  inquiry 
commenced,  he  had  seen  a  letter  written 
by  Mr.  George  Lewis  to  Pigott,  accusing 
him  of  having  confessed  that  he  forged 
the  letters.  That  was  the  time  for 
inquiry.  That  was  the  time  to 
hunt  up  the  Home  Secretary  and  ask 
him  about  his  knowledge  of  Pigott. 
What  was  done  ?  Can  the  Attorney 
General  plead  that  he  had  not  an  oppor- 
tunity of  meeting  the  Home  Secretary ; 
or  does  he  allege  that  he  did  not  know 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  pretty 
well  acquainted  with  Mr.  Richard  Pigott? 
Now,  I  will  read  another  remarkable 
portion  of  this  evidence. 

"  Q.  r  am  askiog  you  did  it  occor  to  yoa  to 
press  Mr.  Pigott  as  to  where  be  got  these 
letters  ?— A.  No,  it  did  not. 

Q.  And  yoa  never  have  ? — A.  I  never  have. 

Q.  Has  any  one,  to  your  knowledge,  inter- 
ested in  the  Times  ? — A.  Ko  one. 

Q.  And  so  far  as  you  know  no  one  has 
pressed  him  on  that  point  ? — A.  He 
showed  me  a  letter  from  Mr.  Lewis  accasiofc 
him  of  having  admitted  he  forged  them,  and 
be  also  showed  me  his  rop'y. 
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It  was  not  only  a  letter  from  Mr.  Lewis 
that  was  shown  to  him,  but  it  was  a 
letter  charging  Pigott  with  having 
confessed  to  Mr.  Lewis  that  he  had 
forged  the  letters,  and  yet  there  was  no 
inquiry,  but  telegrams  were  going  ont 
to  America  to  see  if  even  a  worse  cha- 
racter than  Pigott  could  be  got  who  would 
perjure  himself.  Now,  I  will  read  a  few 
telegrams.  They  are  telegrams  which 
were  couched  in  the  most  intricate 
cipher.  Sometimes  there  were  ob- 
scurities, which  I  have  no  doubt  the 
Attorney  General  will  assist  us  in 
deciphering.  I  tell  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  I  regard  this  as  a  grave 
matter,  and  I  will  speak  plainly. 
I  do  not  mind  what  is  the  eti- 
quette cf  those  who  are  associated 
with  him  in  his  profession  in  this 
country,  but  I  know  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  made  the  best 
use  of  his  position  to  blacken  and 
assail  the  characters  of  the  Irish 
Members,  and  we  owe  him  nothing.  On 
one  occasion  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  accused  me  by  insinaation 
with  having,  during  an  adjournment  of 
the  Court,  approached  a  witness  with  a 
view  to  get  him  to  alter  his  evidence. 
That  was  as  false  and  as  calumnious  an 
accusation  as  ever  was  made.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Grentleman  had  never  had  the 
courage  to  offer  an  apology,  or  the 
manliness  to  endeavour  to  sustain  the 
charge.  Up  to  this  day  not  one  word  of 
regret  has  come  from  him  for  having 
brought  such  a  charge  against  a  pro- 
fessional colleague  engaged  with  him  in 
the  conduct  of  the  case.  I  suppose  that 
in  his  own  estimation  he  is  a  gentleman 
above  reproach,  but  I  am  only  an  Irish- 
man, and  any  material  which  came 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
hand  was  always  a  good  enough 
instrument  to  hit  his  opponents  with  if 
they  were  Irishmen.  I  think  we  shall  be 
able  to  turn  the  tables  on  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  some  extent,  and 
I  invite  him,  for  the  honour  of  his 
profession,  to  separate  himself,  if  he  can, 
from  the  transactions  which  I  am  about 
to  bring  under  the  notice  of  the 
House.  On  December  13,  1888,  while 
the  Commission  was  sitting,  an  agent 
of  the  TimeSy  named  Thompson,  thus 
telegraphed  to  Mr.  Soames,  addressed 
"A^ert,  London,"  which  Mr.  Soames 
swore  was  his  telegraphic  address — 
Mr.  T.  Harrington 
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"The  final  deoision  of  F.M.  is  that  lie  is 
DOW  ready  to  oome  over  and  give  evidence  on 
three  days*  notice,  upon  payment  of  £5,000 
do¥m  and  the  remaining  £5,000  to  be  paid  to 
him  after  his  evidence  and  cross-examination, 
and  he  is  no  longer  required.  I  think  him  of 
the  utmost  importance.  Cable  reply  in 
full." 

But  when  the  House  is  informed  who 
"  P.  M."  was,  I  think  they  will  be  still 
more  surprised.  We  have  been  accus- 
tomed in  this  House  to  violent  denuncia- 
tions of  the  Irish  Americans,  and  during 
the  course  of  these  discussions  one  name 
has  been  prominently  associated  with 
the  dynamite  plots  carried  out  in  this 
country,  and  especially  with  the  dynamite 
plot  to  blow  up  this  House.  That  name 
was  the  name  of  Greneral  Milieu,  and 
that  was  the  gentleman  whose  assistance 
the  Attorney  General  was  trying  to 
obtain,  in  order  to  prove  the  charge 
against  us.  Who  are  the  assoeiates  of 
the  dynamitards  ?  Who  are  the  men  to 
lean  upon  them  for  assistance  in  political 
emergencies,  for  this  was  a  political 
trial  ?  This  was  a  political  emergency, 
and  the  Grovemment  were  on  their  trial  as 
well  as  the  Times  and  the  Irish  Members. 
No  reply  seems  to  have  gone  imme- 
diately to  that  telegram,  and  the  gentle- 
man in  America  was  a  little  urgent. 
On  the  17th  of  December  the  same 
correspondent   wired,   again   in   cipher: 

**  Reply  cable  twelfth  urgently  needed." 

Hon.  Members  will  observe  that  the 
twelfth  is  given  for  the  thirteenth. 
Whether  the  discrepancy  is  made  up  by 
the  difEerence  in  time  between  the  two 
countries  or  not,  it  is  clear  that  the 
telegrams  relate  to  one  another — 

**  Beply  cable  twelfth  urgently  needed* 
Brown  Bros  have  no  advice  yet  of  remittance 
—five  hundred." 

That  was  for  Mr.  Thompson,  who  was 
described  later  on  by  Mr.  Soames  as  an 
independent  gentleman  too.  They  were 
all  independent  gentlemen.  This  is  a 
rather  curious  occupation  for  indepen- 
dent gentlemen.  Well,  Sir,  did  that 
telegram  or  that  cipher  come  under  the 
notice  of  the  Attorney  General  ? 

*The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir  R. 
Webster,  Isle  of  Wight)  :  Not  one  of 
them. 

*Mr.  T.  HARRINGTON :  We  will  see. 
If  that  is  so,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  indeed  been  sadly  be- 
trayed  by   his   Colleagues.     They  have 
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broken  faith  with  him,   and  if  I  were  not  been  able  to  make  out,  but  which, 

in  his  position  I  would,  before  this  debate  with     the     assistance    of     Mr.    Soameg 

is  closed,  take  care  to  set  myself  right  and     the     Attorney    General,     perhaps 

with  the  country   and  denounce   those  the      House      may      eventually     have 

who  played  me  so  false.     On  the  20th  of  translated.     Then  comes  the  concluding 

December,  1888,  Mr.  Soames  telegraphed  i  part  of  the  message — 
in  cipher  to  "  Thompson,  New  York  "—        «  Qr  you  risk  losing  yonr  best  witness." 

*'  Am  waitine  final  instruotions  of  conosel.  x^   .,      r\     rt  *  xi. 

Will  wire  the  moment  I  get  them. -Assert."  Evidently  <^e  sense  of  the  message  is— 

"  If  you  refuse  his  terms  you  nsk  losing 
Who  was  the  counsel?  The  public  your  best  witness."  Now,asto  the  gentle- 
records  of  the  day  show  that  the  man  hero  referred  to,  let  me  turn  to  the 
Attorney  General  was  then  the  counsel  evideiiceof  Mr.  Soames  before  the  Commis- 
for  the  Times.  He  was  the  leading  sion.  Before  the  Commission  Mr.  Soames 
counsel  in  the  case.  He  wa«  appearing  wasasked  whether  the  name  of  Henry  had 
every  dtiy  in  Court,  and  is  he  going  to  been  mentioned  to  him  as  an  intending 
say  that  Mr.  Soame^i  falsely  brought  his  witness  from  America,  and  he  replied  in 
name  and  his  high  position  into  this  the  affirmative,  saying  that  Henry  was 
telegram,  or  that  other  counsel  engaged  p.  J.  Sheridan.  I  will  for  a  moment 
in  the  case  dared  to  advise^  in  this  matter  break  the  continuity  of  the  telegrams 
without  consulting  him  ?  from  New  York  and  go  back  to  the  agent 

"Am  waiting  fin  Alinstrirctions  I  rom  counsel,  who    was    in     direct    communication    at 

Will  wir^  the  moaient  1  get  tham.  -  AsoBrt."  this  time  with  P.  J.  Sheridan,  and  I  will 

That  is  Mr.  Soames.     Then,  on  the  24th  read  to  the   House  the  terms  that  the 

of  December,   1888,  came  another  tele-  ^©w  York  agent  advised  Mr    Soames  to 

gram   from   New   York   in    an    altered  close  with  Sheridan  for     The  telegram 

cipher,  which,  however,  we  are  able  to  I  have  just  read  is  dated  24th  December, 

translate ^^  November  19th  a  telegram  was  sent 

"  To  Assert.  London."  .ayin^ . "  With  General  f«>mthe"mdependentgeiitleman,"Kirby, 

daily,  and  thus  learn  that."  *8  toliows  — 

Millen,  the  chief  of  the  dynaniitards,  the  .  "  ^^"i   NoTember,  '88.— Paeblo,  Colo.,    to 

man  who  is  said  to  have  been  in  char^  tZ^^1p^:Z^d::T"''  "'*^'"^' 

of  the  party  with  design  to  blow  up  this  _  , 

House,    was     that      General     referred  Fortunately   we  were   not    among    the 

to,   and    he    was     advising      the    case  others 

of    the     Times    in     New    York     while        "  Have  been  with  Sheridan  three  day?.    He 

the     Attorney    General    was    advising  ^^^  fif*^®  whole  history  of  Land  Leagne  that 

it    in    London.     If,    therefore,    we   had  'nU  convict  if  I  buy  hia  two  r^^^^ 

.  .  .      .  .  J    •  •  •     ii  sheep,  pnoe  £2o,U00.  Will  then  Gnve  evidence 

assistance  m  Amenci  advising  us  m  the  ^^^./^f  y^n  force  P.  to  call  him  for  a  like 

Irish    movement,     so     had    the     Tim^  amouot.    Eeply  Chicago,  Monday.- Mohawk." 

assistance    there.      It    is     known,    say  mu-    •    xi.    x  i  i.-  i.  xi.  x   • 

.,        T  J  i.i,«i.    J -.1 j«     «  This  18  the  telegram  which  the  agent  in 

the     Judges,  •  that    dynamitards     con-  -a^        v'    i  *      •       x        l       i. 

x-uxjx  X       J         ixi.  New   York   was  refernnir  to   when  he 

tnbuted  to  our  movement,  and  so  also  the         i       r  /-<  i   Tkc-n  £  xi. 

J  . .  •  •      XT.    A  XX  spoke  of  General  MiUen,  reviser  of  the 

prune  dynamiter  was  giving  the  Attorney  ^-     .    ,     ^, .        .     ^     y    .       ,    , 

General  a  helping  hand.     The  telegram  '^  n  i       ,  ^  xi.      a  xx  r^  i 

, .        , ^  ^  °  collaborator    of  the  Attorney    General. 

This    is    the   sum    he    advised    should 

"  Henry  oau  prjve  6th  May  case."  be  given  for  Sheridan's  evidence.     There 

This  was  the  shadow  you  were  pursuing,  is  no  statement  as  to  what  that  evidence 

this  was  the  shadow  that  landed  you  in  is,  and  there  is  no  means  of  ascertaining 

this  disgraceful  position  for  a  Govern-  the  worth  of  it,  but  of  course  the  pre- 

raent  to  occupy !      Then  come  the  con-  sumption   must   be   strong  that  a   man 

eluding  words  of  the  telegram —  with  a  character  such  as  Sheridan's  has 

"  Says  he  can  prove  more  both  before  and  ^^^  described   to    be  by    the    Attorney 

after  if  yon  i-lose    with  hi  in   at  once.     Will  General      would      for       £50,000      give 

come   over  wich  me  in  Servia  on  SatnrJay.  the     evidence    that     was    required      of 

Reply  immediately.*'  ^^^^^  whether  it  was  true  or  false,  right 
Then  comes  in  the  word  "  refuse "  and  .  or  wrong.     When   hon.    Gentlemen   on 

three   or  four  words  in  cipher  I   have  the  other  side  get  up  and  charge  us  with 

VOL.  CGGXLl.    [third  sesibs.]  3  X 
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conspiracy,  I  say  there  is  evidence  here 
of  a  conspiracy  more  deep,  more  foul,  more 
degrading  than  any  we  are  accused  of 
being  engaged  in.  Now  I  go  back  again 
to  the  New  York  cipher  telegrams,  and 
the  advice  of  counsel  Mr.  Soames  was 
waiting  for.  I  hope  a  grave  injustice 
has  not  been  done  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  that  he  is  not  the  counsel  in 
question  referred  to  in  these  transactions, 
while  he  stood  before  the  world  as  the 
chief  advising  counsel  for  the  Times 
before  the  Commission.  On  the  28th  of 
December,  1888,  Mr.  Soames,  who  was 
taking  a  holiday  at  Eastbourne,  tele- 
graphed to  Thompson  at  New  York 
giving  advice  of  counsel.  Who  was 
that  counsel  ?     The  telegram  said — 

**  Counsel  tbinks  Henry  the  most  important 
witness.  He  says  we  must  know  what  he  can 
prove.** 
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That  was  an  astute  counsel  who  first  of 
all  thought  Henry  a  most  important 
witness  and  then  wished  to  know  what 
he  could  prove.  The  telegram  con- 
tinued— 

"  And  if  he  has  paperd,  will  he  give  you  a 
written  statement,  not  (o  ba  used  uniesa  we 
agree. — Assert.'* 

The  value  of  those  papers  was  therefore 
to  be  tested,  not  by  their  genuineness,  but 
solely  by  the  fact  as  to  whether  they  could 
or  not  establish  even  a  fairly  plausible 
case  against  us  before  the  Commissioners. 
Here  there  is  a  lapse  of  some  time, 
during  which  no  messages  were  sent; 
or,  at  all  events,  we  have  not  been 
fortunate  enough  to  get  hold  of  them. 
We  have  been  sufficiently  regardful  of 
truth,howe  ver,notto  forge  telegrams  when 
they  were  not  forthcoming.  If  anybody 
challenges  our  authority  for  these  things, 
then  I  advise  him  to  ask  for  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons,  when  we 
can  prove  them,  as  military  Gentlemen 
opposite  say,  *' up  to  the  hilt."  On  the 
7th  January,  1889,  the  following  tele- 
ofram  was  despatchid  from  London  : — 

"To  Thompson,  New  York. 
"  Been  absent  froni   England.      Cable  only 
just  received.      Clients  away  for   Christmas. 
Get  hinn  to  extend  time — fourtten  days.'* 

There  appears  to  h  iv(»  been  considerable 
reluct  inc J  al)oiit  giving  the  money.  On 
the  same  date,  January  7,  another 
telegam  was  sent — 

"  To  Thompson,  New  York. 

"  Kerby   left  S^uurday.      M.  Thompson,  of 
24,  Unieertity  Place,  New  York,  who  wrote  on 
Mr.  T,  Harrington 


23rd  Decemb(-r,  hns  sometbiog  to  sell.  See 
him.      Find  oat  all   particulam,  and  price. — 

ASSEET.** 

Again  going  into  the  market  months 
after  Pigott  had  shown  the  prosecution 
the  letter  in  which  he  confessed  the 
forgeries,  and  months  after  knowledge  of 
this  had  been  brought  home  to  the  Attor- 
ney General.  Is  it  not  a  sti*ange  thing  that 
the  Times  was  unable  to  get  one  un- 
purchased supporter  of  their  policy  in 
New  York?  Is  it  not  a  strange  thing 
that  the  most  tempting  bribes  could 
procure  them  no  better  testimony  ?  On 
the  12th  of  March  the  following  telegram 
was  sent  from  New  York  : — 

"  To  Assert,  London. 
"  Delanpy  not  kt>own  at  addn'ss  sent,  nor  in 
dirfctory.     Expected  cable   to-day;  reply   to 
mine.      Cannot  see  Geueral.  again  until  bear 
from  yon.*' 


This  seems  to  indicate  that  the  gentle- 
men concerned  was  reluctant  to  give 
further  information  if  more  money  was 
not  sent,  and  we  shall  see  that  it  was 
sent.  On  the  1st  of  April — a  very 
appropriate  day — the  following  message 
was  sent  to  New  York,  this  time  to 
Johnstone.  Whether  Johnstone  is  the 
same  as  Thompson  I  do  not  know  ;  but 
it  would  appear  from  those  telegrams  that 
they  are  one  and  the  same  person,  or,  at 
any  rate,  that  the  one  acted  for  the  other. 
This  is  a  message  to  which  I  invite  the 
serious  attention  of  the  House,  because 
here  is  clear  and  conclusive  evidence  that 
the  Grovernment  have  been  engaged  in 
these  transactions.  The  telegram  is  as 
follows : — 

"1st  April,  *89,  London— To  Johnstone, 
Gilsey  House,  New  York. — Hoare,  BtitiRh 
Consul,  has  authority  to  give  you  names  of 
some  iiiformants  like  Major  Le  Caron.  See 
him ;  get  all  particulars,  and  induce  one  o** 
two  men  to  come  over.  Asdistance  will  be 
sent  you  for  Mill  en.'* 

This  is  the  first  instance  in  which  the 
name  of  Millen  is  shown  to  \ye  the 
"  F.  M." — Frank  Millen — mentioned  in 
the  earlier  telegram.  Here  we  have  a 
promise  to  send  assistance  to  the  dyna- 
mitard  who  had  been  advising  proofs  for 
the  IHmes  in  America.  I  hoyye  that  before 
we  |)ass  away  from  this  debate  some 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  stand  up  and 
explain  what  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  responsible  for  giving  authority 
to  the  British  Consul  to  send  over  in- 
formers for  the  Times.  Mr.  Hoare  was  a 
little  doubtful  tis  to  tlie  genuineness  of 
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Tlio  right  lion.  Gentleman  opposite 
amnaed ;  but  remember  the  adage,  "  I 
laughs  beet  who  laughs  last."  Here 
the  message  which  went  out  la  reply 

"  All    informarB'   raporl*,    iaoladin);    th( 
from  PhiUdelphia,  passed  throug^li  hU  hands 
lip  to  1884,  and  were  wnt  by  me  hare.    If  he 
di>ei  not  know  names  himaelt  he  fan  refer  jod 
to  those  who  do." 

I  want  to  know  what  colleague  of  thu 
Attorney  General  was  able  to  give  Mr. 
Soames  this  information  ?  I  now  pass  to 
another  chapter  of  this  story,  to  the 
messages  going  on  at  the  same  time 
between  Mr.  Soames  and  the  gentlemen 
at  Sheridan's  headqnarters  in  Colorado. 
On  November  16,  1888,  came  a  message, 
not  in  cipher — 

"  Can  pnTchase  ranohea  and  iheep.    Farti- 
onlara  from  Pneblo  lo-morroir." 

!  the  tele- 


And  then  on  the  morrow 
gram  I  have  already  read- 

"  MesRage  yesterday  intended  to  mislsBil 
operators  and  others.  Have  been  with  Sberi- 
dun  three  dara.  Be  will  giTe  whole  history 
of  Land  Loagae'that  will  oonviot  if  I  bo;  hia 
two  ranches  and  3,000  aheep.  Prioe  £26,000. 
Will  then  give  oTidenee  hero  if  jou  tone  P. 
to  call  him  for  a  like  amoant." 
Then  comes  a  short  message  from 
Chicago^  November  21 — 

"Reply  Saturday.  Cable  from  Pneblo,  Col.  ' 
Then  a  break  comes  in  daring  which,  1 
presume,  some  messages  did  pass,  but  we 
have  not  been  so  fortunate  as  to  get 
them;aiid  on  December  11,  1886,  there 
was  the  following  message  sent  fron> 
Chicago  to  "  AsBert,"  London  : — 

"  pable  £200.  Moat  return." 
That  is  a  pretty  fair  amount  for  a  voyage 
from  Chicago  to  London.  Now  I  tarn  to 
.Mr.  Soamea'a  evidence  before  the  Com- 
iniesion  on  March  13,  when  hu  watt 
examined  a  second  time.  Mr.  Soames 
was  asked  by  my  Ut«  lamented  friend, 
Mr.  Biggar,  with  reference  to  his  sending 
Kirby  to  interview  Sheridan.  The 
witness  was  asked — 

"  What  did  Kirbj  telegraph  ?  " 
And  he  said — 

"That  Sheridan  tsked  £20,000 to 
and  I  immediately   telegraphed  to   Kirhy  tu    the  eieontive. 
uouie  bttok."  others.     His  life 


I  will  test  the  truth  of  that  statement. 
Mr.  Soames  would  Iiave  tt  appear  that  he 
was  virtuously  indignant  at  this  demand 
of  Sheridan's;  but  what  arc  the  facts t 
The  telegram  recalling  him  was  never 
sent  till  December  12,  1888,  and  it  was 
not  a  telegram  of  disapproval^ 

"To  Eirby,  Mohawk,  Chiaago.— Coart  nd- 
janmB  for  fire  weeks.  Come  tio'ne  at  oncS' 
[  most  discnss  matkers  personally  with  yon. 
Money  sent  to  Brown  Brothers,  New  York. 
Beply  when  sail. — Assist." 
A  few  days  later  Kirby  appears  to  have 
been  on  one  of  his  nnmerona  sprees — for 
this  "  independent  character  "  has  been 
described  as  one  of  the  lowest  vagabonds 
that  the  American  Republic  ever  turned 
oat — a  fit  gentleman  to  sustain  the 
calumnions  accusations  of  the  Timex,  and 
accordingly  on  December  2i  the  follow- 
ing telegram  was  sent  to  him  : — 

"To  Kirby,  Chiosgo.  Ntver  allow  drafts  to 
be  drawn  on  me.  Cannc^t  accept  yonrs.  Have 
cabled  2G0  Bank  of  Montreal.  When  will  yon 
■ail  ? — Assist." 

In  the  course  of  about  10  days  two 
sums  of  £250  were  sent  to  Kirby; 
but  what  became  of  Kirbj's  recall  1 
Was  Kirby  detained  at  home  by  Mr. 
Soames  ?  No ;  he  was  sent  out  again  on 
his  nefarious  expedition,  and  on  April  3, 
long  after  the  Times'  case  about  the 
forged  letters  had  been  blown  to  atoms, 
long  after  Pigott  had  blown  himself  oat 
of  this  world,  long  aft«r  the  Attorney 
General's  so-called  expression  of  regret, 
there  came  the  following  telegram  from 
him  to  "Assert,"  London  : — 

"  Sheridan  has  wired  to  meet  him,  Hont«- 
vista,     Tuesday    morning.      Leave    to-night. 
Cable  to-morrow  night. — T&x." 
On  April  4,  came  another  message,  not 

cipher,  to  "Assert " — 

"Feni,  ridi,  vici.  Willcable early  to-morrowi 
Pneblo.  It«tnming  there." 
Then  came  a  remarkable  telegram  in 
cipher  so  difficult  that  it  was  with  con- 
siderable labour  I  made  it  out,  and  even 
Mr.  Soames  who  had  the  key  had  to  wire 
to  have  it  repeated — ■ 


To  Assert,  London.— Sheridan  i 
yesterday  1  train  MonleTislai  drove  to 
explained  altered  condttiuns  meotii 
letter  left  joar  possrssion,  that  yunr  i 


eajing  he   offered 


I"?."* 


evidence  fOi 


)  go  to  London  and  give 


,000  caused  Clan-na-GaBl  K 
noe    him    to  death.     Two  parti>-B 
were    ordered   to  carry   c 

lember  warned  him,  alto  two 
sought ;  henoe  he  threatens 


1863         Spedol  Commi88io7i  {COMMONS} 


(1888)  SeporL 


1864 


thao  he  will  uow  go  to  London  and  prore  the 
Times  jnstifioatiou.  His  life  is  in  hourlj 
je  pardy  here;  two  men  have  been  on  his 
traok,  and  he  Yi%b  become  desperate  and  de- 
termined to  be  reveoged.  He  sticks  to  his 
terms  and  price,  bat  demands  immediate 
action,  us  his  death  has  been  ordered.  He 
will  go  with  me  after  12th  if  he  is  not  killed, 
and  jastify  the  Timet,  bnt  demands  proof  of 
amount  being  at  my  command.'* 

I  am  not  surprised  that  the  House 
is  amused  at  this  sort  of  silly  play 
^oing  on.  Bnt  the  character  of 
Members  of  the  House  is  at  stake. 
This  is  the  fit  instrument  with  which  it 
was  determined  to  assail  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers ;  and  it  was  because  the  man  was 
determined  to  be  revenged  that  the 
Times  were  ready  to  avail  themselves  of 
his  services,  and  to  ruin  Ireland  and  her 
cause.  A  transaction  more  foul  has 
surely  never  been  brought  to  public 
knowledge. 

*^  Agprees  upon  £10,000,  which  is  to  go  to  his 
family  if  he  is  killed  before  his  evidence  is 
given.  Papers  for  ranches  and  stock  to  be  com- 
pleted, the  balance  to  be  paid  to  order  after 
Commission  justifies  the  Times,** 

You  see  he  is  willing  to  trust  the 
Attorney  Gtjneral  and  Mr.  Soames  for 
the  little  balance  of  £40,000  until  his 
evidence  is  completed.  Then  the  tele- 
gram goes  on — 

*'  Beyond  all  which  his  evidence  accomplishes 
he  has  all  documents  to  implicate  Pamell, 
Dillon,  and  others.  He  is  desperate  and  deter- 
mined, and  I  believe  he  will  do  as  he  says.  He 
showed  me  documents  connecting  I'amell, 
Dillon,  with  himself  as  of  the  executive  exist- 
ing at  the  time  of  Pamell's  arrest,  1881.'* 

What  a  monstrous  find  !    What  a  terrible 

tiling  that  Sheridan  should  be  able  to 

produce  documents  addressed  to  himself 

jis  a  member  of  the  Land  League  !   Then 

the  message  continues — 

*'  If  you  want  me  to  take  him  over  you  must 
amend  your  evidence  in  Court  after  reading  my 
report  as  to  his  refusing  to  accept  any  sum  to 
go  over  to  make  his  life  more  safe  here.  If  I 
am  to  carry  it  through,  place  the  net  amount 
named  to  my  credit,  Montreal  Bank,  Chicago, 
and  £500  more  for  contingencies,  and  I  will 
have  it  transferred  on  notice.  He  is  to  meet 
me  Colorado  Springs.  Saturday.  Tf  you  do  not 
accept  he  will  leave  at  once,  foreign  clime,  to 
save  his  life  if  he  can.  He  will  on  the  stand 
and  otherwise  prove  the  Parnell  letter  and  hi|i 
and  other  complicity.** 

I  invite  the  attention  of  the  House 
t()  the  date  of  this  telegram. 
This  was  on  April  5,  and  Pigott  s  flight 
and  death  had  taken  place  in  February. 
The  whole  month  of  March  had  elapsed 
Mr,  T.  Ha/rrinqton 


after  the  withdrawal  of  the  letters  by 
the  Attorney  General,  and  after  he  had 
stated  in  spare  and  ungenerous  terms 
that  he  was  unable  to  sustain  the  letters. 
Here  was  an  attempt  to  bribe  this  un- 
fortunate man  Sheridan  to  back  up  the 
case  of  the  forged  letters.  Was  the 
Attorney  General's  withdrawal  of  the 
Parnell  letters  sincere,  or  did  he  with- 
draw them  at  the  instance  of  his  client, 
and,  if  so,  was  he  a  party  to  this  wicked 
endeavour  still  to  back  up  the  false 
accusation  ?  I  think  that  the  result  of 
the  election  which  took  place  to-day  shows 
what  opinion  the  English  people  have 
formed  on  this  subject.  I  have  read  a 
long  cable  message.  The  next  one 
received  the  same  day  was  a  reply  in 
cipher — 

<'6th  April,  1880.  London  to  Tax,  Pueblo. 
Can't  make  out  part  of  cable  as  to  terms  he 
wants.    Repeat." 

Another  letter  was  sent  on   April    23, 
not  in  cipher— 
'*  Immediate  reply  most  important.^ 

On  the  27th  this  message  was  sent,  not 
in  cipher — 

'*  Am  sending  to  you." 

On  May  2  another  cablegram  was  sent  to 

this  effect — 

**  Am  sending  to  yon  by  Saturday's  mail. 
Gable  name  you  use  and  address.*' 

That  has  reference  to  the  sending  out  of 
a  third  agent,  Mr.  Birch.  I  do  not 
know  who  Mr.  Birch  is,  as  I  have  not  had 
the  advantage  of  having  his  biography 
from  Mr.  Soames  in  the  same  way  as  we 
got  the  biography  of  Kirby  and  Thompson. 
But  a  Mr.  Birch  is  mentioned  as  an 
expert  belonging  to  the  British  Museum 
who  has  been  employed  by  Mr.  Soames 
in  testing  the  Pigott  letters,  and  pro- 
bably he  was  sent  out  by  Mr.  Soames  to 
test  the  genuineness  of  the  Sheridan 
letters.  The  next  telegram  was  addressed 
to  him  in  that  country.  It  is  dated 
June  19,  and  is  in  these  terms — 

"  Has  he  satisfied  you  as  to  the  value  of  his 
evidence  and  existeuoe  of  confirmatory  docu- 
ments P  Reply,  and  I  will  then  cabio  defiuitely 
Are    jou   satisfied   he  is  acting  stiaight  and 
will  go  on  board  with  you  ?     Cable  fully." 

The  reply  was  as  follows  : — 

"June  20,  1889.  Colo.  Springs.  To  Assort, 
Loudon.-- Satisfied  he  will  go,  as  determined  to 
revenge  those  who  ordered  bis  death.  Believe 
he  possesses  full  testimony  and  has  documents 
here,  but  won't  divulge  same  ti  11  on  ship.  Insists 
on  payment  for  ranch,  which  is  for  the  money 
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f  o  wwure  wife  in  case  of  his  death ;  balance  an  been  wicked  enough  to  perjure  himself.    I 

""oni^f*  >.Vif '  ^L''^^"''V  •*'''''^''   r'""'-  J^T^  knownothingof  the  man,  whose  character 

necure  mm  now   or  leaves  coaatry.      Should  ,             ^         ,                     x  ji      -li 

advise  take  ranch ;  no  other  chance."  7^^  *^^®   yourselves   repeatedly   blown 

T>              V      -i  ii    r  »*■     W-.  ,         ,    *  ,    1  upon:  I  never  have  had  any  communica- 

Rumour  has  it  that  Mr  &%,  ^^ho  had  ^i^  ^-^^^  j^    ^^  ^^  ^{^  description 

spent    the  ^ter  part  of  his  life   in  ^^^^^   ^  ^^^     j^^^  „f   j^j^^  by  the 

America,  ^d  was  ^rtainly  not  known  Government-foryouhaveaccusedhimof 

as  a  man  of  independent  means,  waa  act-  i^^nj       murder  and  plotting  outrages 

ing  m  coUufliou  with  Sheridan,  and  that  f„  j^^^  ^^^  „f  ^i„|  tl^^  directo7of 

they  were  agreed  that  if  they  could  in-  ^^^  pj^^^j^  p^^^  murders-I  say  there 

duce  the  Jt/^e*  to  buy  Shendans  ranch  ^^^^  y^  ^^  criminality  higher  than  that 

they  could  not  do  better  than  pat  Kirby  j^^^j^^  j^  ^^^^  efforts  to  obtain  his 

m  a«  caretaker  for  the  Txrms     Protebly  evidence.      On    July   10  the   following 

Kirby  would  then  have  started  a  No  Kent  _.„  „w^  . 
Manifesto  on  his  own  account.     On  June 

32  the  following  telegram  was   sent   by  ,  "  J»ly  10.  1889.    Colo.  Springy    To  Assert, 

xx     o              J.    -D*     1-  London.     Did  nob  see  letter.     Was  shown  K. 

Mr.  Soames  to  Birch :—  H^  ^^  .^  ^j^  ^^  ^.^j^t.    Finds  he  made 

"June  21,  1889.  London.    To  Birch,  Colo,  mistake  in  Castlereagh.      It  dates  Feb.  86. 

Springs.— Do  not  believe  in  his  threat  to  bolt;  One  with  check  to  pay  in  Ulster  for  ontrage 

nor  can  we  place  ourselves  entirely  in  his  hands,  eviction,  and  urge   Leitrim  tenants  agitate ; 

If  risk  so  great  between  leaving  and  ship  it  is  another  more  money  to  hurry  crisis.     Both  on 

all  the  more  necessary  he  should   not  have  League  paper,  signed  Dillon.    Says  genuine, 

documents    on    him.     If    he    will  show   you  and  affirms  me  to-day  has  'D'  letter  as  to 

documents,  you  are  satisfied  of  their  value,  as  Castlereagh  and  others    showing  large  pay- 

evidence,  and  he  will  hand  them  over ;  when  ments.    Have  only  his  word  that  documents  in 

transfer  made  and  money  paid  you  may  ^-  bundle  are  from  members  and  leaders  impU- 

pense  with  written  statement  till  he  is  on  ship,  eating  all  with  League  and  outrage.     Won't 

If  he  will  not  agree  to  this,  it  means  he  intenas  show  me  documents  till  on  ship  as  his  name 

to  sell  us.    Too  late  to  cable  money  to-day.  got  in  Press  before.      Think  go  straight  to 

He  gives  no  reason  why  he  cannot  do  as  asked."  secure  family,  as  home  broken  up ;   life  in 

Thift  wflii  flip  mnW  danger;   and  wants  revenge  leaders  who  he 

inis  wa«  me  reply—  ^^^  ^^^  condemn  him.    But  for  that  would 

**  June  26,  1889.    Colo.  Springs,  to  Assert^  not  split." 

London.— Foresaw  as  to  documents.  Daughter  _   .,      ,,     ,.        «ka  aaa     «      j                  l 

here ;  travels  with  them :  nothing  on  him  to  Evidenily  the  £50,000  offerod  was  not 

identify ;  will  give  all  on  ship.    Says  if  any-  sufficient ;    it  was  also  necessary  as  an 

thing  came  out  meantime  he  had  disclosed,  additional    inducement    that     the    man 

family  would  be  sacrificed,  as  wife  aware  P.  „i.^_i  j    «««i:««   i,«.  «,«o   ;«   ^o«ir,o«.     Tn,^. 

and  others  met  at  his  hiuse.       Says  ranch  s^^ould   realise  he  was  in  danger.    The 

covers  money  and  forfeits  bdaace  unless  evi-  next  telegram  was — 

dence  satisfies.    ThU  final-he  wiU  go.-  a  j^^  ^g,  1889,  London.     To  Birch.  Cdo. 

But  he  did  not  go,  and  the  Times   has  Springs.    Yes;  leave  K.  and  return." 

been   without    his   valuable    assistance.  Towards  the    close   of  the   proceedings 

On  July  5  the  following  message   was  before  the  Commission  the  country  and 

sent  by  Mr.  Soames  to  Birch : —  the  Press  remarked  how  very  flat  the 

"  July  5,  1889,  London.     To  Birch,  Cdo.  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bury 

Springs.    He  must  satisfy  you  that  he  has  a  was  in  the  conclusion  of  his  speech.     It 

T^lu  ""!  v^^'^™?'**^  »f^^?  ^""^.Z^  ^*^^^  was  not  like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 

For  all  we  know  those  shown  in  bulk  may  be  ,,       -  j         x      •  ^Tt.         j. 

of  no  importance  whatever.     His  danger  is  all  ^^'     1  ^o  not  wish  to  cast  any  aspersions 

the  more  reason  why  he  should  satisfy  us  if  on  him.     I  reoognised,  and  those  whom 

he  means  to  ^o  straight.    Money  deposited  J  represented  recognised,  that  in  him  wo 

and  ready  to  be  cabled  at  moment  s  notice  '*  -^^  ^  ^^,^1  with  a  gentleman.     However 

If  Sheridan  did  not  go,  and  if  he  were  he  might  differ  from  us  politically,  he 

the    character    such    as   he    has    been  did  not  exhibit  towards  us  malignity  and 

frequently     described     by     right    hon.  bitterness;  his  language  was  courteous, 

Gentlemen  opposite,  it  was  not  because  and  his  tone  conciliatory.     He  did  his 

the  Times  did  not  make  every  endeavour  duty  as  counsel  for  the  Times,  and  his 

to  buy  his  evidence.     It  was  not  because  clients  had  no  reason  to  complain  on  that 

iidcquate  offers  were  not  made ;  and  if  the  score.     On  October  29,  while  the  right 

example  of  Pigott  had  not  been  before  hon.   and   learned   Gentleman  was  still 

him,    if  exposure  had  not  been   before  addressing   the   Commission,  a  message 

him,  we  do  not  know  what  he   would  wati  sent  by  Kirby  to  Mr.  Soames.     The 

have  done.    I  do  not  say  he  would  have  telegram  was  as  follows : — 
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"  Montevista,  Col. 

'*  To  Assert,  London. 

''Long  interview  to-day  with  wife,  to-day 
privately.  She  gives  positive  assurance  he 
will  go,  if  one  thousand  is  paid  to  her  at  once ; 
thousand  to  him  in  gold  in  steamer  leaving 
port;  all  then- seas  cabled.  Am  satisOed  on 
these  terms  he  will  go  and  give  history  to 
shorthand  type- writer  on  board  for  brief ;  and 
no  other  terms  possible  is  my  positive 
opinion.** 

There  was  no  abatemeut  of  the  original 
demand,  but  a  desperate  endeavotir  at 
the  last  moment  to  get  something  out  of 
the  clients  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  No  doubt  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  will  rely  on  that 
telegram  to  show  that  he  and  his  clients 
knew  that  Sheridan  waa  deceiving  them. 
If  so,  why  did  they  continue  in  treaty  with 
him?  Have  they  entered  into  negotia- 
tions with  that  man  for  the  purpose  of 
producing  evidence,  true  or  &,lse,  which 
might  again  stir  up  the  flames  of  preju- 
dice against  us  ?  If  these  telegrams  are 
genuine  they  have — and  I  challenge  the 
hon.  Member  to  cast  any  doubt  on  them, 
fori  can  produce  the  cipher  in  which  they 
were  written — I  will  tell  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  furthermore  that 
while  his  clients  were  offering  these 
enormous  bribes  of  £50,000  and  £10,000 
for  men  to  perjure  themselves  against  the 
Irish  Party,  neither  that  Party,  nor  any 
one  connected  with  it,  ever  paid  a  penny 
to  procure  this  evidence.  I  will  not 
say  how  the  information  came  into  my 
hands.  But  let  the  Government  give  us 
a  Conmiission  to  inquire  into  these 
matters.  If  they  do  I  will  prove  these 
things,  and  even  more.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  pledged  his  honour  and 
reputation  to  prove  the  genuineness  of  the 
letters.  [The  Attorney  General  dis- 
sented]. Has  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  any  defence  or  apology  to  make 
for  the  language  he  used  during  the 
prosecution  of  the  lease,  and  the  still  more 
doubtful,  I  will  not  say  criminal,  but 
regrettable  and  condemnable  language, 
for  one  in  his  position,  at  the  termination 
of  the  case  for  the  letters,  when  he 
withdrew  them?  I  again  challenge  the 
Government  to  give  me  a  Committee  of 
inquiry  into  the  genuineness  of  these 
letters.  I  shall  be  able  to  prove  from 
Mr.  Soames  himself  that  every  one  of 
these  telegrams  is  genuine,  and  I  shall 
have  additional  evidence  on  other 
matters  to  bring  forvvurd.  The  informa- 
Mr,  T,  Harrington 


tion  I  have  laid  before  the  House  places 
the  hon.  and  learned  G^ntlemian  In  a 
serious  position.  The  worst  case  we 
ever  alleged  against  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  that  he  has  been 
associated  with  the  former  "pals"  of 
the  Home  Secretary,  when  these  persons 
helped,  to  defeat  the  Government  at 
Dungarvan.  The  honour  of  the  profession, 
and  the  position  he  holds,  now  casts  upon 
him  the  duty  of  separating  himself  in 
clear  language  from  all  responsibility  for 
the  conspiracy  which  I  have  unfolded, 
and  furthermore  of  casting  that  con- 
spiracy upon  the  persons  who  were  guilty 
of  eniering  into  that  conspiracy. 

(11.28.)  Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal, 
S..)  :  I  beg  to  move  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate. 

(11.29.)  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  am 
sure  the  hon.  Member  will  sec  that  I 
cannot  consent  to  that. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  :  Then  put  up  sonie 
speaker  on  your  side. 
•(11.30.)  Mr.  R.  a.  YERBURGH 
(Chester)  :  I  rise  to  support  the  Motion 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  and  in 
doing  so  I  cannot  but  express  my  regret 
that  in  view  of  the  mere  rejection  of  the 
Amendment  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  the  Government  have 
not  thought  it  advisable  to  alter  the 
terms  of  their  Motion  so  as  to  have  ex- 
pressed their  satis&u;tion  at  the  acquittal 
of  Mr.  Pamell,  adding  their  solemn 
reprobation  of  the  conduct  of  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who  have 
been  guilty  of  a  treasonable  and  cidminal 
conspiracy.  Before  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  placed  on 
the  Paper,  the  Motion  of  the  Govern- 
ment appeared  to  me  to  be  the  necessary 
sequel  to  the  result  of  the  Judges'  investi- 
gations. The  fact  that  this  special  charge 
made  against  Mr..  Pamell  in  connection 
with  the  forged  letters  has  been  proved 
to  be  false  was  known  to  all  the  world. 
For  months  it  has  bt'en  household  talk, 
and  the  leader  of  this  House  lias  ex- 
pressed in  terms  in  which  we  all  on  this 
side  concur  his  detestation  of  that  charge. 
With  regard,  however,  to  the  other 
charges,  graver  by  far,  which  have  been 
proved  against  hon.  Members  opposite, 
the  Report  has  only  now  placed  them 
before  the  country.  And  how  has  the 
the  Government  proposed  to  treat  them.  1 
Without  one  word  of  comment,  treating 
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them  with  absolute  silence,  the  Govern- 
ment merely  propose  to  adopt  the  Com- 
mission Report,  leaving  the  public  to 
gather  from  itj  pages  the  verdict  which 
li  s  bjen  passed  after  the  most  mature 
judicial  consideration.  The  course  taken 
by  the  Government  was,  undoubtedly, 
the  right  cours3  to  pursue.  It  was  a 
higli-minded  and  generous  course.  The 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has,  however,  entirely  altered  the 
situation.  That  Amendment  is  of  so  ex- 
traordinary a  character,  inasmuch  as  it 
fails  to  traverse  or  in  any  way  affect  the 
subject  matter  of  the  Motion  before  the 
House,  that  one  is  tempted  to  ask,  in 
passing,  what  can  have  suggested  it? 
One  reason  for  it  may  be  found  in  the 
fact  that  if  we  reject  it  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  may  be  able  to  brand  us 
with  having  refused  to  apologise  for 
the  injury  received  by  Mr.  Pamell. 
Another  in  the  further  fact  that  the  Op- 
position feel  the  charges  which  have 
been  proved  to  be  so  grave  that  they 
must,  at  all  hazards,  divert  public  atten- 
tion from  them,  and  endeavour  to  pro- 
duce the  belief  that  the  gravamen  of 
those  charges  consists  mainly  in  the 
forged  letters.  These,  Sir,  I  believe  to 
be  the  reasons  which  have  dictated  this 
Amendment.  With  regard  to  the  Amend- 
ment itself,  I  take  the  strongest  objec- 
tion to  it.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  it  amounts  to  a  sujypressio  veri.  It 
suggests  that  all  the  charges  made  in  the 
Report  have  been  disproved.  In  face  of 
this  I  could  have  wished  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  proposed  to  have  placed  on 
record  in  their  Motion  the  whole  of  the 
findings  of  the  Court  in  language  "  under- 
standed  of  the  people,"  so  that  the  country 
might  have  placed  before  them  the  truth, 
the  whole  truth,  and  nothing  butthe truth. 
Turning  to  the  arguments  by  which  the 
Amendment  has  been  supported,  I  think 
I  shall  carry  the  general  body  of  the 
Hous3  with  me  when  I  say  that  able  and 
eloquent  as  have  been  the  speeches  de- 
livered by  learned  Gentlemen  engaged  in 
this  case,  they  are  aftjr  all  but  the  speeches 
of  counsel  for  the  prosecution  and  defence 
respectively,  and  as  it  is  upon  those 
speeches  that  the  Judges  have  issued 
their  Report,  they  can  carry  no  weight 
in  this  House.  The  arguments  and 
speeches  whic  •  we  have,  I  think,  to  con- 
sider are  those  which  have  been  addressed 
to    this    House    by  others  than  those 


to  whom  I  have  alluded.  Chief  among 
them  is  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  and 
here  I  must  confess  that  I  could  not 
resist  the  inducement  to  cheer  that 
speech,  so  rich  was  it  in  eloquence, 
beyond  anything  I  have  before  heard 
even  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ; 
but  rich  as  it  was  in  eloquence,  that 
eloquence  only  served  to  bring  into 
greater  relief  the  poverty  of  its  argument. 
Now,  what  are  the  arguments  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  1 1n  the  first  place, 
we  had  reference  to  the  Judges,  on  whom 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  bestowed 
great  praise  for  their  ability,  although  I 
fail  to  discover  that  he  said  anything  as 
to  their  impartiality.  And  he  went  on 
to  say  that  he  could  not  agree  with  their 
judgment.  I  read  a  speech  a  short  time 
ago  delivered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  1881,  in  which  he  si  id  that,  in 
his  opinion,  the  outrages  in  Ireland 
were  ^not  due  to  evictions  or  dis- 
tress, but,  on  the  contrary,  were 
due  to  the  operations  of  the  Land 
League.  It  is  an  extraordinary  thing 
that  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  in  that  speech  now  appears  to  be 
the  unanimous  opinion  of  the  Judges 
who  sat  upon  the  Commission.  He  went 
on  to  say  the  Judges  were  debarred  from 
going  into  certain  matters,  and  that  the 
scope  of  their  inquiry  was  consequently 
limited,  so  that  they  were  not  able  to 
look  at  all  the  aspects  of  the  case. 
I  would  venture  to  say  that  such  a  judg- 
ment as  is  here  indicated  is  one  that 
would  have  been  suited  only  to  the  his- 
torian, and  not  to  Judges,  whose  duty  it 
was  to  determine  matters  of  fact.  Then 
the  right  hon.  Gfentleman  referred  to 
various  charges  which  had  been  proved 
against  hon  Members  opposite.  He 
dealt  with  those  charges  in  a  very  cur- 
sory manner — indeed  in  a  manner  that 
was  almost  calculated  to  mislead  the 
House,  and  induc3  it  to  believe  that  the 
charges  were  much  less  serious  and  far 
less  numerous  than  they  really  are. 
He  dealt  with  the  charges  as  to  the 
dissemination  of  newspapei*s  with  a  view 
to  inciting  to  crime,  and  he  also  touched 
upon  the  £6  case  and  the  question  of 
the  S3ven  Members  who  were  found 
guilty  of  treason.  The  general  argu- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with 
regard  to  those  who  were  found  guilty 
of  conspiracy  was  that  the  offences  were 
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committed  so  long  ago  that  it  was  now 
unnecessary  to  consider  them.  This  por- 
tion of  his  argument  goes  to  the  question  of 
whether  there  should  be  punishment  or 
not,  and  not  to  the  question  whether  this 
House  should  adopt  the  suggestion  con- 
tained in  the  Commissioners*  Report. 
He  went  on  to  the  question  of  intimida- 
tion, and  here  again  used  the  argument 
that  the  charges  were  so  old  that  they  were 
unworthy  of  consideration.  He  further 
dealt  with  what  had  taken  place  in  the 
years  1881  and  1882,  and  asked  whether 
the  facts  were  unknown  ?  In  answer  to 
this  we  reply  that  the  facts  were  not  un- 
known, inasmuch  as  they  have  been 
frequently  insisted  upon  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself,  and  laid  before  this 
House  by  him.  But,  Sir,  these  facts 
which  the  country  in  1881  had  only  upon 
the  ex  parte  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  have  now  been  investigated 
by  a  Commission  composed  of  Judges  of 
great  experience  and  knowledge  of  the 
law,  pronounced  upon  by  them  after  a 
lengthy,  minute,  and  exhaustive  inquiry. 
Well,  the  right  hon  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  went  on  to  say  he 
had  found  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  was  a  conservative  force 
in  Ireland,  and  that  he  had  rather 
assisted  in  putting  down  outraged  than 
in  their  promotion.  If  that  be  the  right 
hon  Gentleman's  real  opinion  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  I  shall  anxiously  wait  to  hear  the 
apology  the  rijyht  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  will  offer  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  language  he  has 
used  at  various  times  with  regard  to  him. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  dealt  with 
what  he  called  the  condonation  of  the 
offences  that  had  been  committed,  alleging 
that  the  circumstances  of  the  inter- 
view between  Lord  Carnarvon  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
amounted  to  condonation.  But  that 
aro^iment  has  been  sufficiently  dealt 
with  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bristol  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach). 
In  point  of  fact,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  completely  disproved  it;  but  that  there 
has  been  condonation  by  lapse  of  time  I  do 
not  deny  ;  and,  therefore,  I  am  disposed 
to  go  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  as  far  as 
this,  that  where  there  has  been  so 
great  an  interval  no  prosecution  or 
punishment  ought  to  follow.  In  defence 
Mr.  B.  A,  Yerhurgh 


of  the  Irish  agitation,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asked  the  House  whether 
Ireland  would  ever  have  got  the  Land 
Act  without  that  agitation?  Surely 
never  has  a  more  dangerous,  a  more 
injurious,  a  more  demoralising  doctrine 
be  jn  heard  within  the  walls  of  this  House. 
We  are  told  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  we  are  bound  to  look  at  all 
tlie  facts  connected  with  a  great  move- 
ment— that  we  must  look  around  and 
take  a  complete  view  of  the  whole  of 
the  social  and  political  condition  of 
Ireland  when  these  crimes  and  out- 
rages were  committed  in  Ireland 
before  we  can  regard  what  may  have 
been  done  as  a  fit  subject  for  Parliamen- 
tary censure.  But  why,  I  ask,  did  not 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  do  this  in 
1881  ?  Why  did  he  not  then  .see  that 
it  was  his  duty,  not  only  to  look  at  the 
crime  committed,  but  at  all  the  atten- 
dant circumstances  by  which  that  crime 
was  surrounded  ?  1  now  turn  to  the  Bath 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
member  for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Haroourt) 
who  is  one  of  our  most  bitter  opponents 
on  this  question,  and  in  reference  to 
wliat  has  fallen  from  him  to  account 
for  the  contempt  with  which  we 
regard  his  attacks  I  shall  content 
myself  with  quoting  a  passage  from 
an  early  and  unexpurgated  edition  of  a 
work  called  Gladstone's  Hmise  of  Com- 
mons, written  by  a  very  able  and 
eloquent  Member  of  this  House,  one  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  present 
leaders.  The  description  given  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  work  I  have 
alluded  to  is  as  follows : — 

*'  Sir  Wm.  Haroourt  is  a  thoroagh  Torj  at 
heart.  He  is  so  notoriously,  so  ostentatiously, 
I  had  almost  said,  so  avowedly  destitute  of  all 
political  principle  that  he  '  may  be  trusted  to 
take  up  any  cry  that  pays." 

In  conclusion,  Sir,  I  would  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  extra- 
ordinary doctrine  that  has  prompted 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tlie  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
and  that  is  the  foundation  of  his 
speech — namely,  that  an  injury  to  an 
individual  is  superior  to  a  crime  against 
the  whole  body  of  individuals  who  con- 
stitute the  State — that  libel  is  worse 
than  treason — that  an  attack  upon  a 
reputation  is  worse  than  outrages  upon 
the  lives  and  liberties  of  the  fret?  people  of 
the  United  Kingdom.     Sir,  let  me  add  a 
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protest  againGt  confining  this  disooHaion 
to  narrow  and  petty  fjrounds.  It  is  not 
a  qneation  of  individuals  that  we  hare 
before  ub;  it  is  a  question  which  concerns 
the  safety  of  the  State.  For  the  Irish 
Members  that  are  concerned  in  it  we 
have  no  feeling  of  vindiutiveness  or  per- 
eonal  dislike  ;  let  them  only  avoid  the 
paths  of  trcaaon  and  of  criminal  con- 
spiracy ;  let  them  abjure  Patrick  Ford, 
the  Clan-na-Grael,  and  ail  their  works  ; 
let  them  place  their  faith  in  Consti- 
tutional agitation,  and  we  will  be  glad — ■ 
nay,  proud — to  hold  out  the  hand  of 
fellowsliip  to  tiiem.  But  however  this 
may  be,  we  are  happy  in  knowing  that 
by  onr  votes  and  efforts  in  I88G  we 
saved  oar  country  from  as  grave  a  daoger 
as  has  ever  thrO'itened  her,  and  we  feel 
cuiiMent  that  when  this  Beport  has  been 
read,  marked,  and  learnt,  tlie  great  maes 
of  oar  countrymen  will  look  upon  the 
Unionist  Party  as  the  savioars  of  their 
country. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  :  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  lias  juRt  sat 
down  ia  very  sangntno  indeed  if  he 
believes  that  the  Report  will  be  of  any 
benefit  to  his  own  Paily.  Still,  I 
reciprocatj  the  good  wishes  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  extended  towards  us — 
and,  I  believe,  heartily  extended.  I 
think  a  pemaal  of  the  Report  ought  to 
convince  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
inquiry  from  iirst  to  last  was  an  attempt 
to  strike  at  the  reputation  of  our 
country  by  striking  at  the  Irish  Members. 
The  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Vf.  Barttelot) 
seemed  to  be  politically  out  of  joint.  We 
acknowledge  the  kindness  which  lorks 
Iwhind  dU  the  asperity  of  his  sentiments. 
We  know  that  he  has  a  great  deal  of 
kiiidriess  and  goodness  of  heart,  and  I 
may  say  that  hia  real  disposition  has  been 
illuHtriited  by  the  contrast  which  he 
aiforded  in  his  manner  of  speaking  of  the 
foraged  letters  to  the  skilled  apology  of 
the  Attorney  General  in  open  Court.  I 
liave  often  asked  myself  what  the 
solution  was,  since  early  last  March,  of  an 
utterance  of  the  Prime  Minister. 
I  hive  never  been  able  to 
discover  it  until  to-night.  It  is  the 
disclosure  made  by  ray  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  T.  Harrington)  of  the  close  alliance 
which  has  existed  between  this  Govern- 
ment and  the  Dynamite  Party  in 
America,  and  of  the  fact  that  even  after 
the  suicide  of  Pigott,  through  some  in- 
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again  that  letter.  It  explain! 
the  language  of  Lord  Salisbury,  who, 
three  or  four  days  after  Pigott's  snicide. 
threw  doubt  upon  the  forgery,  and  said 
he  believed  it  was  a  genuine  document. 
Perhaps  he  will  do  me  the  honour  of 
making  an  explanation  in  the  other 
House,  but  it  would  appear  that  at  the 
time  he  made  that  statement  he  knew 
that  Mr.  Soames  was  intriguing  and 
negotiating  with  the  Dynamite  Party, 
And  this,  perhaps,  throws  some  light  on 
the  circumstance  that  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral was  unable  to  advise  in  a  criminal 
charge  against  obscure  prisoners  "without 
consulting  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
Lord  Chanoellor.  Lord  Salisbury,  as 
snperior  officer,  knew  abont  the  nego- 
tiations by  Soames,  and,  perhaps,  in 
the  same  way  the  Attorney  General 
was  so  marvellously  conscientious 
as  to  feel  impelled  to  consult 
his  superior  officers,  tlie  Prime  Minister 
and  the  Lord  Chancellor,  in  reference  to 
a  wretched  twopenny-halfpenny  case. 
By  the  Motion  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
TreBsury  you  are  merely  reducing 
Parliament  to  a  machine  tor  the  registra- 
tion of  the  findings  of  the  Judges.  That 
IB  not  a  position  which  the  House  of 
Commons  should  occupy.  It  is  not  the 
position  taken  up  by  the  Judges,  who 
divested  their  investigations  of  all 
political  considerations.  But  that  is  not 
the  spirit  of  the  Government.  I  think 
we  can  point  to  evidences  of  political 
feeling  in  the  way  in  which  this  Report  is 
being  treated  by  the  other  side.  All 
through  the  entertaining  speech  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  tor  Sussex  there 
were  references  to  past  controversies. 
And  in  this  oonnection  I  am  reminded  of 
an  incident,  a  somewhat  sorrowful  one. 
A  member  of  the  Irish  Party,  some  years 
ago,  lost  his  mind,  and,  in  I8TC,  when 
crossing  from  Holyhead  to  Ireland,  we 
heard  him  talk  of  events  of  1866  as 
if  they  were  just  then  current. 
So  did  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Sussex.  He  spoke  of  the  events  of 
1884,  and  seemed  to  forget  that  we  are 
in  1890.  But  he  stopped  short  of  the 
Carnarvon  negotiations.  The  hon.  Baro. 
net  was  justified,  so  far  as  he  is  concerned, 
for  he  will  have  nothing  to  do  with  Home 
Rule.  But  he  appeared  to  forget  that  his 
ownParfjwereHomeRulersin  1885.  Lord 
Caruarvon,when  he  was  Lonlliieoteiuuit^ 
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ijwited  the.  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Pamell) 
to  a  Conference,  which  .was  to  t&ke  place 
ijL  an  empty  house  in  Dublin.  The 
whole  ina  and  outs  of  this  interview  have 
ilot  jet  been  told,  but  I  remember  when  the 
atatement  was  first  made.  Lord  Salis- 
bury immediately  wrote  to  the  news- 
papers, •  saying  that  it  was  shameful  to 
bring  such  accusations  against  Lord  Car- 
narvon in  his  absence.  Lord  Carnarvon 
was. in  South  Africa,  and  I  happened  to 
be  there,  too.  Lord  Carnarvon  gave  little 
lectures  on  Social  Science  to  the  colon- 
ists, and  wherever  he  went,  I  followed, 
and  told  the  whole  circumstetnces  of  the 
negotiations  with  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Pamell),  And  during  all  the  time  the 
noble  Earl  maintained  a  marvellous 
silence,  peace,  and  patience.  The 
Attorney  General  the  other  night  stated 
that  the  fetters  were  at  last  taken  oS. 
his  tongue.  There  is  an' expression  in 
Classical  literature  of  a  man  having  the 
lock  on  his  tongue,  which  meant  that  he 
had  fee  and  reward.  I  do  not  under- 
stand how  the  Attorney  General  had 
the  fetters  taken  off  his  tongue,  except 
that,  to  counsel,  he  had  ceased  to  have 
fee  and  reward.  In  this  foul  conspiracy 
— for  I  catinot  call  it  by  any  other 
liame — it  was  the  Times  and  the  Govern- 
ment from  beginning  to  end.  Why 
was  the  secret  of  .the  Pigott  letter 
so  long  kept?  TKe  Attorney  General 
was  determined  not  to  know  anything 
about  Pigott,  and  he  did  not  put 
Pigott  .into  the  box  until  the  63rd  day 
of  the  inquiry.  In  6ict,  the  absence  of 
Pigott .  from  the  witness  box,  and  the 
indignant  remonstrances  of  tne  Judges 
with  regard  to  him,  all  prove  one  thing, 
that  the  Government  did  not  intend  to 
produce  him,  because  they  knew  that  I 
Mr,  Mac  NeiU 


such  results  would  quickly  follow  as  have 
been  in  part  fulfilled  by  the  St.  Pancras 
election  to-night. 

It  being  midnight,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 


ARMY    AND    NAVY    ESTIMATES— (RE- 
ARRANGEMENT OF  VOTES.) 

Ordered,  That  the  Statement  laid 
before  the  House,  showing  the  changes 
in  the  Arrangement  of  Votes  made  in 
the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates  for  1890- 
91,  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
Public  Accounts. — {Mr,  Jackson,) 

PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS  COMMITTEE. 

Ordered,  That  a  copy  of  the  Estimates 
for  the  year  1890-91  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Public  Accounts. — (Mr, 
Jackson.) 

THEATRES  (LONDON)  BILL.— (No.  188.) 

Order  for  Second  Beading,  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

OUTRAGE  AND  INTIMIDATION 
(IRELAND). 

Betum  ordered — 

'*  Of  certain  oases  of  Outrage  and  Intimida- 
tion referred  to  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  in  a  Speech  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
on  13th  February,  1890."— (Jfr.  Attorney 
Qwuralfor  Ireland.) 

Beturn  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[No.  85.] 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 
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Explanation  or  the  Abbreviations. 

BilU,  Bead  P,  2<»,  3»,  op  1%  2%  3*,  Bead  the  First,  Second,  or  Third  Time.— In  Speeches, 

1 B.,  2B.,  3B.,  Speech  delivered  on  the  First,  Second,  or  Third  Beading. — Amendt,  Amend. 

ment. — Res.,   Besolntion. — Comm.,   Committee. — Re-Comm,,   Be-Oommittal. — b.  p.,  Beport 

Progress. — J.,  Lords. — c.,  Oommons. 
Wh'^n  in  this  Index  a  *  is  added  to  the  Beading  of  a  Bill,  it  indicates  that  no  Debate  took 

place  upon  that  stage  of  the  measure. 
The  subjects  of  debate  have  been,  as  far  as  possible,  classified  under  "General  Headings :" — 

e.g.,  AsMT — Navy — ^India — Iiubland — Scotland — Pabliambnt — Poor   Law — Post  Offici— 

Mbtbopolis — Ohurch   of    England — Bduoation — Law   and  Justice    and  Police — Labour, 

Tbade,  and  Commerce. 


Access  to  HountaiiiB  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  read  1^  •  Feb  12, 168 

AccnmnlationB  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1**  •  Feb  26, 1815 

Acland,  Mr.  A.  H.  Dyke,  York^   W.E,, 
Rotherha/m 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address    in 
Answer  to,  910,  933 

Acland,    Mr.   C.    T.%  Dyke,    CornivcUl, 

Launceaton 
Charity  Commissioners'  Schemes,  1769J 

Addison,  Mr.    J.  E.  W.,   AaJUon-under- 
Lyne 
Parliament — Priyflege — Time»  and  Mr.  Par- 
nell,  Bes.  80,  87 
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Admiralty — {see  Navy) 

Admiralty — First   Lord    {see  Hamilton, 
Right  Hon.  Lord  G.  P.) 

Admiralty — Civil    Lord    (jsee    Ashmead- 
Bartlett,  Mr.  E.) 

Admiralty — Secretary  to  {see  Forwood, 
Mr.  A.  B.) 

Advocate,    The    Lord    {see    Robertson, 
Right  Hon.  J.  P.  B.) 

Africa 

Africa  and  the  Indian  Oovemment,  C^nestion, 
Sir  G.  Campbell;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  India  Mar  3, 1637 
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Africa  (East  Coast) 

Congo  Free  State — Slave  Trade f  Qaestion,  Mr. 
S.  Baxton ;  Answei',  The  Under  Seore- 
tary  for  Foreign  Affairs  Feb  13,  209 
Portuguese  iiif  QaestioDS,  Mr.  Gremer; 
AoHwera,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  Feb  11,  40;  Feb  12, 
121;  QaesMon,  Sir  Q.  Campbell;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  Fe6  14,305 

Africa  (South  Coast) 

JffairSy  Qaestion,  Colonel  Laurie  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
Feb  24,  1013 

Beehuanaland — Correspondence  respecting 
Affairs  of,  Qaestion,  Mr.  A.  M* Arthur; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  Feb  13,  192 

Ca/pe  Coast — Riots  at  "Moree^  Qaestion, 
Mr.  Picton  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  Feb  28,  1492 

Naiil  and  Zululand — Troops  in,  Question, 
Mr.  C.  Graham ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
for  War  Feb  17,  426 

Swaziland,  Qaestion,  Sir  R.  Fowler ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  Feb 
14,  302 ;  Qaestion,  Mr.  Banmann ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  tor  t  e 
Colonies  Feb  18,  673 

TremsvoMl,  Qaestion,  Mr.  E.  Hardoastle; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasory 
Feb  26,  1168 
Indian  Subjects,  Qaestion,  Mr.  W.  F.  Law- 
rence ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  Feb  26,  1159 

Zululand — Native  Chiefs,  Qaestion,  Sir  B. 
Fowler;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  Feb  14,  803 ;  Qaestion, 
Mr.  A.  M'Arthar ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  Mar  3,  1642 
Prisoners  sent  to  St,  Helena,  Qaestion, 
Mr.  A.  M'Arthnr;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  Feb  13,  192 

Africa  (South-East) 

Delagoa  Bay  Raihcay,  Qaestion,  Sir  J. 
M'Kenna ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  Feb  20,  728  ;  Question, 
Mr.  CauHton  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreiprn  Affairs  Mar  3,  1629; 
Question,  Mr.  Seton-Karr ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar 
4,  1769 

Africa  (West  Coast) 

Affairs,  Qaestion,  Sir  G.  Baden-Powell; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  Feb  27,  1340 

Flogging  Natives^  Qoestion,  Mr.  Picton ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  Feb  28,  1493 

Oold  Coast — Correspondence  of  Affairs,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Picton ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  Feb  13,  195 

Niger  Territories,  Question,  Mr.  Picton; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  Feb  13,  196 

[^cont. 


Africa  (Wkst  Coast) — cont. 

Sierra  Leone— Mr,  C.  Crawford,  Qaeatiooa^ 
Mr.  Picton,  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler ;  An«wer«» 
The  Under  Secrntary  for  the  Colonie» 
Feb  13,  197 

AgrictUturcU  Department   (see  Board  of 
Agriculture) 

Agricultural  Education  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1«»  •  Feb  13,  296 

Agricultural  Holdings  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»*  Feb  18,  676 

Agricultural  Labourers  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  road  V»  •  Feb  12, 166 

Agricultural  Tenants' Improyement  BiU 

c.  Ordered ;  road  I'*  Feb  14,  404 

Anu),  Mr.  J.,  Paddington^  N, 
Civil  Service  Clerks,  733 

Allotments  Act  (1887)  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered  j  read  !*•  Feb  17,  445 

Allotments   Act    (1887)    Amendment 
(No.  2)  BiU 

e.  Ordered;  read  P*  Feb  26, 1261 

Allotments  Act 

Charity  CommissionerSf  Qnefition,  Sir  W, 
Foster;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther 
Feb  25,  1152 
Banbury,  Question,  Mr.  Cobb;  Answer,. 
The  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  Feh  17,  423 
Ticyford,  Qaestion,  Captain  Vemey;  An- 
swer, The  SecretaJry  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  Feb  25, 1160 

Ambrose,  Mr.  W.,  Middlesex^  Harrow 
Parliament — Privilege — Times  and  Mr.  Par* 
nell.  Res.  96 


America  (North) 

Behring  Seas  Fisheries 
Answer,  The  Under 
Affairs  Feb  14,  307  ; 
ley ;  Answers,  The 
Forei^  Affairs  Feb 

Mails,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Postmaster  General 


,  Question,  Mr.S.  Hill^ 
Secretary  for  Foreign 
Qaestions,  Mr.  Gk>nr- 
Under  Secretary  for 
25,1157;  jF^&27,1840 
Leng;  Answer,  The 
Feb  24, 1014 


America  (South) 

Chili — Emigratien    to,    QnestioOj    Mr.    Mac 

Neill ;  ADS«irer,  Tbe  Under  Secretary  for 

Foreign  Affairs  Feb  17,  429 
Falkland  Islands,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Mao  Neill; 

Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 

Affairs  Feb  17,  428 
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Archdeaconry  of  Cornwall  Bill 

l.  Bead  !••  Feb  11,  87 
Read  2**  and  committed  to  Committee  of  the 

whole  House  Feb  21,  849 
Considered  in  Committee  and  Reported  Mar 
4,1764 

Architects  Registration  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  P*  Feb  13,  296 

Army 
Africa — Natal    and    ZtUuloMd,    Troops    in, 
Question,  Kr.  C.  Graham;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  for  War  Feb  17,  426 

Auxiliary  Forces  • 

National  Rifle  Association — Bisley  Oom' 
man.  Question,  Mr.  Hankey ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  for  War  Feb  28,  1510 

VdlALnteers — Ammunitionf  Question,  Mr. 
H.  Vincent ;  Answer,  The  Seeretary 
for  War  Feb  20,  727 ;  Disqualification 
of  as  Voters,  Question,  Colonel 
Hughes;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  Feb  17,  417 

Ba/rracks 

Coal  Supply^  Question,  Sir  A  Bollit ; 

Answer,  The  Financial  Secretary  for 

War  Feb  25, 1168 
Dublin,   Typhoid  Fever  in,   Questions, 

Mr.  Mac  Neill ;  Answers,  li^e  Under 

Secretary  for  War  Feb  21,  876 ;  Feb 

28,1404 

Contracts — War  Office  Contracts,  Question, 
Mr.  J.  Rowlands ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
for  War  Feb  20,  742;  Quejition,  Mr. 
Hanbury ;  Answer,  The  Fiiukncial  Secre- 
tary for  War  Feb  28, 1407 

Education — Staff  College — Ty/rhi$h  Language, 
Question,  Sir  R.  Paget;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  for  War  Feb  27, 1819 

OibraUar — Ouard  Boom,  Question,  Mr. 
Mount ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War 
Feb  24,  1012 

India 

Chin-Lushai  Expedition,  Question,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh ;  Answer,  The  Under  Sec- 
retary for  India  Feb  11,  41 

Medical  Officers,  Question,  Dr.  Farquhar- 
son ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  Mar  8,  1624;  Question,  Dr. 
Farqnharson;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Mar  3, 1651 

Stores,  Question,  Mr.  Hanbury ;  An- 
swer, The  Financial  Secretary  for 
War  Feb  28, 1497 

Volunteer  Forces,  Question,  Mr.  Oaine ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
India  Mar  4,  1768 

Miscellaneous 

Soldiers*  Discharge,  Question,  Mr.  Han- 
bury ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  Mar  8,  1623 

Soldiers  in  Uniform  at  Theatres,  Ques- 
tion, Lord  R.  Churchill ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  for  War  Feb  27, 1850 

[^cont. 


Abmt — MisceUaneoua — oont. 

Typhoid  Fever  at  the  Curra^h  Gamp, 
Question,  Colonel  Dawnay ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  for  War  Feb  24, 1019 

Officers 

Doumes,  MajoT'Oeneral  —  Correspond: 
ence.  Address  for  Copy  Feb  27, 1851  , 

Wolseley,  Lord,  and  the  Queen's  Regula- 
tions,    Question,    Mr.    Labouchere; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War  JW>! 
21,  814 

Ord/nance  Department 

QwM — New  Magazine  Rifle,  Question, 
General  Sir  W.  Crossman ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  for  War  Feb  28, 1489 

NordenfeU  Oun  Company,  Question, 
Mr.  J.  Rowlands ;  Answer,  The  Sec- 
retary for  War  Feb  24, 1020 

Army  and  Navy  Quns,  Address  for 
Returns  Feb  20, 760 

Regiments — Waterford  Artillery,  Question, 
Dr.  Tanner ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  Feb  24,  1002 ;  Feb  27,  1838 

Store  Department — Tower  Wharf,  Question, 
Mr.  Montagu ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for 
War  Mar  8,  1622 

Army  JSstimates 

Arrangement  of  Votes,  Motion  to  refer  the 
New  Arrangements  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Accounts  f'eb  28, 1612  ;  AflH^to 
Mar  4,  1876 

Barracks  (Consolidated  Fund)  (see  Barracks) 

Atheblit-Jones,  Mr.  L.,  Durham,  If.  W. 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,   Address    in 
Answer  to,  1098, 1099 

Australian  Colonies 

Conference  at  Melbourne,  Question,  Sir  0» 
Baden-Powell ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  Feb  21,  888 

Federation,  Question,  Earl  Belmore;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
Feb  17,  405 

Natives — Flogging,  Question,  Mr.  S.  Smith  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  Feb  17,  482 

Post  Office— Letters  to.  Question,  Sir  G. 
Baden-Powell;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
Oeneral  Feb  28,  1511 

Victoria  Divorce  Act,  Question,  Mr.  H. 
Heaton ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  Mar  3,  1647 

AusTBALU  (Western) 

Notes  and  Statistics  on,  Question,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh;  Answer,  The  Undersecre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  Feb  14,  802 

Baden-Powell,  Sir  O.,  Liverpocij  Kirk- 
dale 
Africa  (West)->AifairB,  1840 
AuAtraKa — Conference  at  Melbourne,  888 
Letters  to,  1511 
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Badsn-Powxll,  Sir  O. — eont. 

Supply — Beohnan  aland,  1248 

Diplomatic  SerTioes,  1282 
Western  Aoetralia  OonBtitutioii   Bill,    2B. 

1870 

Bakers  (Ireland)  (Sunday  Labour) 

c  Orderedi  read  V  Feb  12,  178 

Balfoub,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.  (Ohief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Inentenant  of 
Ireland),  Manch^ter^  E. 

Ireland 
Agricnltnral  Beport,  1009 

Grime  and  Outrage 

Killaloe,  Affray  at,  1498 

Criminal  Lair  and  Prooednre  Aot  (1887) 
Boycotting  Betoms,  1169 
GrimoB  Act  Statistics,  871 
Dennis,  Gonnell,  746 
M'Hugh,  Mr.  744 
Newbridge  Arrests,  769,  880 
(^Gonnor,  Mr.  H.  1844 
O'Mahony,  Mr.  J.  £.  1491 
Slattery,  Mr.  J.  200,  788 

Drainage — General  Gode,  748 

Shannon,  740,  876 
Education— Model  Schools,  781 

National   Teachers,    Queen's    Gollege, 
1826 

E  notions 

Glongorey,  1602, 1616 ;  Bes.  1046,  1046, 
1047,  1048,  1049,   1060,  1061,  1062, 
1056, 1066,  1264 
Gweedore  and  Falcarragh,  1026 
.  Olphert  Estate,  420 
Summonses,  874 

Fisheries 
Donegal,  1492 
GMway  Bay,  Pier  in,  760 

Jjand  Acts* — Cork  Leaseholders*  Associa- 
tion, 887 

Land  Gommissioners 
Donegal  Gounty,  191,  1002 
Down  Gounty,  816 
Dublin  Gounty,  1329 

Landlord  and  Tenant 
Arrears  Act,  442, 1338 
Garetakers,  750,  1017 
Judicial  Bents—  Be?ision,  186 
Drainage  Board  Votes,  886 

Land  Purchase  Acts 
Gommission  Gases,  784 
Betums,  206 

Land  Purchase  (Ireland)  Bill,  1252 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Anonymous  Leaflets,  434 
Gork  Justices,  427 
Sjlkenny — An  Assize  Gase,  878 
Londonderry  Police,  1165 
M'Keever,  Gbarges  against,  1601 
Mayor  of  Gork,  311,  442 
Polioe  Escorts,  441 

Police  and  Boman  Gatholic  Priests,  874 
Boman  Gatholic  Policemen,  741,  886 
Tipperary — Conduct  of  Police,  208 

[eont. 


Balfoub,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J. — eotrt. 

Light  Bailways,  1018 

Local  Goyemment  Board 
Kilkenny  Asylum,  1024 
Kilkenny  Infirmary,  747 

Miscellaneous 

Butter  Trade,  886 

Government  Advertisements,  1328 

Munster  Goal  Fields,  878 

Poor  Law — Board  of  Guardians,  810 
Gork  Union,  1004, 1160, 1499 

Prisons,  Condition  of,  480 
Deny  Gaol,  419 
Discipline,  801 

Bailways— Ardglass,  1166 

Parliament  —  Privilege  —  Timsf   and   Mr. 
Pamell,  Bes.  70,  74 
Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to, 
447,  621,  694,  697,  698,  606,  678 

Poor  Law  Guardians    (Ireland)  Bill,    2B. 

1287, 1289,  1291 
Tramways  (Ireland)  Aot,  1017 

Ballot  Act  (1872)  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  read  V  Feb  12,  172 

Bankruptcy  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  readT*  Feb  12,  166 

Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  read  P*  Feb  19,  724 

Order  for  2B;  Adjourned  Feb  27,  1443 

• 

Barracks  (ConsolicUited  Fund) 
c.  Committee  ordered  Feb  26,  1316 

Considered  in  Committee  Feb  27, 1422 

Beport  Mar  3,  1759 

Babtley,  Mr.  G.  C.  T.,  Islington,  N. 
Income  Tax  Collection,  199 
London  County  Council,  306 

Parliament — Business   of   the  House,  Bes. 
1780 
Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to, 
241,  900 

Supply — Buildings — South  Kensington,1196, 
1203 
.  Trustee  Savings  Banks,  1159 

BAETTELar,  (Colonel    Sir  W.   B.,  Sussex, 

Barracks  (Gonsolidated  Fund)   Committee. 

1437 
Ireland — Special  Commission   Beport,  Bes. 

1839,  1840, 1844,  1846 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,  Address    in. 

Answer  to,  781 
Supply — Board  of  Agriculture,  1210 
Swaziland,  1247 

Basing,  Lord 

Gounty  Councils  and  Local  Bates,  1146 
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Baumann,  Mr.  A.  A.,  Camberwell,  Peck- 
ham 
Afrioa — Swaziland,  573 
Berne  Labonr  Conference,  121 
Parliament — Qaeen*8    Speeob,  Address    in 

Answer  to,  2S7 
Railway  Companies,  754,  1819 
Supply — Beohuanaland,  1247 

Soath  Africa,  1313 
Telegraphic  Engineering  Inspectors,  757 

Beach,  Right  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  H.  (Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade), 
Bristol,  W. 

Bi-metallism,  1325 

Companies  (Memorandam  of  Association) 
Bill,  2B.  848 

Companies  (Winding-up)  Bill,  2B.  1397, 
1422 

Electric  Lighting,  1630 

Immigration  of  Foreign  Panpers,  890 

Ireland — Lighthouses  —  Tory    Island,   432, 
1332 
Special  Commission  Report 

Res.  1696, 1699, 1702, 1706, 1707, 1708 

Merchandise  Marks  Act,  421 
Merchant  Shipping — Boats,  746 
"  Laineter,"  1322 

Railways— Canal  Traffic  Act,  1332 
Coupling  Appliances,  1015 
Servants,  195 

Southern  Companies,  754,  1320 
Working  Men's  Trains,  194 

Reservoirs     and     Waterworks — Inspection, 

1626 
Sea  Fishery  Statistics,  1028 
Supply— Diplomatic  Services,  1232,  1233 

Trade      and      Commerce— Importation     of 
Frozen  Meat,  1164 
Trade  Marks  Protection  Act,  1337 

BsAUGHAMP,  Earl 

Special  Commission,  1761 

Bkaufot,  Mr.  M.  H.,  Lambeth,  Kenning- 
ton 
Parliament — Queen's   Speech,    Address    in 
Answer  to,  1111 

Beer  Adnlteration  Bill 

c.  Ordered  j  read  I*'  •  Feb  12, 178 

Beer  Acfolteration  (No.  2)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1®«  Feh  12,  J  80 

Behring  Seas  Fisheries 

Qmestions,  Mr.  S.  Hill ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  Feh  14,  307 ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Goariey;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Fo  eign  Affairs  Feh 
25,  1157  ;  Feh  27,  1340 

Belmobe,  Earl  of 

Australian  Federation,  405 
Irish  Land  Titles,  849,  861 
PnbUc  Trustee  Bill,  2R.  995 


Bbntinck,  Right  Hon.  G.  A.  C,  White- 
haven 
Police  and  Cabmen,  203 
Supply— WestmiHSter  Hall,  1177, 1184 

Bethell,  Commander  G.  R.,  York,  E.B,, 
Holdemess 
Merchant  Shipping-^ Boats,  746 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,   Address    in 

Answer  to,  777 
Supply — Bechoanaland,  1241 

BiGGAR,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Cavan,  W. 
Club  douse  Licences,  30  L 

Bi-mstaXlism,  {see  Currency) 

BiRKBECK,  Sir  E.,  Norfolk,  E, 
Van  and  Wheel  Tax,  1650 

Blake,  Mr.  A.,  Armagh,  S. 
Ireland — Prison  Discipline,  300 
Poor  Law  Ouardians    (Ireland)    Bill,  2B. 
1304 

Supply — Diplomatic  and  Consular  Build- 
ings, 1208 

Land  and  Buildings — South  Kensing^n, 
1198,  1204 

Super'iDQaation  anl  Retired  Allowanoes, 
1250 

Boa/rd  of  Agriculture 

Agricultural  an,d  Dairy  Schools,  Question,  Mr. 
Cobb ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of .  Agricalture  Feh  13,  207 

Contagious  Diseases  {Animals)  Act 

Foot-and-Mouth  Disease,  Question,  Mr.  C. 
Darting;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  Feb  17,  439 

Pleuro-Pnewnwnia,  Question,  Dr.  Farqn- 
harson  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  AgricuUure  Feb  24,  1017 

EaJbies — Dog-Muzzling  Order,  Questions, 
Mr.  H.  Knacchbull-Hngessen;  Answers, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture Feb  14,  300 

Fox'Hunting,  Question,  Mr.  Cobb  ;  Answer, 
The  Presidejtife  of  the  Board  of  Agricul- 
ture Feh  17,  438 

Importation  of  Store  Cattle ^  Qttestion,  Mr. 
Leng;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  Mar  3,  1627 

Weighing  of  Cattle  Act,  Question,  Mr.  Marjori- 
banks;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  Mar  3, 1641 

Board  of  Trade — President  (see  Beach, 
Ri^t  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  Hicks) 

• 
Board  of  Trnde 
Electric   Lighttng,   Question,   Mr.  Caneton ; 
Answer,  The  Pn  side nt  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  Mar  3,  1630 

[cont. 
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Board  ^  Trade — oont. 

Lighthouaes — Tory  Island,  Question,  Mr. 
JobDstoii ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  Feb  17,  432  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Murphy;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  Feb  27, 1831 

Mercham,t  Shipping 

BoatSf  Questions,  GommaDder  Bethell,  Mr. 

H.  Vincent;    Answers,  The  President 

of  the   Board  of  Trade   Feb  20  746; 

'*  LaineteTf"      Question,     Mr.    Jarvis  ; 

Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 

Trade  Feb  27,  1322 
Carriage  qfJRusaian  Petroleumt  Question, 

Sir   S.    Beed;    Answer,    The    Under 

Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  Feb  28, 

1495 

RaiUoaya 

CandL  Traffic  Act,  Question,  Mr.  Tomlia- 

soo;    Answer,   The    President  .of  the 

Board  of  Trade  Feb  27, 1332 
Connemara    Railwa/y,    Report,    Question> 

Colonel  Nolan ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 

to  the  Treasazy  Mar  3,  1641 
Coupling  Appliances,  Question,  Mr.  Chan- 

ning;    Answer,   The  President  of  the 

Board  of  Trade  Feb  24, 1015 

Passengers  Trains  (Correspondence),  Re- 
turn ordered  and  presented  Mar  8, 
1760 

Servants,  Hours  of.  Question,  Mr.  Philipps; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  Feb  13, 194 

Southern  Railway  Companies,  Question, 
Mr.  Baumann ;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  Feb  20,  754; 
Question,  Mr.  Baumann ;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  Feb 
27, 1319 

Working  Men's  Trains,  Question,  Mr. 
Broadhurat;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  Feb  13,  194 

Reservoirs  and  Watertoorks,  Inspection  of. 
Question,  Mr.  S.  Leighton ;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  fiofurd  of  Trade  Mar  3, 
1626 

BourON,  Mr.  J.  C  Stirling 

Parliament  —  Queen's  Speech,  Address  in 
Answer  to,  7U8 

BOOBD,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Greenwich 

Pott  Office— Telegraph  Office— Sunday  Busi- 
ness, 569 

Borough  Funds^Blll 

A  Ordered;  read  1**  Feb  13,  295 

BouLNOis,  Mr.  £.,  Marylebone^  F, 
Income  Tax  Collection,  198 

« 

Bbaboubme,  Lord 

^    Parliament — ^Appointment  of  Standing  Com- 
mittees, Bee.  551,  562,  568 


Bbadlauoh,  Mr.  G.,  Northampton 

Australia  (Western) — Notes  and  Statistics, 

302 
Customs  and  Inland  Bevenue  —  Oriental  Plate, 

872 
Foreign  Paupers,  Immigration  of,  889 

India — Assam  Coolies,  187 
Burma  Oil  Concessions,  735 
Chandolin  Maharani  of  Bewa,  735 
Chin-Lnshai    Expedition,    41,   190,    736, 

1021 
Crawford  Case,  189 

Crops — State  of,  in  Southern  India,  102S 
Gilgit— i)cenpation  of,  871 
Grievances,  436 
Indemnity  BUI,  436 
Kasbmire,  568 
Punjab— Rioting  in,  1768 
Railway — Chittagong  to  Assam^  1022 
Revenue — Bengal  Board,  568 

Law  and  Justice  and  Polioe 
Gay,  C.  J.,  Case  of,  1158 
Oaths  Act,  1771 
Registrars  of  County  Courts,  1080 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  I618I 
Privilege— Tim«8  and  Mr.  Pamell,  Res.  94 
Queen's  Speech,    Address  in  Answei  to, 

1100,  1101, 1102,  1103, 1104, 1107, 1114, 

1124 

Royal  Yachts,  190 

Supply— West  End  Scandals,  1675,  1576 
Vaccination  Acts — Prosecutions,  481 
Western  Australia  Bill,  894 
Yorkshire  Provident  Assooiadon,  209 


BsAssET,  Lord 

Navy— Gibraltar  Dock,  1485 

Bbioht,  Mr.  W.  L.,  Stoke-upon- Trent 
Navy— H.M.S.  "  Barracouta,"  198 
Post  Office  Orders,  1324 

Bboadhubst,  Mr.  H.,  Nottingham^  W. 
Berlin  Labour  Cooference,  194, 1158 
Education  —  National     Schools — Primrose 

League,  1154 
Parliament — Qneen*8  .  Speech,    Address   in 

Answer  to,  265 
Railways— Wosking  Mens'  Trains,  194 

Brodrick,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  F.  (Financial 
Secretary,  War  Department),  Surrey^ 
Guildford 
Army — Barracks — Supply  of  Goals,  1163 
OoDtracts— War  Office,  1497 
Medical  Stores,  1497 

Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address    in 
Answer  to  354,  356,  358 

Brooke^  Lord,  Colcheter 

Parliament — Queen's    Speech,  Addrsts    in 
Answer  to,  180 

BROOEnELD,  Mr.  A.  M.,  Sussex^  Rye 
Importation  of  Frozen  Meat,  1163 
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Bbussels 

Anti-Slavery  Conference,  Qaestiou,  Mr.  S. 
Buxton;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  AfEaini  Feb  13,  209 

Bbtcb,  Mr.  J.,  Aberdeen,  S. 
Burma  and  Siam,  1638 
Orete,  1341 

Newfoundland—Fishery  Rights,  203 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,   Address    in 

Answer  to,  273,  275,  276,  277 
Parochial  Charities  of  London,  318 

Supply — Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings, 
1207 
Swasiland,  1247,  1248 

Western  Australia  Constitution  Bill,  2B. 
1387 

Buchanan,  Mr.  T.  R.,  Edinburgh,  W, 
ChUi— Emigration  to,  1021 
Cruelty  to  Animals— Babbit  Coursing,  1323 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1620, 
1621, 1622,  1769 
^oea's  Speech,   Address  in  Answer  te, 
163 

Vresumptloa  of  Life  Limitation  (Sootland) 
Act,  1324 

Sqiiply— ftwaaaland,  1249 

West  End  ScandaU,  1626, 1528,  1529 

Suilding  Fens  and  Leases  (Scotland) 
BiU 

<.  Ordered ;  read  l*"  •  Feb  13,  294 

Building ,  (Sanitary  Begistration)  Bill 

^  Ordered;  read  1°*  Feb  25, 1177 

Building  Societies  Act  (1874)  Amend 
mentBill 

•«.  Ordeied}  read  V  •  Feb  12,  178 

Burials  Bill 

^  Ordered;  read  1®  •  Feb  12, 177 

Burma  (see  Indu) 

Bi7BT»  Mr.  T.,  Morpeth 
Lteneroh  OoUiery  Accident,  42 
Nayy — Contracts — Asbestos  Company,  1160 

BuMwr,    Mr.    S.    C,    Tatver    Hamlets^ 

Poplar 

'  Brussels  Aati-Slavery  Oonferenoe,  209 
Congo*  Free  State,  209 
Ireland— Light  Bailways,  1018 

TMmways  Act,  1018 
Parliament — Qaeen's    Speech,  Address   in 
Answer  to,  239,  925,  933 
*' 

Cadoqan,  Earl  (Lord  Privy  Seal) 
'   Irish  Land  Titles,  860 
.   Irish  Legislatfton,  414 
'  Psrlfamimt— Standing  Committees,  Bes.  560, 
568 


Caine,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Barroto-in-Fumees 
India  -  Excise  Administration,  1768 
Volanteer  Furces  in,  1768 

Parliament — Sittings  and  Adjoomments  of 
the  Hoase,  Bes.  683 

Caldwell,  Mr.  J.,  Glasgow,  St,  Rollox 

Scotland 

Edncation  Code,  308,  443 
Lensie  Academy,  luOS 

Schools,  1517 

Fee-Paying,  752 

Grants,  1517 

State- Aided,  884 
School  Boards,  742,  1344 

Judicial  Factors,  1020 
Saccession  Dnty,  1506 

CufPBBLL,  Sir  G.,  Kirkcaldy,  da. 
Africa — Portuguese  in,  305 
Civil  Service -Lloyd,  Mr.  C,  744,  1019 
Colonial  Stocks,  743 

India — Assam  Tea  Grardens,  1633 
Chin-Lnshai  Expedition,  1021 
Delhi-Umballa-Kalka  BaUway,  1505 
Indian  Government  and  Africa,  1637 

Malta — Mission  to  the  Pope,  1025 

Parliament — Sittings    and    Adjoomments, 
Bes.  588 
Territorial  Standing  Committee,  1514 

Supply— Bechnanaland,    1234,   1235,    1286, 
1239,  1242,  1243,  1246,  1247 
Buildings^  SoQth  Kensington,  1192 
Crofters' Commissii'n,  1232 
Diplomatic  Services,  1233 
Westminster  HaU,  1180,  1185 

Western  Aoatralia  Constitution  Bill,   8M, 
756;  2B.  1859, 1360,  1380,  1881 

CAiiPBBLii-BAvinuuiUN,   Bight   Hon.    H., 
Stirling,  <tc. 
Barracks    (Consolidated  Fund)  Committee, 
1428, 1485 

Ptoliament — Business  of  the  House,  1517 
Queen's  Speech,   Address  in  Answer  to, 
584,  592,  908,  909 

Canal  Development  Bill 

e.  Ordered;  read  1«*  Feb  12,  172 

Carbw,  Mr.  J.  L.,  Kildare,  N. 

Ireland 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
Arrest  at  Newbridge,  759,  880 
O'Connor,  Mr.  H.,  1344 

Evictions—CIongorey  Arrests,  1026,  1253, 
1342,  1501 

Carlisle,  Bishc^  of 

Cathedral  Churches  Bill,  2B.  1181 
HduQatkm — Examinations   for    Official  Ap- 
pointments, Bes.  1458 
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Cathedral  Churches  Bill 

/.  Presented;  read  1**  Feb  13,  182 

Aead  2*  and  committed  to  Committee  of 

the  whole  House  Feb  25,  1131 
Committee ;  Report  Feb  28,  1488 
Elead  3*  *  and  passed  Mar  4,  1764 

Causton,  Mr.  R.  K.,  Southwark,  W. 
Africa — Delagoa  Bay  Railway,  1629 
Electric  Lighting,  1630 
Parliament—Queen's    Speech,     Address  in 

Answer  to,  898 
Prison  Labour,  1013 

Ceylon 

Ojfflcers  of  the  Croum,  Question,  Mr.  P.  Stan- 
hope ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  Mar  3,  1636 

Chambeblain,  Bight  Hon.  J.,    Birming- 
ham,  W. 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address    in 

Answer  to,  967,  976,  981,  982 
Supply  —  Buildings  —  South  Kensington, 

1201 
Western    Australia  Constitution  Bill,    2R. 
1391 

Chamberlain,  Mr.  R.,  Islington,  W. 

Parliament — Sittings  and  Adjournments  of 
the  House,  Res.  584 

Chancellor,  The    Lord    (see    Halsbury, 
Lord) 

Chancellor     of     the     Exchequer     {see 
GoscHEN,  Right  Hon.  G.  J.) 

Chanjning,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Northampton,  E, 
Parliament — Queen's   Speech,    Address    in 

Answer  to,  806 
Railways — Coupling  Appliances,  1015 
Supply— Board  of  Agriculture,  1215,  1219, 

1226 
Technical  Instruction  Act,  748 
Vaccination,  Deaths  from,  1329 
Western    Australia    Constitution    Bill,  2R. 

1393 


Chaplin,  Right  Hon.  H.  (President  of 
the  Bowl  of  Agriculture),  Lincoln- 
shire^ Sleaford 

Board  of  Agriculture 

Contagious  Diseases   (Animals)   Act 
Dog-Muzzling  Order,  300 
Foot-and-Mouth  Disease,  489 
Pleuro- Pneumonia,  1018 

Dairy  Schools,  207 
Fox-Hunting,  438 
Importation  of  Cattle,  1627 
Weighing  of  Cattle  Act,  1641 

Supply— Board  of  Agriculture,  1223,  1226, 
1229 


Charitable  Trusts  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1»*  Feb  12,  166 

Charitable  Trusts  {Rent-Charges) 
Betum  ordered  Feb  21,  895 

Charity  Commissioners 

Allotments  Act,  Question,   Sir  W.  Fobter; 

Answer,  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther  Feb  26,  1152 
Parochial  Charities  of  London,    Questions, 

Mr.  Bryce,  Mr.  Mundella ;    Answers,  The 

Vice  President  of  the  Council  Feb  14,  313 
Schemes,  Question,  Mr.  C.  Acland ;  Answer, 

Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther  Mar  4,  1769 
fifiitcombe.   Questions,   Viscount  Ebrington; 

Answers,  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther  Feb  18,  678; 

Feb  20,  751 

China 

Yangtze,  Upper — Navigation  of,  Question, 
Mr.  R.  G.  Webster  J  Answer,  The  Under 
Seoietary  for  Foreign  Affairs  Feb  17,  423 

Church    Building    Acts    (Compulsory 
Powers  Bepeal)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1**  •  Feb  25, 1177 

Ghuschill,  Right  Hon.  Lord  B.  H.  S., 
Paddington,  S, 
Army — Soldiers  in  Uniform    at  Theatres, 

1360 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address   in 
Answer  to,  1119,1123 

Church  of  England 

Church    Revenues,    Question,    Mr.    Picton; 

Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  jPeb  14,  308 
Inc(ympetent  Clergymen^    QnestioD,    Mr.  D. 

Thomas ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 

Treasury  Feb  28,  1513 

Civil  Conttngencies  Fund,  1888-9 
Betom  ordered  and  presented  Feb  11,  120 


Civil  Service 

Clerks,  Quesiionp,  Mr.  J.  Rowlands,  Mr.  0. 

Graham;   Auswers,  The    Secretary  to 

the  Treasury  Mar  3,  1644 
Saturday    Half-Holiday,    Question,    Mr. 

Tuite  ;  Answer,   The   Secretary  to  the 

Treasury  Feb  25,  1165 
Second  Division,  Questions,  Mr.  Aird,  Mr. 

J.  Kelly;  Answers,   The  Secretary    to 

the  Treasury  Feb  20,  733 
Treasury,  QuestioD,  Mr.  J.Kelly;  Answer^ 

The   Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  jPeb 

25,  1164 


Examinations  for   CUiss  I.,   Question,    Mr. 

Cobb;    Answer,   The    First  Lord  of  the 

Treasury  Feb  28, 1516 
Eseaminatioris    for     OjBUcial     AppotntmentSp 

Motion  (Lcrds)  JPeb  28, 1445r 
Lloyd,  Mr,  C,  Question,  Sir  O.  Campbell | 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

Feb  20,  744 ;  Question,  Sur  G.  Campbell} 

Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 

Affau^  Feb  24, 1019 

\_cont. 
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Qivil  Service — oont. 

Ridley  Commisaion,  Questions,  Mr.  R.  Power; 

Answers, The  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqaer 

Mar  3.  1643  ;  Mar  4,.  1770 
Royal   Commission  —  Report,  Qaestion,  Mr. 

LawBon ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 

Bxcheqaer  Feb  13,  210 

GivU  Service  (Lower  Division) 
Betom  ordered  and  presented  Feb  11, 120 

Clancy,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Dvhlin  Co,,  N. 

Ireland — Boycotting  Returns,  1170 

Criminal   Law  and  Procedure— M'Enery, 

Mr.  J.  1126 
Bvictions,  Clongorey,  Res.  1060;  Arrests, 

1343 
Fair  Rents,  1329 

Government  Advertisements,  1328 
Light  Railways,  576 

Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address   in 

Answer  to,  647,  667 
Poor    Law   Guardians    (Ireland)    Bill,  2R. 

1298 

Glabe,  Dr.  G.  B.,  Caithness 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address  in 
Answer  to,  677,  713,  723 

Scotland — Burgh  Police  and  Public  Health 
Bills,  206 
Crofiers'  Commission,  1652 
Crofter  Emigrants  to  Manitoba,  1327 

Supply— Bechuanaland,    1236,   1237,    1238, 
1240,  1245,  1246,  1247 
Land  and  Buildings,  South  Eensington,1203 

Clarke,  Sir  E.   G.   (Solicitor  General), 
Plymouth 
Parliament  —  Privilege  —  Timss    and    Mr. 

Parnell,  Res.  109 
Supply— W^est  End  Scandals,  1596 

Coal  Mines 
Cruelty  to  Ponies  in  Mines,  Question,   Mr. 
0.  Graham;  Answer, The  Home   Secre- 
.•       tary  Feb  13,  195 

Hanerch  Colliery  Accident,  Question,  Mr. 
Burt ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  Feb 
11,  42;  Question,  Mr.  Pickard;  Answer, 
The  Home  Secretary  Feb  13,  197 
Longton — Explosion,  Question,  Mr.  Fen  wick; 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  Feb  24,  1041 

OOBB,  Mr.  H.  P.,  Warwick,  S.E,,  Rugby 
Allotments  at  Banbary,  423 
Oivil  Service,  1515 
Dairy  Schools,  207 
Ipidemio  of  Influenza,  208 
Fox-Hunting,  437 

Ireland — Special     Commission — Le  ^Caron, 
882,891,1155 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Edgeware  Magistrates,  664 
Folioe  Evidence,  426 

Local  Gk>vemment  Board  ii/*<iiM9 

County  Council  Eleotions,  566  J 
Harrow  Weald,  Sanitary  State  of,  665    1 

\cont. 


Cobb,  Mr.  H.  P. — con/. 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  161<9 
Queen's   Speech,   Address  in  Answ«  r  to,. 
775,  903 

Post  Office — Distribution  of  Pamphlets  by 

Rural  Postmen,  1153 
Small  Holdings  Committee,  1516 
Supply— Board  of  Agriculture,  1211,  1213 

West  End  Scandals,  1609,  1610 

C0LLINQ8,  Mr.  J.,  Birmingham,  Bordesley 
Charity  Commissioners  — Sutcombe,  573 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,  Address    in 
'  Answer  to,  777 
Small  Holdings  Committee,  1516 

COLOMB,  Sir  J.  C.  R.,  Tower  Hamlets, 

Bow,  ike. 
Destitute  Foreigners,  1001 
Poor    Law    Guardians  (Ireland)   Bill,   2H. 

1282,  1286 
Western  Australia    Constitution    Bill,  2R. 

1382 

Colonial  Courts  of  Admiralty  Bill 

U  Presented  ;  read  1»*  Feb  25,  1129 

Read  2*  and  committed  to  Standing  Com- 
mittee tor  Bills  relating  to  Law,  &e.  Mar 
4,  1761 

Colonial  Marriages  Legislation  Bill; 

c.  Ordered;  read  1°*  Feb  12,  170 

Colonies  —  Secretary  of  State  {see 
Knutsfobd,  Lord) 

Colonies — Under  Secretary  of  State  {see 
DE  Worms,  Bight  Hon.  Baron  H.) 

Colonies 

Trade  Marks  Protection — Colonial  Legislaiion, 
Questions,  Mr.  0.  V.  Morgan,  Mr.  Mun- 
della;  Answers,  The  President  of  the 
Boardof  Trade  Feb  27,  1336 

Colonisation 

Committee,  Question,  Mr.  Seton-Karr;. 
Answer,  The  Firsc  Lord  of  the  Treasary 
Mar  4, 1773 

Commissioners  for  Oaths  Act  (1889) 
Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  P  •  Feb  12,  167 

Committee  of  Council  on  Education — 
Vice  President  {see  Dyke,  Right 
Hon.  Sir  W.  H.) 

Companies  Act  (1862)  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Feb  24, 1128 
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Companies  (Memorandum  of  Aflaocia-   County  Courts  Consolidation  Bill 


Hon)  BiU 

r.  Ordered ;  reftd  !•  •  Feb  18,  211 

Order  for  2R. ;  Adjoamed  Feb  20,  848 
Reed  2"  *  and  oommitted  to  Committee  on 
Tnkde,  Ao.  Feb  27, 1422 

Companies  (Winding  ITp)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Feb  13,  211 
Bead  2«  *  and  oommitced  to  Committee  on 
Trade,  Ao.  Feb  27, 1897 

•CoNiKMr,  Mr.  T.  J.,  Tipper ary,  E. 

Ireland— Criminal  Law— CMahony,  Mr.  J. 
B.  1469 


Qneetion,  Mr.   B.  Roberta;     Answer*   The 
Attorney  General  Feb  28,  1612 

CouBTViT,  Bt.  Hon.  L.  H.  (Chau-man  of 
Committee    of    Ways    and   Means, 
and    Deputy    Speaker),   ComuxUlj 
Bodmin  , 
{Bulings  as  Chairman    of  ComgniUees 
and  Deputy  Speaker) 
Supply—Bechnaoaland,  1237, 1244^  1S46 
Board  of  Agrionltore,  1213,  1221, 1223 
Civil  Serrioes  and  SoTeune  Departmenta, 
1&40, 1670, 1678, 1676, 1682, 1688, 1694, 
1009, 1610,  1611 
Crofters'  Commiseion,  1282 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Boildinga^  1908 
Beformatory  and  Industrial  School^  1281 


Contagions    Diseases  (Animals)   Aets 
Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  read  V  Feb  12, 170 

Pnenmonia)  Bill 

c.  Ordered}  read  l""*  Feb  26, 1262 


Co!fWAT,  Mr.  M.,  Leitrim^  N, 

{joliool  Board  for  London  (Snpenumnation) 
Bill,  2B.  688,  641 

COBBET,  Mr.  W.  J.,  WiMow,  E. 
Ireland— Statate*of  Bdward  III.  1498 

-CoRBSn,  Mr.  A.  C,  Glasgow^  Tradeston 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Addrees   in 
Answer  to.  499 

Com  Averages 
Betom  ordered  and  presented  Feb  11,  120 

Corporal  Pnnisliment  BUI 

e.  Ordered;  read  V  Feb  12, 176 

Corporate  Associations'  (Property)  Bill 

&  Ofdeied;  read  V  Feb  12,  178 

Cormpt  Practices  at  Elections  (Scot- 
land) Bill 

c  Ordered;  zead  !"•  Feb  14,  404 

CossHAX,  Mr.  H.,  Bristol,  E. 

Parliament — Queen's  Sf>eeoh,    Address   in 
Answer  to,  608,  884 

Cennty  Councils'  Association  Bzpenses 
Bill 

e.  Ordered;  read  V  Feb  18,  684 
Head  2"  and  committed  Feb  26,  1811 
Considered  in  Committee  and  Reported  Feb 

87   1444 
Read'  ^  •  and  passed  Feb  28»  1612 
Head  1'*  Mar  8, 1617 

Connty  Councillors'  Trayelling  Expenses 
Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  lead  VF$b  IS,  896 


Cbakbobfe,  yifloonnt,  Ltmcashire^  If.B^ 
Dartoen 
Tithes  BiU,  ItSl 

Obanbbook,  Visoonnt  (Lord  President  of 

the  Conncil) 
County  Council  and  Local  Rates,  1143 
Bxaminations   for    Official    Appointments, 
Res.  1461, 1482 

Ceawvobd.  Mr.  D.,  Lanark,  N.E. 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Addreas  in 

Answer  to,  698,  761 
Seotch  Connty  Council  Bleotions,  491 
Supply— Diplomatic  and  Consalar  Bufldinge, 

1206 

Cbbxeb,  Mr.  W.  R,  Shoredikh,  Bagyer^ 

Stan 
East  Africa^  Portuguese  in,  40, 121 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1049 
Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  tn^ 
269,  976, 1186 
Supply—Office  of  Works,  Report,  181S 

Criminal  Cases  Appeals  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  V*  •  Feb  12, 176 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  BiU 

c  Ordered;  read  l**  •  Feb  14^  299 

Criminal  Law  Procednre  AmendiaiHit 
Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  l**  *  Feb  18, 178 

Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  BiU 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  F^  12, 174 

Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  (N«.8) 

Bill 
e.QwNredi  veed  1<> •  JM  18^  190 


OBO 


GUS 


Cross,  Yisooiuit  (Secretary  of  State  for 
India) 

Bduoation  ~Ii](amination8  for  Official  Ap- 
pointments, Bes.  1478 

Indian  Goanoils  Bill,  849;  IB.  862;  2B. 
1617 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools  Bill,  410 

Cbossmak,  General  Sir  W.,  Portsmouth 
Army — New  Magazine  Bifle,  1489 
Barr^oks   (Oonsolidated  Fund)  Committee, 
1439 

ihrown  Office  Bill 

i.  Presented;  read  I**  Feb  18,  65 

Bead  2*  and  committed  to  Committee  of  the 

whole  HoQse  Feb  21,  869 
Considered  in  Committee  and  Beported  Feb 

21,1000 
Bead  3*  and  passed  Feb  25,  1129 
e.  Bead  l""  •  Feb  27, 1444 

Crttdty  to  Animals  Act 
Rshhit  Cmktting^  Questions,  Mr.  Buchanan, 
Mr.  J.  Lowther ;  Answers,  The  Home  Sec- 
retary Feb  2,1,  1322 

^varency 

Bi-mefoZ^tsfii,  Questions,  Mr.  S.  Smith,  Sir  W. 
Houldsworth ;  Answers,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  Feb  27, 1326 

One  Found  NoteSy  Question,  Mr.  Morton; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Bxcheqner 
Feb  26,  1167 

Fre-Victorian  Sovereigns,  Question,  Mr. 
Montagu;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  Mar  3,  1663 

Silver  Coinage,  Question,  Mr.  Oraig;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Jfixchequer 
Mar  3,  1646 

'Customs  and  Inland  Revenue 

Aeeewmewb  of  Rateable  Property  in  London, 

QuestionB,  Mr.  Morton,  Mr.  Howell ;  An- 
swers, The  Secrecary  to  the  Treasury  Feb 

24^1024 
Club  House  Licences,  Questions,  Mr.  Biggar ; 

Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 

The  Home  Secretary  Feb  14,  301 
Excise  Prosecutions,  Question,  Mr.  Newnes; 

Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  Feb  27, 1347 
Horse  and   Wheel   Tax,    Question,    Sir    B. 

Paget;  Answer,   The    Ctianc«)llor  of  the 

Rzohequer  Feb  27,  1349 
Ineoma    Tat — Collecti'tns,    Questions,    Mr. 

Boulnois,    Mr.    Barcley ;    Answers,   The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  l^eb  18,  198 
Metropolitan  Assessment  Returns,  Question, 

Mr.  Morton;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to 

the  Treasury  Feb  27, 1836 
Oriental   Plate,  Question,  Mr.    Bradlangh ; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

F^b  21,  872 
Property  Tas,  Question,    Colonel    Hughes; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

teb  17,  418 

[cent. 
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Customs  and  Inla/nd  Revenue — oont. 

Transfer      Stamp      Duty,     Question,     Mr. 


Montagu ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  Mar  3, 1660 
Van  and  Wheel  Tax,  Question,  Mr.  B. 
Boberts ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  Feb  26, 1162 ;  Question,  Sir  B. 
Birkbeok ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  Mar  3, 1650 

Ctpeus 

Postal  Commu/ni cation,  Questions,  Mr.Leigh« 
ton;  Answers,  The  Postmaster  General, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Mar  4, 
1766 

Dasukg,  Mr.  C.  J.,  Deptford 
Foot-and-Mouth  Disease,  439 
Navy— Victualling  Yard,  Deptford,  306 

Da  VET,  Sir  H.,  Stockton 

Companies    (Winding-up)    Bill,    2B.    1402, 

1418, 1421 
Parliament      Privilege —Times      and      Mr. 
Pamell,  Bes.  106 

Dawnat,  Colonel  Hon.  L.  P.,  York,  N.R,, 
Thirsk 
Curragh  Camp,  Typhoid  Fever  in,  1019 

Deafy  Dumb,  and  Blind 

Legislation,  Question,  Mr.  W.  A.  Macdonald ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
Feb  21,  893 

DB  COBAIN,  Mr.  E.  S.  W.,  Belfast,  E. 
Ireland— Postal  Facilities  at  Knock,  1629 

Queen's  College,  1326 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,    Address    m 
Answer  to,  616 

Deeds  of  Arrangement  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  read  r  •  Feb  24,  1128 

DB  LiSLB,  Mr.  E.  J.  L.  M.  P.,  Leicester- 
shire^  Mid* 
Supply—Westminster  Hall,  1184 

Dbnman,  Lord 

County  Councils  and  Local  Bates,  1147 

Devolution  of  Estates  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1^  *  Feb  13,  296 

DB  Worms,  Bight  Hon.  Baron  H.  (Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies), 
Liverpool,  Fast  Toocteth 

Africa  (South  Coast) 
Affairs,  1014 
Bechuanaland,  192 
Cape  Coast — Biots  at  Moree,  1498 
Swaziland,  303,  674 
Zululand— Native  Chiefs,  192,  308,  164 

[jdont. 
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DK  Worms,  Bight  Hon.  Barou  H.— conf. 

Africa  (West  Goaat) 
Flogging  NBtiyea,  1494 
Gk>ld    Coast — Correspondence    respecting 

the  Affairs  of,  196 
Sierra  Leone — Mr.  C.  Crawford,  197 

Aostralian  Colonies 
Conference  at  Melboome,  889 
Emigration  to,  1836 
Natives— Flogging,  482 
Notes  and  Statistics,  302 
Victoria  Divorce  Act,  1647 

British  Goiana,  670 

Ceylon— Officers  of  the  Crown,  1637 

Falkland  Islands— Governor  of,  427 

Indian  Subjects  and  the  Transvaal  Govern- 
ment, 1159 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in 
Answer  to,  279 

Portuguese  in  East  Africa,  306 

Supply— Becbuanaland,  1235,  1287,  1238, 
1239,  1241,  1245,  1246 ;  Report,  1314 

Western  Australia  Bill,  305,  894 ;  2B.  1353, 
1360 

Directors'  LiabiUty  BiU 

c.  Orden^ ;  read  1**  •  Feb  12,  173 

Dispensary  Houses  (Ireland)  Act  (1879) 
Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  read  1***  Feb  13,  295 

Dixon-Hartland,  Mr.  F.  D.,    Middlesex^ 
Uxbridge 
Superannuation  Bill,  1169 

Drainage  Separation  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1®  •  Feb  12,  177 

DtU}lin  Hospital  Bill 

Statement  by  Mr.  Sexton  Feb  20,  749 
Quebtions,  Mr.  T.  W.  Bussell,  Mr.   Sexton ; 

Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasvy 

Feb  27,  1350 

« 

Duff,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Banffshire 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in 
Answer  to,  832 

DnNix>NALD,  Earl  of 

Examinations  for  Official  Appointments, 
Bes.  1475 

DUSTBAYBN,  Earlof 
Irish  Legislation,  411 

Sweating  System — Ele-appointment  of  Com- 
mittee, 297 

Duration  of  Speeches  in  the  House  of 
Lords  Bill 

Mleadl»»  Feb  11,37 


Dykb,     Right  Hon.    Sir  W.   H.   (Vice 
President     of    the    Committee    of 
Council  on  Education),  Xent^  Dart- 
ford 
Education 
Elementary  Schools,  1489 
National  Schools— -Fisherton,  1640 
National  Schools — Political  Speeches  in,. 

1152, 1154 
New  Code,  1348 
Science  and  Art  Grants,  1640 
York  Commercial  School,  205 
York  School  Board,  304,  730 

Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address   ia 

Answer  to,  936 
Parochial  Charities  of  London,  314 
Technical  Instruction  Act,  748 

East  India  (see  India) 

East  India  Local  Councils  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  V  *  Feb  12,  176 

Ebringtox,  Viscount,  Devonshire,  Tavis- 
tack 
Charity  Commissioners — Sutoombe,  573, 751 

Ecclesiastical  Assessments  (Scotland) 
Bill 

c.  Ordered;  read  T*  Feb  12,  171 

EcclesiasticcU  Business  Fees 
Return  ordered  Mar  4,  1761 

Education — Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education  (see 
Dyke,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.) 

Ifduoatio7i  DepartmetU 

Agricultural  and  Dairy  Schools,  Qoestion, 
Mr.  Cobb ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the- 
Board  of  Agriculture  Feb  13,  207 

Education  Code,  Qat-stion,  Mr.  Mnndella ; 
Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Coun- 
cil Feb  27,  1348 

Elementary  Schools,  Qaestion,  Sir  J. 
Lubbock  ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  Feb  28,  1489 

Examinations  for  Official  Appointments, 
Motion  Feb  28,  1445 

National  Schools,  Fisherton,  Salisbury,  Qaes- 
tion,  Mr.  Mnndella;  Answer,  The  Vioe 
President  of  the  Council  Mar  3,  1639 

National  f^cliools — Political  Speeches,  Qaes« 
tion,  Mr.  F.  Stevenson ;  Answer,  The 
Vioe  President  of  the  Conn'^il  Feb  25, 
1161 ;  Question,  Mr.  Broadhn  at ;  Answer, 
The  Vice  President  of  the  OuUuoil  JF^& 
25,  1154 

Science  and  Art  Chrants,  Question,  Mr.  Mar- 
joribanks ;  Answer,  The  Yifo  President 
of  the  Council  Mar  3,  1640 

Technical  Instruction  Act,  Quesiivns,  Sir 
H.  Boscoe,  Mr.  Channing ;  Answers,  The 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  Feb  20,  748 

{^cont. 
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k     York    Commercial    Schocl,    Queitioxi,      Mr. 
I         Hnndella;  Answer,  The  Yioe  President 
"^        of  the  Ooanoil  Feb  13, 204 

York  School  Board,  Questions,  Mr.  Mundella ; 

Answers,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Gonn- 

cil  Feb  14,  804 ;  Feb  20,  780 


Egypt 

Antiquities f  Question,  Mr.  Howorth;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  Feb  25, 1167 

Electoral  DisabiUties  (Naval  and  XiU- 
tary  and  Police)  Bill 

€.  Ordered ;  read  !<»•  Feb  17, 445 

Electors  Ctualification  and  Registration 
Bill 

€.  Ordered;  read  V  Feb  12, 173 
Mectric  Lighting  (see  Board  of  Trade) 

Elementary   Education    Continuation 
Schools  Bill 

€.  Ordered ;  read  1*»  •  Feb  12, 169 

Elementary  Education    Law  Amend- 
ment Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1*>  •  Feb  12, 177 

EiiUOT,  Hon.  A.  B.  D.,  RooAurgh 

Ireland — Special  Commission  Beport,  Bes. 
1763 

Ellis,  Mr.  James,  Leicestershire,  Boswarth 
Parliament — Qaeen*s  Speech,    Address    in 
Answer  to,  782 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Nottingham,  Bttsheliffe 

Ireland 
Grimes  Act  Statistics,  870 
Land  Purchase  Acts,  728,  756 

Retnms,  206 
Special  Commission — Oost  of,  812 

Elphimstone,  Lord 

Gibraltar  Docks,  1486, 1488 

Emigration  and  Imm,igratian 

Argentine  BepubliCf  Qaestion,  Mr.  Mao  Neill ; 

Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 

Affairs  Feb  17,  430 
Australia,    Western,    Question,   Mr.    O.    V. 

Morgan;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 

for  the  Golonies  Feb  27, 1886 
Canada — Crofter  Emigrants,   Question,  Dr. 

Clark;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Feb 

27,  3327 
Chili,   Question,   Mr.   Mao  Neill ;    Answer, 

The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 

Feb  17,   429;   Qaestion,  Mr.    Bachanan; 

Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 

AfbOrs  Feb  24, 1021 

[eont. 


Emigration  and  Immigration — cont. 

Foreign  Paupers,  Immigration  of,  Questions, 
Mr.  H.  Yincentj  Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answers, 
The  President  of  the  Local  Goremment 
Board  Feb  21,  889 

Walee— Returns,  Question,  Mr.  D.  Thomas ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  Feb  28, 1608 


Employers'  Liability  Acti  Amendment 
Bill 

c  Ordered;  read  !*•  Feb  12,  179 

Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

e.  Ordered;  read  T*  Feb  12,  173 

Employers'  Liability  for  Iignries  to 
Workmen  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  read  I**  Feb  27, 1444 

EssLVicoirr,  Mr.  P.,  Aberdeenshire,  E, 
Parliament — Qneen's    Speech,  Address    ia 
Answer  to,  767, 824 

Extraordinoflry   Tithe    Redemption   Act, 
1886 
Betum  ordered  Feb  21,  992 

Factory  and  Workshop  Act  (1878) 
Amendment  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1<*  •  Feb  12,  169 

Farm  Serrants'  Wages  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1*»  •  Feb  14,  408 

Pabquhabson,  Dr.  R.,  Aberdeenshire,  W. 
Army  and  Navy  Medical  Officers,  1624,  1851 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act — Pleuro- 
pneumonia, 1017 

Fee-Paying  (Scotland)  Schools 
Betum  orderod  Mar  3,  1654 

Fekwiok,  Mr.  C.,  Northumberland,  Wans- 
beck 
Colliery  Explosion  at  Longton,  1014 
Parliament-— Queen's    Speech,   Address    in 
Answer  to,  958 

Ferguson,  Mr.  B.  G.  M.,  Leith,  ike. 

Parliament — Queen's    Speech,  Address    in 
Answer  to,  233,  704 

Febgusson,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J.  (Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs),  Man/Chester,  N,E. 

Africa  (East  Coast) 
Congo  Free  State,  209 
Portagnese  in,  41,  122 

Africa  (South  Coast) 
Delagoa  Bay  Railway,  729,  1630,  1799 

[conf. 
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FiSGUSSON,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J. — eont, 

Africa  (West  Coast) 
Affairs,  1340 
Niger  Territories,  196 

America — North  Fisheries,  1157 
ArgentiDe  Bepablic,  Emigration  to,  481 
Bebring  Seas  Fisheries,  307,  1341 
Bmssels  Anti-Slavery  Conference,  209 
Chili,  Emigration  to,  429,  1021 
China — Yangtze,  Navigation  of,  428 
.  Civil  Service— Foreign  Office— Mr.  C.  Lloyd, 

1019 
Crete,  1341 

Egyptian  Antiquities,  1 167 
India,  Burma,  and  Siam,  1638 
International  Labour  Conference,  121,  194, 

751,  1154, 1496 
Malta — Mission  to  the  Pope,  1025 
Naval  Manoeuvres,  759 
Newfoundland— Fishing  Bigbts,  203 
Parliament— Queen's    Speech,    Address    in 

Answer  to,  246,  251,  276,  277,  1118 
Persian  Kurds,  1024 
Portugal— English  Clerks,  191 
Bussia — Carriage  of  Petrolenm,  1496 
Turkey— Courts  at  Aleppo,  1382,  1607 

Moussa  Bey,  441 
Western    Australia  Constitutioo    Bill,  2B, 

1372 

Field,  Admiral  E.,  Sussex^  Eastbourne 
Naval  and  Military  Administration,  577 
Navy— H.M.S.  "  Ajam*'  666 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address   in 

Answer  to,  796,  800 
Supply  —  Beformatory      and      Industrial 
Schools,  1281 

Febldbn,  Mr.   T.,  Lancashire^  S,E.,  Mid- 

dleton 
Supply— West  End  Scandals,  1594 

Fisheries 
Sea  Fishing  Statistics,  Question,  Mr.  Bown- 
tree ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  Feh  24,  1024 
(i6ie0  also  Bebring  Seas  and  Newfoundland) 

Fisheries  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1«»  Feh  12,  171 

Fisheries  Regnlatioii  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1<>  •  Feh  12,  172 

Fishing  in  Rivers  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  read  l"" •  JP0&  12,  180 

Fitzgerald,  Dr.  J.  G.,  Longford,  S. 
Ireland — Land  Commission — Longford,  1628 

Fltnn,  Mr.  J.  C,  Cork,  JV^ 
Ireland 

Cork  Union,  1005, 1150,  1498 
Emergency  Man,  Charges  against,  1648, 

1775 
GvictioD  Summonses,  873 

IcofU, 
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Fltmn,  Mr.  J.  C— con*. 

Faloarragh — ^Alleged  Intimidatiqn,  1775 


M'Bnery,  Mr.  J.  1166 

M'Eeever,  1500 

O'Mahonj,  Mr.  J.  E.  1490, 1491 

Police  and  Roman  Catholic  Priests,  874 

Slatteiy,  Mr.  J.  738,  1339,  1501 

Special  Commission  Beport,  893 

Parliament — Privilege — Times  and  Mr.  Par- 
nell,  Bes.  98 
Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answ«r  to, 
507 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland)    Bill,    2R. 
1266 

Foley,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Galtoay,  Connemara 
Poor    Law    Ooardians    (Ireland)    Bill,  2IL 
1254 

Foreign  Affaibs — Secretary  of  State  (see 
Sausbubt,  Marquess  of) 

Foreign  Afh^aibs — Under  Seoretaiy  o! 
State  (see  Fsbgusson,  Bigkt  Hoel 
Sir  J.) 

Foreign    Countries    (Gold    and    Silver 
Marking) 
Betnm  ordered  Feh  19,  677 

Foreign  Ooods  (Mark  of  Origin)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1**  Feb  12,  175 

Order  for  2B. ;  Adjourned  Feh  14,  401 

FOBTESCUE,  Earl 
County  Councils  and  Local  Bates,  1146 
Examinations    for     Official    AppoiiLtments, 
Bes.  1480 

FosTEB,  Sir  B.  W.,  Derby,  EkesUm 
Allotments  Act,  1152 

Parliament — Q  aeon's    Speech,    Address   in 
Answer  to,  814 

FowLEB,  Right  Hon.  H.  H.,  Wclverhemp- 
ton,  E. 
Barracks  (Coosolidated  Fund),  Beport,  1759 
Companies  (Winding-up)  Bill,  2B.  1418, 1417, 

1422 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Beport,  -Bes. 
1802, 1811 

Law  and  Jnstice  and  Police — Court  of  Judi- 
cature, 1348 
Prosecution  of  a  Surgeon,  754 

National  Debt  Bedemption,  757 
Parliament — Papers  Distribution,  Bee.  543, 

676 
School  Board  for  London  (SupsramniatioD) 

Bill,  2R.  538 
Supply — Retired  Allowances,  1352 

FowLEE,  Sir  R  N.,  London 
Africa— Swaziland,  302 

Zululand— Native  Chiefs,  308 
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TowLEB,  Sir  B.  N. — cont. 

Death  of  a  Prisoner  at  Manchester,  309 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address  in 

Answer  to,  287 
Sapplj— Bechoanaland,  1239,  1247 

FBASES-MACKiiriX)SH,  Mr.  C.  F.,  Inverness- 
shire 
Post  Office—Abase  of  Postal  Service,  433 
Scotland — Highlands  and  Islands,  1333 
Islands — Postal  Gommonioation,  1013 

Friendly  Societies 
Qnestion,  Mr.  F.  Stevenson ;    Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Feb  21,  894 

Fulton,  Mr.  J.  F.,  West  Ham,  N, 
Ireland— Special  Gomoiissioa  Report,  Bes. 

1713,  1718,  1719,  1720,  1729, 1732, 1784 
Local  Qovemment  Servants — Fonlsham,  Mr. 

W.  S.  1643 

Gkdqb,  Mr.  S.,  Stockport 
Parliament — <3aeen's    Speech,    Address   in 

Answer  to,  762 
Western  Australia  Gonstitntion    Bill,    2B. 

1886 

GlSMAKT  . 

Berlin  Labour  Conference  {tee  title  Labonry 
Trade,  and  Gommeroe) 

GiBSALTAB 

Dock  Accommodation,  Qnestion,  Admiral 
Mayne;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  Feb  13,  198;  Question,  Ob- 
servations, Yisconnt  Sidmoath,  Lord 
Brassey,  Lord  Elphinstone  Feb  28, 1483 
€tuard  Boom,  Question,  Mr.  Mount ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  for  War  Feb  20,  1012 

QiLHOOLY,  Mr.  J.,  Cork,  W. 
Poor    Law    Guardians  (Ireland)  Bill,    2B. 
1270 

Gill,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Louth,  S, 
Ireland — Evictions  at  Glongorey,  Bes.  1066 

Gladstone,  Right  Hon.  W.  £.,  Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothicm 
Ireland — Special  Gommission  Beport,  Bea. 
1670, 1699, 1819 

Parliament — ^Members  —  Mr.  Labonohere's 
Suspension,  Bes.  1654,  1656 

Privilege— Time«  and  Mr.  Parnell,  Bes. 
63 

Qneeo*s  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to, 
136,  151,  334,  356, 714 

Olebe  Lamd  Sales 
Address  for  Betum  Feb  20,  759 

Olebe  Lands  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  P*  Feb  21,  895 


GoBST,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  E.  (Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India) , 
Chatham 

India— Assam  Tea  Gardens,  187, 1634 
Bengal  Board  of  Bevenue,  568 
Bombay  Factory  Labour,  1321 
Barma  Oil  GoncessioiiS,  735 
Gbandalin  Maharani  of  Bewa,  735 
Ghin-Loahai    Expedition,    41,    190,   736, 

1021 
Givil  Service — Age  of  Gandidates,  435 
Grawford  Gase,  188 
Grops— Sonthem  India,  1022 
Delhi-Umballa-Kalka  EUulway,  1605 
Excioe  Administration,  768 
Gilgit,  Occnpatioa  of,  872 
Government  and  Africa,  1637 
Kashmir,  568 
Local  Gooncils,  567 
Punjab — Biotingin  the,  1768 
Bailways-— Ghittagong  and  Assam,  1028 
Yolanteer  Forces,  1768 
Works  Department,  809 

Parliament — ^Privilege — Times  and  Mr.  Par- 
nell, Bes.  53,  55 

GoscHEN,  Right  Hon.  G.  J.  (Chancellor 

of   the   Exchequer),    St.    George^s, 

Hanover  Squa/re 

Civil  Service 
Lloyd,  Mr.,  744 
Bidley  Gommission,  1643,  1770 
Boyal  Gommission  Beport,  210 
Treasury  Glerks,  1164 

Colonial  Stoclcs,  748 

Currency 

One-Pound  Notes,  1169 

Pre- Victorian  Sovereigns,  1661 

Silver  Coinage,  1646 

Cyprus — Postal  Communication,  1767 

Inland  Bevenue 
Glub-House  Licences,  301 
Horse  and  Wheel  Tax,  1849 
Income  Tax,  199 
Oriental  Plate,  872 
Property  Tax,  418 
Transfer  Stamp  Duty,  1650 
Van  and  Wheel  Tax,  1162,  1650 

Ireland — Derry  Income  Tax  Surveyor,  426 
National  Debt  Bedemption,  737 
Parliament  —  Papers  —  Distribution   Com- 
mittee, Bes.  676 
Perpetual  Pensions,  422 
Public  Trustees  Bill,  727 
Purchase  of  Land  (Ireland)  Acts,  728 

Savings  Banks 

GardifF,  186 

Chelsea,  1647 

Ti?istee,  1160 
Scotland — Death  Duties,  1158 

Succession  Duty,  1507 

Supply 
Army  and  Navy  Estisiates — ^Arrangement 

of  Votes,  1614 
Civil  Services  and  Bevenue  Departmei.t 8^ 

1529,  1530,  1531,  1590 


GOU 


HAL 


<JouBLBT,  Mp.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 
American  (North)  Fisheries,  1157, 1340 

Navy 

H.M.S.  "  Barracoutay*'  193 
H.M.8.  "  Victoria,"  201 
Boyal  Yachts,  1166 

Supply — Diplomatic  Services,  1232 


Government  Departments  Securities 
Colonial  StochSf  Qaestion,  Sir  G.  Campbell ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Feb  20,  743 
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Halsbubt  Lord.~cimt. 
Lunacy  Consolidation  Bill,  2B.  1621 
Parliament 
Appointment   of    Standing  Committees, 

Res.  663 
Resignation  of  the  Clerk  Assistant,  Bes. 
645,650 

Partnership  Bfll,  2B.  1817 
Public  Trustee  Bill,  2B.  994,  096 
Trust  Companies  BUI,  2B.  998,  1000 


<}baham,  Mr.  R.  C,  Lanark,  N,  W. 
Army — Troops  in  Natal  and  Zulnland,  426 
Bombay — Factory  Labour,  1322 
CiTil  Service  Writers,  1644 
Vj  al  Mines— Cruelty  to  Ponies,  195 
International  Labour  Conference,   121,  751, 

1496, 1773 
Ir  4and — SpeciaS    Commission— Le    Caron, 

881 
Labour— Eight  Hours,  1168 

Lhw  and  Justice  and  Police 
Feely,  Case  of,  1355 
EMckets  in  Trade  Disputes,  1504 
Police  and  the  London  Strikes,  185,  808, 
888 

Newington  Vestry,  1639 

Pa«']iament — Qneen*s    Speech,    Address    in 

Answer  to,  288,  1088,  1099,  1102, 1103, 

1104, 1107, 1123, 1127 

Pont  Office 
Auxiliary  Postmen,  743 

Sorters,  1511 
Letter  Carriers — Christmas  Presents,  870 
Postal  Employ iSf  1611 
Working  Expenses,  1774 

Granyille,  Earl 

Australian  Federation,  409 

Education — Examinations  for  Official  Ap- 
pointments, Bes.  1472 

Ireland — Special  Commission,  1766 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in 
Answer  to,  17,  21,  36 

Gray,  Mr.  C.  W.,  Essex,  Matdon 
Supply — Board  of  Aflrriculture,  1219 

Guardians  of  the  Poor  (Election)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  V  •  Feb  12,  169 

Guardians  of  the  Poor  (Ctualification) 
Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  ^€6^17,  544 

Hall,  Mr.  C,  Cambridge,  Chesterton 
Supply— West  End   Soandals,   1600,    1603, 
1608,  1609 

Halsburt,  Lord  (Lord  Chancellor) 

Crown  Office  Bill,  2B.  869;  Committee,  1006; 

3d.  1129 
Examinations    for    Official    Appointments, 

Res.  1483 

[conU 


BLlmilton,  Right  Hon.  Lord  G.  J.  (First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralfy),  Middlesex, 
Ealing 

Navy. 
Artillery  Volunteers,  1387 
Bantry  Harbour,  1016 
Cadets,  433 

Contracts — Asbestos  Company,  1160 
Gibraltar — Dock  Accommodation,  198 
Influenza  at  Sbeemess,  1016 
Medical  Officers,  1651 
Pensions  to  Seamen,  1652 
Boyal  Tacbts,  190,  1156 

Sbipe 

H.M.S.  "  Barracouta,"  193 
H.M.a  "  Victoria;'  202,  1347 

Victualling  Yard,  Deptford,  806 

Navy  Estimates,  301,  737 
Parliament — Members — Lord  G.J.  Hamilton 
and  Mr.  Labouohere,  1668 

Hanbubt,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Preston 

Army 
Medical  Stores,  1497 
Soldiers*  Discharge,  1628 
War  Office  Contracts,  1496 

Navy — Artillery  Volunteers,  1337 
H.M.S.  "  Victoria;*  1347,  1508 

Handloom  Weavers  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1*>  •  Feb  12,  176 

Hankby,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Surrey,  Chertsey 
Army — Bisley  Common,  1510 

Harcourt,  Right  Hon.   Sir  W.   G.  V., 
Derby 
Ireland — Special  Commission   Report,  Bes. 
1705, 1706,  1707, 1708 

.  Parliament 

Business  of  the  House,  1174 

Members — Mr.  Labouchere's  Suspension, 

1656 
Privilege — Times    and  Mr.  Pamell,   Res. 

43,  55 
Queen's   Speech,   Address   in  Answer  to, 

980,  981,  982 

Hardcastle,  Mr.  B.,  Salford,  N, 
Transvaal,  1168 

Hares  (Close  Time)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«>  •  Feb  12,  170 
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Hares  Preserration  Bill 

I.  Presented ;  read  1*  •  Feb  11,  38 
Bead  2*  and  oommitted  to   Committee  of 

the  whole  Honse  Feb  17,  410 
GoDsidered  in  Committee  Feb  20,  725 
Report  Feb  21,  862 

Habrinqton,  Mr.  E.,  Kerry,  W. 
Bantry  Harboar,  1016 

Parliament — TTiviieffe— Times  and  Mr.  Par- 
nell,  Beg.  85,  87, 101 
Qaeen*ii    Speech,  Address  in  Answer  t  *, 
338 

Harrington,  Mr.  T.  C,  Dublin,  Harbour 
Ireland — Special  Commission  Beport,  Bes. 
1840, 1847,  1856 

Harrowby,  Earl  of 
Gcmntj  Coancils  and  Local  BatcF,  1133 

Hatden,  Mr.  L.  P.,  Leitrim,  S, 
Ireland 
Arrears  Act,  442,  1838 
Police  Escorts,  441 

:Navy— Galwaj  Docks,  1839 

Healt,  Mr.  M.,  Cork 
Ireland 
Cork  Long  Leaseholders'  Af  sociation,  887 
Criminal  Law,  &c. — Kelly,  Mr.  J.  739 
Judicial  Bents  and  Drainag-e  Board  Votes, 

885 
Land  Acts,  887 

Police— Boman  Catholic,  741,  886 
Special  Commission  Beport,  893 

Hbalt,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Longford,  N. 
Ireland 
Criminal  Law,  &c. — Kelly,  Mr.  J.  739 
Land  Acts — Anonymous  Leafletf,  435 
Police— Boman  Catholic,  741,  886 
Special  Commission 
Daly,  Mr.  J.  571 
Beport,  444 

H£ATON,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Canterbury 

Poet  Office— Halfp^nny  Postage  Card^,  1023 
Supply— Foreign  Office,  1209 
Victoria  Divorce  Act,  16 17 

Hebscu£LL,  Lord 
Indian  Councils  Bill,  8^19 
Parltan*ent — Appointment  of  Standing  Com- 
mittees, Bes.  55  i,  560 
Par  ner«hip  Bill,  2B.  1317 
Trust  Companies  Bill,  2B.  996, 999,  1000 

Hill,  Colonel  E.  S.,  Bristol,  S, 
Ireland — Special  Commission   Beport,  Bes. 
1829 

Hill,  Mr.  A.  S.,  Staffordshire,  Kingatvin- 
ford 
B^iring  Seas  Fisheriet,  807 
Western  Australia  Constitution  Bill,  758  ; 
2B.1367 

YOL.  CCGXLI.     [third  series.] 


Hoare,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Hampstead 
Western    Australia    Constitution   Bill,  2B. 
1391 

HOBHOUSE,  Mr.  H.,  Somerset,  E. 

County  Councils  and  Urban  Main  Beads,  203 

Home  Department — Secretary    of   State 
(see  Matthews,  Eight  Hon.  H.) 

Home  Department — Under  Secretary  of 
State  (see  Wortley,  Mr.  C.  B. 
Stuart) 

Hop  Industry 

Select  Committee    ordered   and  nominated 
Feb  28.  1612 

Houldsworth,   Sir  W.   H.,   Manchester, 

Bi-metallism,  1325 

Housing  oftlie  Poor 
Artisans'    Dwellings,    Question,    Mr.  Salt; 
Answer,  The   Home    Secretary  Feb  27, 
1318 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  (Metro- 
polis) Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  I*'  •  Feb  12,  168 

Howell,  Mr.  G.,  Bethnal  Green,  N,E, 
Cardiff  Savings  BanV,  185 
Chelsea  Trustee  Bank,  1646 
Bateable  Property  in  London — Assessment, 

1024 
Salford  Gas  Frands,  749,  1029 
Statute  Law — Consolidation,  756 
Statute  Law  Bevision  Bill,  311 

HowoRTH,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Salford,  S. 
Egyptian  Antiquities,  1167 
Naval  ManoBuvres,  759 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address    in 

Ansner  to,  211 
Salford  Uas  Frauds,  749,  882 

Hughes,  Colonel  E.,  Wodunch 

Parliament — Parliamentary     and      CoULty 
Council  Begis  era,  416 
Questious  in  the  House,  443 
Property  'fax,  418 
Volunteers  as  Voters,  417 

Hunter,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Aberdeen,  N, . 
Ireland— Special  Commission  Beport,  758 
Volumes  of  Evidence,  1777 

Indu — Secretary  of  State  (see  Cross, 
Viscount) 

India — ^Under  Secretary  of  State,  (see 
GORST,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  J.  E.) 
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India 

Afneat  In^an  Chvernment  and,  QaeBiion, 
Sir  6.  Campbell;  Anavrer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  India  Mar  3,  1637 

Army — Volunteer  ForceSf  Qaestion^Mr.  Caine ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  India 
Mar  4,  1768 

Assam 

Chitta^ong  and  Assam  Railway,  Qaei- 
tion,  Mr.  Bradlangh ;  Anivrer,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  India  Feb  24, 
1022 

Coolies,  QnestioD,  Mr.  Bradlangh; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
India  Feb  13,  187;  Questions,  Mr. 
S.  Smith,  Sir  G.  Campbell ;  Answers, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  India  3far  3, 
1632 

Bengal — Board  of  Revenue — Appointment  of 
Mr.  Beamei,  Question,  Mr.  Bradlangh; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  India 
Feb  18,  568 

Bombay — Factory  Labour,  Questions,  Mr. 
S.  Smith,  Mr.  C.  Graham  ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  India  Feb  27,  1820 

Burma 

Oil  Concessions^  Qnestion,  Mr.  Brad- 
langh ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  India  Feb  20, 735 

8iam  and  Burma,  Question,  Mr.  Bryce ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  Mar  3,  1638     . 

Cashmir,  Maharaja  of,  Question,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
India  Feb  18,  568 

Chin-Lushai  Expedition,  QuestioDS,  Mr. 
bradlangh;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  India  Feb  11,  41 ;  Feb  13,  190 ;  Feb 
20,  736;  Qaestions,  Sir  G.  CampbeU,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  India  Feb  24,  1021 

Civil  Service 

Age  of  Candidates,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Mark 
Stewart ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  India  Feb  17,  435 

Crawford  Case,  Qaestions,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh;  Answers,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  India,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  Feb  13,  188 

Public  Works  Department — Civil  En- 
gineers, Qaestioo,  Sir  B.  Lethbridge ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
India  Feb  14,  309 

Crops,  State  of,  in  Southern  India,  Question, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  India  Feb  24,  1022 

Delhi-Umballa-Kalka  Railway,  Qnestion, 
Sir  G.  Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  for  India  Feb  28,  1504 

East  India  (Age  of  Candidates  for  the  Civil 
Service),    Address  for  Return  Feb  18,  582 

East  India  (Board  of  Revenue,  Bengal), 
Address  for  Returns  Feb  20,  759 

East  India  (Crairford  Case),  Address  for 
Return  Feb  14,  298 

Icont, 


India— con*. 

Excise  —  Administration,     Question,      Mr. 

Caine ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 

India  Mar  4,  1768 
Oilgit,  Occupation  of,  Qnestion,   Mr.  Brad- 
langh ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 

India  Feb  21,  871 
Indemnity  Bill,  Questions,  Mr.  Bradlaugh; 

Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  for  India 

Feb  17,  436 
Local  Councils,  Questions,  Sir  W.  Plowden, 

Mr.  Bradlaugh;     Answers,    The    Under 

Secretary  for  India  Feb  18, 567 
National  Oongre<8, Qnestion,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ; 

Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 

Feb  17,  436 
Pu/njab,  Rioting  in.  Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ; 

Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  India 

Jfar  4,  1768 
Rewa — The  Chandalin  Maharani,  Qnestion, 

Mr.     Bradlaugh;    Answer,    The    Under 

Secretary  for  India  Feb  20, 735 
Transvaul — Indian  Subjects,    Question,  Mr. 

W.  F.  Lawrence;    Answer,   The    Under 

Secretary  for  the  Colonies  Feb  25, 1159 

Indian  Conndls  Bill 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1*  Feb  21,  862 
Order  for  2B. ;  Postponed  Mar  3, 1617 

Indian  Councils  Bill 

Question,    Lord    Herschell;    Answer,    The 
Secretary  for  India  Feb  21,  849 

Indian  Conncils  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  Feb  12,  173 

Infant  Life  Protection  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1°  •  Feb  14,  404 

Infections  Diseases  (Prevention)  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  read  l***  Feb  12,  176 

International    Labour    Conference   (See 
Labour,  Trade,  and  Commerce) 

Intestates'  Estates  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  P  •  Feb  12,  173 

Intoxicating  Liqnors  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Feb  12, 166 

Intoxicating  Liqnors   (Ireland)  Hours 
of  Sale  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1**  •  Feb  12,  171 

Order  for  2R. ;  Adjourned  Feb  26,  1309 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Licences) 
Address  for  Keturn  Feb  13,  210 

Intoxicating     Liqnors    (Local    Veto) 
(Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1®  *  Feb  12,  167 
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Agriculture — Report,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Lane  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Feb  24, 
1009 

ArriMf '-' Barracks  —  Dublin  ^  Qaestions,  Mr. 
Mao  Neill,  Mr.  W.  A.  Macdonald ;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  for  War  Feb  21,  875 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Mao  Neill ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  for  War  Feb  28,  1494 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act 
Boycotting  Returns,   Qaestions,    Mr.  J. 

Morley,   Mr.   Clancy ;    Answers,  The 

Chief  Secretary  Feb  25,  1169 
Connell,  Dennis,  Questions,  Mr.  W.  A. 

Macdonald,  Mr.  A.  Pease,  Mr.  Sexton ; 

Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Feb  20, 

745 
Falcarra^h,  Intimidation  at,  Qaestion, 

Mr.  Flynn ;    Answer,   The  Attorney 

General  for  Ireland  Mar  4,  1775 
Kelly,  Mr,    J.,   Qaestions,  Mr.    T.   M. 

Healy,  Mr.  M.  Healy ;   Answers,  The 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Feb  20, 

738 
M*Enery,  Mr.  J.,  Qnestion,  Mr.  O'Keeffe; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Feb  21, 

888;     Qaestions,  Mr.   O'KeefEe,   Mr. 

Flynn,    Mr.   Clancy ;     Answers,  The 

Attorney  General  Feb  25,  1165 
M^Hugh, Mr., Question,  Mr. P.  McDonald; 

Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Feb  20, 

744 
M*Mahony,    Mr.  J.  E.,  Qaestions,  Mr. 

Condon,  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor, 

Mr.  Sexton ;     Answers,    The    Chief 

Secretary  Feb  28,  1489 

Newbridge,  Arrests  at,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Carew ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Feb  20,  759 ;  Qaestions,  Mr.  Carew, 
Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary,  880 

O'Connor, Mr. H.,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Sexton ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  Feb  26, 1316 ;  Qaestions,  Mr. 
Carew ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Feb  27,  1344 

Slattery,  Mr.  J.,  Qaestions,  Mr.  O'Hea, 
Mr.  Lane,  Dr.  Tanner,  Mr.  P. 
O'Brien ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary Feb  13,  199;  Questions,  Mr. 
Flynn,  Mr.  Mao  Neill ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  Feb  20.  737; 
Questions,  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr.  Sexton ; 
Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  Feb  27,  1339  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Flynn ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Feb  28,  1501 

Statistics,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Ellis ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Feb  21, 
870 


Drainage 

Drainage  Board  Votes  and  Judicial 
Rents,  Question,  Mr.  M.  Healy; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Feb  21, 
885 
General  Code,  Question,  Mr.  Marum; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Feb  20, 
747 

IconU 


Ieeland — Drainage— eont. 

Shannon,  Question,  Mr.  W.  Abraham  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Feb  20, 
739;  Qaestion,  Mr.  O'Keeffe  ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  Feb  21,  875 

Dublin  Hospital  Bill 

Statement  by  Mr.  Sexton  Feb  20,  749 
Questions,  Mr.  T.  W.  Rassell,  Mr.  Sex- 
ton ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  Feb  27,  1350 

Education 

Model  Schools,  Qaestion,  Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary Feb  20,  731 

National  Schoolsy  Bailieborough,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  O'Hanlon;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Mar  3, 
1640 

National  Teachers,  Question,  Mr.  D. 
Sullivan;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary Feb  21,  871;  Question,  Mr.  D. 
Sullivan;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  3, 1624 

Queen's  College,  Questions,  Mr.  Johnston, 
Mr.  De  Cobain ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Feb  27,  1326 

Fisheries 

Donegal,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Mao  Neill ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  Feb  28, 
1492 

Inland  Revenue 

Income  Tax — Derry  Surveyor,  Qaestion, 
Mr.  A.  O'Connor;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  17, 
442 

Land  Acts,  Question,  Mr.  M.  Healy;  An- 
swer,  The  Chief    Secretary  Feb  21, 

887 
Anonymous  Leaflets,    Questions,  Mr.  P. 

O'Brien,    Mr.    Sexton,     Mr.    T.    M. 

Healy ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 

Feb  17,  434 
Cork     Long     Leaseholders'  Association, 

Questions,  Mr.  M.  Healy  ;   Answers, 

The  Chief  Secretary  Feb  21,  887 

Land  Commission 

Applications  for  Fair  Rents^  Question, 
Mr.  Mao  Neill;  Answer,  The  Chit-f 
Secretary  Feb  13,  191  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Clancy ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secr«  - 
tary  Feb  27,  1329 

Cavan,  Question,  Mr.  O'Hanlon  ;  An- 
swer, The  Attcrnoy  General  for  Ire- 
land Mar  4,  1775 
•  Judicial  Leases,  Question,  Mr.  M-c 
Neill ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Feb  24,  1002 

Judicial  Rents,  Question,  Mr.  M'Cartan  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Feb  1^, 
186 

Longford,  Question,  Dr.  Fitzgeiald ;  An- 
swer.  The  Attorney  General  for  Iic- 
land  Mar  3,  1628 

Land  Purchase  Acts,  Question,  Mr.  .T. 
E.  Ellis ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary Feb  13,  206 ;  Question,  Mr.  John 

4  A  2  leont. 


IRE 


IRE 


{INDEX} 

341. 


IRE       m£ 


Irklaxd— Land  Pardiase  Act6  —  con\. 

Ellis  ;  Answer,  The  Chanoellorof  the 
Ezcbeqtier  Fth  20,  72S;  QaestioD, 
Mr.  D.  Sallirau  ;  Acswer,  Tbe  Chief 
Secretary  Feh  20,  734.;  Qnes- 
tion,  Mr.  John  Ellis ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasory  Feh  20, 
756 

Land  Titles^  Question,  ObservatiorR,  Earl 
of  Belmorp,  Lord  Mouteag'e,  Earl  Cadogan 
Feh  21,  849 

Landlord  and  Tenant 

Arrears  Act,  Qaestiond,  Mr.  Hayden; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Feh  17, 
442 ;  Feh  27,  133S 

Caretaker!',  Questions,  Sir  G.  Trerelyan ; 
Answers, 'J'he  Chief  Secretary  Feh  20, 
750 ;  Feh  24,  1017 

CUmgorey,  Qnestioos,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 
Carew,  Mr.  Mac  Neill ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  Feh  24,  1026 ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Carew,  Mr.  Sexton;  An- 
swers, The  Chief  Secretary  Feh  26, 
1253;  Questions,  Mr.  Carew,  Mr. 
Sextoo,  Mr.  Clancy ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Feh  27,  1342  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Carew ; 
Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  The  Chief  Secretary  Feh  28, 
1501;  Question,  Mr.  Sexton;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  General  for  Ira- 
land  Feh  28,  1614;  Motion  lor  Ad- 
journment of  the  House  Feh  24, 1023 

Eviction  Summons^*,  Question,  Mr. 
Flynn  ;  Answer,  TbeCliief  Secretary 
Feb  21,  873 

JPa'r  Rents  —  General,  Question,  Mr. 
M'Cartan  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary Feh  14,  315 ;  Question,  Mr. 
M'Oartan  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Feh  18,  576 

Qiceedore  and  Falcarragh — Battering 
Pani,  Question,  Mr.  MacNeiil;  An- 
svver,  The  Chief  Secretary  Feh  21, 
1025 

Judicial  RentM  and  the  Drainage  Board 
Vrtes,  Quei-tion,  Mr.  M.  Healy ;  An- 
fWT,  Tne  Chidf  Secretary  Feb  21, 
885 

Olphert  Estate, Qqcb  ion,  Mr.  M-icNei  1; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Feb  17, 
420;  Qnestim,  Mr.  Mao  Neill;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  General  Mar  8, 
1621 

Laxo  and  Justice  and  Police 

Agrarian  Crime,  Questions,  Mr.  P. 
O'Brien,  Mr.  Sexton;  Annwerj,  The 
Chief  Secretary  Feh  20, 740 

Cork  Justices,  Qnestionf,  Dr.  Tanner; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Feh  17, 
427 

Kilkenny,  an  Assize  Ca'e  at.  Question, 
Mr.  Marum ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary Feb  21,^78 

Killaloe,     Affray     at.     Question,     Mr. 
O'Keeffe  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary Feh  28, 1498 

Icont. 
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M^Keever,  Cha/rges  against,  Question, 
Mr.  Flynn  ;  Ajnswer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary Feh  28,  1600;  Qnestionn,  Mr. 
Fljnn ;  Answers,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  3,  1648; 
Jfar  4,  1775 

Prosecution^"*     under    the      Statute      of 
Edward  fll,    Qaestion,   Mr.  W.    Cor- 
bet; Answer.  The  Atcorney  G  neial 
for  IreUnd  Feh  28,  1498 

Police 

Cork,  Mayor  of.  Questions,  Dr.  Tanner  ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Feh  14, 
311 ;  Feb  17,  441 

Roman  Catholic  Police,  Questions,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  M.  Bealy;  An. 
swers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Feb  20, 
741  ;  Feh  21,  886 

Qenei-ai  Questions,  Question,  Dr.  Tan- 
ner; Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Feh  13,  208;  Question,  Mr.  Hayden; 
Answrr,  The  Chief  Secr<jjary  Feh  17, 
441  ;  Question,  Mr.  Flynn ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  Feb  21,  874; 
Question,  Mr.  J.  M'Carthv  ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  Feh  25,  1155 

Prisons 

Condition  0/,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Mac  Neill; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Feh  17, 
429 

Demi  Oaol,  Question,  Mr.  Mac  Neill ; 
A»  swer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Feh  17, 
418 

Discipline,  Question,  Mr.  Blane ;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  Fet>  14, 
300 

Lighthouses — Tory  Island,  Question,  Mr. 
Murphy ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  Feb  27,  1331 

Local  Government  Board 

Cork  Board  of  Guardia'*s,  Questions, 
Dr.  Tanner.  Mr.  O'Hea;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  Feh  14,  310 

Cork  Unioit,  Questions,  Dr.  Tanner,  Mr. 
Flynn ;  Answer?,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Feh  24,  1004  ;  Quealions,  Dr.  Tanner, 
Mr.  Lan*»,  Mr.  Flynn ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  Feb  25,  1149;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Flynij  ;  Answer,  The  Chi^f 
Secretary  Feh  28,  14,^8 

Lunacy — Kilkenny  Asylum,  Question, 
Mr.  Marum ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Feb  24,  1024 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and 
Allegations) — The  Special  Commission 
Cost  of  Commission,  Questions,  Mr.  J. 
Ellis,  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Mr.  Parnell ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  The  Fir^t  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  Feb  14,  312 

Report  of  Commission 

Beport  Laid  upon  the  Table  Feh  13,  182; 

Motion  Mar  3,  1656  j   Mar  4,   1719  j 

Debate  adjourned 
Statement  by  The  First  Lord  of  the 

Treasory  Feh  21,  992 

Icont, 
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IsashAJfJ)— Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and 
Allegations) — Report  of  Commission — cont. 

QaestioDB,  Mr.  Parnell*  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  Feb  17,  4M ;  Qnestions,  Mr. 
Labouohere  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  Feb  18,  677;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Hunter,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury Feb  20,  758;  Questions,  Mr. 
Cobb,  Mr.  Labouchere,  Mr.  M.  Healy, 
Mr.  Flynn;  Answers,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  Feb  21,  891 ;  Ques- 
tions, Obspr^ations,  Earl  Beauobamp, 
Marquess  of  Salisbury,  Earl  Gran- 
ville Mar  4,  1764;  Questions,  Mr. 
J.  0* Connor,  Mr.  Hunter,  Mr.  Sexton, 
Mr.  Mao  Neill ;  Answers,  The  Firdt 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  4,  1776 

Times*  Witnesses 

Daly  J  Johuy  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The 
Home  Secretary  Feb  18,  571 ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  W.  O'Brien,  Mr.  Sexton, 
Mr.  T.  W.  Kussell;  Answers,  The 
Home  Secretary  Feb  27,  1331 

Le  Caront  Majors  Questions,  Mr. 
Labouchere,  Mr.  C.  Graham,  Mr. 
Cobb ;  Answers,  The  Home  Sec- 
retary Feb  21,  881;  Question,  Mr. 
Cobb ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary 
Feb  25,  1165 

Pigott,  Question,  Mr.  Labouchere ;  An- 
swer, The  Home  Secretary  Feb  21, 
8S0 

Times  and  Mr.  Parnell — Privilege^  Reso- 
lution Feb  11,  43 

Miscellaneous 

Butter  Tradey  Questions,  Mr.  Sheehan  ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Feb  21, 
886;  1^66  24,1030 

Disturbance  at  Coulagown  Churchy  State- 
ment by  Dr.  Tanner  Feb  17,  435 

Oovemment  Advertisements — *'  National- 
ist  and  Leinster  Times"  Quostioos, 
Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  Feb  27,  1328 

Kilkenny  County  Injirmaryy  Question, 
Mr.  Marum ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Feb  20,  747 

ZeptsZatton, Question,  Earl  of  Dunraven ; 
Answer,  Earl   Cadogan   Feb  17,   411 

Mimster  Coal  Field,  Question,  Mr. 
Mamm ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary Feb  21,  876 

Phoinix  Park — Band  Stand,  Question, 
Mr.  Murphy ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  Feb  24,  1015 

Tramways  Act,  Question,  Mr.  S.  Buxton ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  leb  24, 
1018 

JPters  and  Harbours 

Bantry  Harbtmr,  Questions,  Mr.  Murphy, 

Mr.  E.   Harrington ;    Answers,    The 

First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Feb  24, 

1016 
Fishery  Pier  in  Qalway  Bay,  Question, 

Mr.    Paulton;    Answer,   The    Chief 


Secretary  Feb  20.  750 


Icont. 
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Post  OjgUce 

Cork,  Questions,  Mr.  Lane;  Answers, 
The  Postmaster  General  Feb  26, 
1160  ;  Feb  28.  1503 

Dublin— Telegrams,  Questions,  Mr.  T. 
W.  Russeli,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Mac- 
artney; Answers,  The  Postmaster 
General  Feb  20,  731 

Knock — Postal  Facilities,  Question,  Mr. 
De  Cabain  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  Mar  3,  1629 

Telegraphic  Service,  Questions,  Mr* 
Lane ;  Answers,  The  Postmaster 
General  Feb  24,  1010 

Railways 

Ardglass,  Ques^on,  Mr.  Johnston; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Feb  25, 
1154 

Connemara — Repoi't,  Question,  Colonel 
Nolan ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  Mar  3,  1641 

Light  Railways,  Questions,  Colonel 
Nulan,  Mr.  H.  Stewart,  Mr.  Clancy ; 
Answers,  The  Financial  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  Feb  18,  574 ;  Question, 
Mr.  S.  Buxton;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Feb  24,  1018 

Irish  National  Teachers  BUI 

Questions,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Stack ; 
Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
Mar  4,  1777 

Jackson,  Mr.  W.   L.  (Secretory  to  the 
Treasury),  Leeds,  ^. 

Army  and  Navy  Estimates — Arrangement 

of  Votes,  1613 
Civil  Service  Clerks— Second  Division,  733 

Writers,  1166,  1646 
Inland  Revenue — Metropolitan   Assessment 

Returns,  1024,  1335 

Ireland  " 

Connemara  Railway,  1643 

Dublin  Hospital  Bill,  1350 

L'ght  Railways,  .574 

PhoBuix  Park,  Dublin—Band  Stand,  1015 

Special  Commission,  577 ;   Coat  of,  312 

Local  Government  Board — London  County 
Council,  307 
Servants— Mr.  W.  S.  Foulsham,  1643 

Navy— Galway  Docks,  1339 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1254, 

1614,  1769 
Post    Office — Half-penny    Postage    Card?, 
1023 

Telegraph  Engineering  Inspectors,  757 

Supply — Buildings — Houses  of  Parliament, 

Report,  1312 
Buildings— South  EeuBington,  1189,  1193 
Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments, 

1628,  1533 
Superannuation  and  Retired   Allowances, 

1249,  1260,  1352,  1353 
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James,  Right  Hon.  Sir  H.,  Bury,  Lanca' 
shire 
Parliament — Qneen^s    Speeob,    Address    in 
Answer  to,  658,  662,  667,  669 

Jabyis,  Mr.  A.  W.,  Lynn  Regis 
Merohant  Shipping — "  Laineter,**  1322 

Jeffreys,  Mr.    A.    F.,    Hants,  Basing- 
stoke 

Barracks  (Consolidated  Fand)   Committee, 

1440 
Na^al  Cadets,  482 

Jennings,  Mr.  L.  J.,  Stockport 
Na^al  Estimates,  301 
Parliament — Basiness  of  the  Honse,  1520 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast,  S, 

Intozioatiog  Liqnors  (Ireland)  Honrs  of  Sale 

Bill,  2B.  1310 
Ireland 

Queen's  College,  1325 

Railway  at  Ardsrlass,  1154 

Tory  Island,  432 
Parliament — Qaeen'a    Speech,    Address  in 

Answer  to,  375 
Poor    Law    Guardians   (Ireland)  Bill,    2B. 

1266 

Jarors'  Detention  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  *  Feb  12, 174 

Kat-Shuttliworth,  Right  Hon.  SirU.  J., 
Lancashire^  Clitheroe 
Local  Government  Act — Commissioners,  1623 
Parliament — Business  of  the   Honse,  1521, 
1522 

Supply — Buildings — South  Kensington,  1188 
Civil  Servioes  and  Be  venue  Departments, 

1529,  1531,  1532,  1533 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,  1231 

EIeat,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Elgin  and  Nairn 

Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address    in 
Answer  to,  684,  688,  690 

Kelly,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Camberwell,  N, 
Civil  Service  Clerks,  733,  1164 
Employers'  Liability  for  Injuries  to 'Work- 
men Bill,  IB.  1444 

Kenyon,  Hon.  G.  T.,  Denbigh,  dkc. 

Parliament  —  Queen's   Speech,  Address  in 

Answer  to,  1079 
Welsh  Sunday  Closing  Commission,  182 

Kenyon-Slaney,  Colonel  W.,  Shropshire, 
Nervpoi't 
Supply— West  End  Scandals,  1585 

Kimberley,  Earl  of 

Crown  Office  Bill,  Committee,  1000 ;  3R.  180 
Examinations    for    Official    Appointments, 
Rep.  1476 


KiMBEBLBY,  Earl  of— conf. 

Indian  Councils  Bill,  2R.  1619 
Parliaipent  —  Resignation    of    the    Clerk 
Assistant,  Bes.  546,  550,  551 

Knatchbull-Hugessen,  Mr.  H.  T.,  Kent, 
Faversham 
Dog-Muzzling  Order,  300 
Navy — Explosion  of  Torpedoes,  1S09 
Sheemess,  Influenza  at,  751,  1016 
Parliament—Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  900 

Knutsford,  Lord  (Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies) 
Australian  Federation,  408 
Colonial  Courts  of  Admiralty  Bill,  2R.  1761 

Labouchere,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 
Army — Lord    Wolseley     and    the    Queen's 
Regulations,  884 

Ireland 

Special  Commission,  577 
Le  Caron,  Major,  881 
Pigott,  R.,  880 
Report,  891 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police  —  Trivial 
Offences — Case  of  T.  Barnes,  1161 

Parliament 

Basiness  of  the  House,  42,  1032, 1170, 

1254 
Privilege — Times  and  Mr.  Pamell,  Res.  74 
Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to, 

221, 228,  251 

Supply— Bechuanaland,  1243, 1244 
•    Board  of  Agriculture,  1229 

Buildings- South  Kensington,  1199, 1200, 

1202 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  1205, 

1206,  1207 
Diplomatic  Service,  1232 
West    End    Scandals,    1534,   1538,  1540, 

1542,    1543,    1550,    1552,    1553,  1555, 

1557,    1563,    1564,    1566,    1569,  1570, 

1571,  1572 
Westminster  Hall,  1186 

Labour,  Trade,  and  Commerce 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Questions,  Mr.  0.  V. 
Morgan;  Answers,  The  Home  Secretary 
Feb  20,  734 ;  Feb  27,  1336 

Arbitration  in  Trade  DisputeSf  Question,  Mr. 
W.  F.  Lawrence  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  Mar  3,  1648 

Eight  Hours  Question-,  Question,  Mr.  C. 
Graham ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  Feb  25, 1168 

Importation  of  Frozen  Meat,  Question, 
Mr.  Brookfield ;  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  Feb  25, 
1163 

International  Labour  Conferences,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  C.  Graham,  Mr.  Baumann ; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  Feb 
12,  121;  Question,  Mr.  Broadhxmi; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  Feb  13,  194;  Ques- 
tions,  Mr.    0.    Graham;    Answers,  The 
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Lmhowr,  Trade,  and  Cominercd —oont. 

Under  Secretarj  for  Foreign  Affairs 
Feb  20,  751 ;  Feb  25,  1153  ;  Feb  28, 1496 ; 
Qnestion,  Mr.  0.  Graham ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  4,  1773 

Margarine  Art — Irish  Butter ,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Sheehan;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
forlrelandJ^eb  21,885 

Strikes  in  London,  Qaestions,  Mr.  Norris, 
Mr.  C.  Graham ;  Answers,  The  Home 
Secretary  Feb  13, 183;  Questions,  Mr.  C. 
Graham ;  Answers,  The  Home  Secretary 
Feb  14,  308 ;  Feb  21,  888 

Trade  Disputes,  Pickets  in,  Qaestions,  Mr. 
Norris,  Mr.  G.  Graham,  Mr.  Rowlands ; 
Aoswers,  The  Home  Secretary  Feb  28, 
1504 

Trade  Marks  Protection  Act — Colonial  Legis- 
lation, Questions,  Mr.  0.  V.  Morgan,  Mr. 
Mandella;  Answers,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  Feb  27, 1336 

Land  Purchase  and  Divisions  (Scotland) 
BiU 

c.  Ordered;  read  1«»  Feb  19,  724 

Land  Purchase  (Ireland)  Bill 

Qaestions,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Seoretcoy  Feb  25, 1252 

Land  Tenure  (Wales)  Bill 

c  Ordered ;  read  V  •  Feb  12 

Lane,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Cork  Co,,  E, 

Army  and  Navy  Estimates — Arrangement 

of  Votes,  1613 
Intoxicating    Liqnors  (Ireland)     Hours    of 

Sale  Bill,  2B.  1309 

Ireland 

Agricultural  Reports,  1009 

Cork  Union,  1150 

Criminal  Law,  Ac.— Slattery,  Mr.  J.,  200 

Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  1302. 

1304 
Post  Office— Cork,  1166, 1503 

Telegraph  Service,  1010 

Larceny  Act  (1861)  Amendment  (Use 
of  Firearms)  Bill 

I,  Presented  ;  read  1**  Feb  14,  297 

Laumb,  Colonel  R.  P.,  Bath 
South  African  Affairs,  1013 

La/iv  and  Justice  and  Police  (England 
and  Wales) 
Adulteration  of  Food,  Questions,  Mr.  0.  V. 
Mor^n;  Auswers,  The  Home  Secretary 
Feb  20,  734 ;  Feb  21,  1336    | 
Boycotting — Billow  and  Fitzgerald,  Question, 
Mr.    P.   O'Brien;    Answer,    The    Home 
Secretary  Feb  13,  202 

Cou/nty  Courts 
Alleged    Perjury    in.   Questions,    Mr.   B. 
Boberts;  Answers,  The  Home   Secre- 
tary Feb  21,  883 ;  Feb  25,  1163 

[cont. 


Law  and  Justice    and    Police    (England  and 
Wales)— County  Courts— cont. 

Registrars,  Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  Feb  24, 
1030 

County  Courts  Consolidation  Bill,  Question, 
Mr.  B.  Boberts  ;  Answer,  The  Attor- 
ney General  Feb  28, 1512 

Criminal  Law 

Barnes,  T.  —  Trivial  Offences,  Question, 
Mr.  Labouchere;  Answer,  The  Home 
Secretary  Feb  25,  1161 

Excise  Prosecutions,  Question,  Mr.  Newnes; 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretaiy  Feb  27, 
1347 

Feely  —  Wrongful  Conviction,  Question, 
Mr.  0.  Graham;  Answer,  The  Home 
Secretary  Feb  27,  1335 

Oay,  C.  J. — Alleged  Harsh  Sentence,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Bradlaugh;  Answer,  The 
Home  Secretary  Feb  25, 1158 

Misappropriation  of  Trust  Money,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  H.  S.  Wright ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  Feb  28,  1513 

Pauper  Parents,  Support  of.  Question, 
Mr.  Winterbotham ;  Answer,  The 
Home  Secretary  Feb  24, 1007 

Prosecution  of  a  Surgeon  at  Warwick, 
Questions,  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Mr. 
MaoNeill;  Answers,  The  Attorney 
General  Feb  20,  754 

Salford  Gas  Frauds,  Questions,  Mr. 
Howorth,  Mr.  Howell;  Answers,  The 
Home  Secretary  Feb  20,  749;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Howorth;  Answer,  The 
Home  Secretary  Feb  21,  882;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Howell ;  Answer,  The  Home 
Secretary  Feb  24, 1029 

West  End  Scandals,  Debate  on  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  Feb  28,  1526;  Per- 
sonal Explanation,  The  Marquess  of 
SaHsbury  Mar  3,  1618 

Yorkshire  Provident  Association,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Bradlaugh;  Answer,  The 
Attorney   General  Feb   13,  20 

Edgeware  Magistrates,  Question,  Mr.  Cobb ; 

Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  Feb  18,  664 
High  Sheriff,    Office    of,    Question,    Mr.    S. 

Leighton;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary 

Mar  8, 1622 
Licensing — Death  of  Jennings,  Question,  Mr 

H.  J.  Wilson ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secrc 

tary  Mar  4,  1773 
Mayor's     Court,    London,    Questions,     Mr 

Pickersgill,  Mr.  A.  O'Connor;  Answers 

The  Home  Secretary  Feb  20,  729 
Oaths  Act — Administration  in  Courts,  Ques 

tion,  Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answer,  The  Attor 

ney  General  Mar  4i,  1771 

Police 

Pickets  in  Trade  Disputes,  Questions, 
Mr.  Norris,  Mr.  C.  Graham,  Mr.  J. 
Rowlands ;  Answers,  The  Home  Secre- 
tary Feb  28, 1504 

Police  and  the  Dock  Strike,  Questions, 
Mr.  Norris,  Mr.  C.  Graham ;  Answers, 
The  Home  Secretary  Feb  13,  183; 
Question,  Mr.  C.  Graham  ;  Answer,  The 
Home  Secretary  Feb  21,  888 
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LaiD    and  Juntice  and    Police   (England  and 
Wales)  ~  Police — cont. 

Police    Evidence,    Question,    3ir.    Cobb* 

Ans«?er,  The  Home  Secretary  Feb  14) 

426 
Superannuaiion,    Qneetion,    Mr.  H.  Yin- 

cent ;    AoBwer,   The    Home    Secretary 

Feb  25,  1151 

Prisons 
Articles  made  in,  Qneation,  Mr.  Qnilter; 

Aoawer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 

Home  Department  Mar  3, 1627 
Chatham — John  Daly,  Qneationv,  Mr.  W. 

O'Brien,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  W.  Rnraell ; 

Answers,  The  Home  Secretary  Feb  27, 

1831 
Dearth  of  a  Prisoner  at  Manchester,  Qnes- 

tion,  Sir  B.  Fowler ;  Answer,  The  Home 

Secretary  Feb  14,  809 
Labour,  Questions,  Mr.  Qnilter,  Mr.  Cans- 
ton  ;  Answers,  The  Home  Secretary  Feb 

24,  1012 
Newgate,      Question,     Mr.      Fickersg^ll ; 

Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  Feb  18, 

568 

Statute  Law,  Consolidation  of.  Question, 
Mr.  Howell ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  Feb  20,  756 

Statute  of  Edvard  HI.,  c.  1,  Address  for 
Return  Mar  3, 1760 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  Question,  Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  Feb  27,  1348 


Lawrence,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Liverpool,  Aber- 
cromhy 
Arbirration  in  Trade  Disputes,  1648 
Indian  Subjects  and  the  TransTaal  Grovem- 
ment,  1159 

Lawson,   Sir  W.,   Cumberland^    Cocker- 
mouth 

Civil  Service — Royal    Commission    Reporfc, 

210 
Welsh  Sunday  Closing  Commission,  1778 

Leaseholders'  Enfranchisement  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1?  •  Feb  12, 172 

Leaseholders  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  19  •  Feb  12, 167 

Lees,  Mr.  E.,  Oldham 

Ireland — Special  Commission  Report,  Ree. 
1815 

Lepeyre,  Right  Hon.  J.  G.  Shaw,  Brad- 
fordy  Central 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1614 
Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to, 
518,  521,  596 

Supply — Buildings-^South  Kensingt^,  1191 
Houses  of  Parliament,  118Cj 


Leighton,  Mr.  S.,  Shropshire^  (hwestry 
Cyprus — Postal  Communication,  1766 
High  Sheriff,  Office  of,  1622 
Reservoirs  and  Waterworks,  Inspection  of, 

1626 
Western  Australia  Constitution   Bill,  2R. 

1379 

Lexg,  Mr.  J.,  Dundee 
American  Mails,  1014 
Importation  of  Store  Cattle,  1627 
Scotland 

Grocei  s*  Licences,  440 

Post  Office— Mails,  1638 

LETHBRnxjE,  Sir  R.,  Kensington,  y. 
India — Works  Department,  309 

Lewis,  Sir  C.  E.,  Antrim^  N. 
Ireland — Special  Comntission,  1081 

Licensing  Acts  (Appeals)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  P  •  Feb  12, 170 

Lichfield  Cathedral  Bill 

L  Presented  ;  read  1**  Feb  13,  181 

Limited  Owners   of  Land   (Scotland) 
Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  P  ♦  Mar  3. 1760 

Liquor  Traffic  Local  Option  (England) 
Bill 

c.  Ordered;  read  P*  Feb  12,  166 

Liquor  Traffic  Local  Veto  (Scotland) 
Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  P  *  Feb  12,  174 

Liquor   Traffic   Local    Veto    (Wales) 
Bill 

c.  Ordered;  read  P*  Feb  12,  178 

Literature,  Science,  and  Art 

Natiimal  Portrait  Oallery,  Question,  Mr. 
Whitmore;  Answer,  The  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  Feb  20,  736 

Llewellyn,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Somerset,  If, 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address    in 
Answer  to,  791,  803,  805 

Local  Authorities  (Scotland)  (Acquisi- 
tion of  Lands)  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  read  P*  Feb  12,  175 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales) 
Allotntents  at  Banbury,  Question,  Mr.  Cobb ; 

Answer,    The    President   of   the    Local 

Goyernment  Board  Feb  17, 423 
Buckingham     Rural     Sanitary     Authority, 

Questions,  Captain  Yemej ;  Answers,  The 

Secretary  to  the  Local  Goyernment  Board 

Feb  27, 1346 ;  Feb  28,  1305 

[cont. 
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Local  Qovemment  {England  and  Wales) — oont. 
County  Councils 

District  Councils,  Qaesiion,  Mr.  Tolle- 
maohe;  Answrt^r,  The  Secrefcarj  to  the 
Local  Goveromeot  Board  Feb  28,  1510 

Elections,  Qaestioo,  Mr.  Cobb;  Answer, 
The  Home  Secretary  Feb  18,  566 

Local  Bates,  QoedtioDs  and  Obeermtions, 
Earl  of  Harrowby,  Sari  Stanhope,  Lord 
President  of  the  Coancil,  The  Marqness 
of  Ripon,  Lord  Basiof^,  Earl  Fortesoae, 
1146,  Lord  Denman  Feb  25,  1 188 

London  County  Council,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Hartley ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  Feb  14,  306 

Parliamentary  Register,  Qaestion,  Colonel 
Hughes ;  Answer,  1*he  President  of  the 
Local  Grovemment  Board  Feb  17,  416 

Urban  Main  Roads,  Qupstion,  Mr.  Hob- 
house;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  Feb  13,  208 

Harrow  Weald,  Sanitary  State  of,  Qaestion, 
Mr.  Cobb  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  Feb  18,  565 

If^uenta  Epidemic,  Question,  Mr.  Cobb; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  Feb  13,  208 

London  Sewage,  Question,  Major  Basch; 
Answer,  The  Pr'sideut  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  Feb  28,  1495 

Qficers — Case  of  Mr.  W.  S,  Foulsham, 
Qaestion,  Mr.  F.  Fulton  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  Mar  3,  1643 

Rat^s,  Division  of.  Question,  Mr.  Scale- 
Hsyne;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  Feb  27,  1342 

Vestries — Newington  Vestry,  Question,  Mr.  C. 
Graham ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  Mar  8,  1689 

Local  Government  Act — Commiesioners 
Qneetion,  Sir  U.  Kay-Shattleworth;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  Mar  3,  1623 

Local    Government    Boabd — President 
(see  Ritchie,  Right  Hon.  C.  T.) 

Local  Government  Board — Secretary  to 
(see  Long,  Mr.  W.  H.) 

LOCKWOOD,  Mr.  F.,  York 

Ireland — Special  Commission  Report,  Bee. 

1788,  1786,  1788,  1789 
Parliament — Privilege— Ttmes  and  Mr.  Par- 

nell,  Bes.  99 

LONQ,  Mr.  W.  H.  (Secretary  to  the  Local 
Government  Board),  Wilts,  Devizes 
Labonrers'  Allotments — Twyford,  1161 
Local  Gk>vernment  Board 

Backingham   Rural    Sanitary    Authority, 

1846,  1506 
District  Councils,  1510 
Farliament-T-Queen'g   Speech;   Address   in 
Anf  wer  to,  788  ' 


Low^rHER,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Kent,  Isle  oj 
Thatiet 
Cruelty  to  Animals — Rabbit  Coursing,  1828 
Psrliament — Business  of  the  House — Supply, 
1172 

LowTHEB,  Mr.  J.  W.,    Cumberland,  Pen- 
rith 
Charity  Commissioners 
Allotments  Act,  1152 
Schemes,  1769 
Sutcombe,  752 

Lubbock,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.,  London  Uni- 
versity 
Education — Elementary  Schools.  1489 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Houxe,  1521 

Lunacy  (Consolidation)  Bill 

I,  Presented ;  read  1»  •  Feb  20.  725 
Read  2*  and  committed  to  C  Jinniittce  of  the 
whole  House  Mar  3,  1620 

Lunacy  (Consolidation)  Bill 

Quei<tioo,  Mr.  Salt ;  AL^wer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  Feb  17,  443 

Macabtney,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Antrim,  S. 
Ireland — Dublin  Telegrams,  733 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,     Address    in 

Answer  to,  628 
Trees  (Ireland)  BiM,  2R.  538 

Macdonald,    Mr.   W.   A.,    Queens    Co., 
Ossory 
Blind,  Deaf,  and  Dumb,  893 

Ireland^  Criminal  Law,&c. — Connell,  Dennis, 
746 
Dublin  Barracks,  Typhoid  Fever  in,  876 

Scotland — Highlands  and  Islands,  1334 

Maclean,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Oldham 
Parliament  —  Privilege  —  Times   and    Mr. 
Pamell,  Res.  92 

Maglube,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lancashire,  S,B., 
Stretford 
Supply— West  End  Scandals,  1534 

Mac  NeiIiL,  Mr.  J.  G.  S.,  Donegal,  S, 
Argentine  Republic,  Emigration  to,  430 
Chili,  Emigration  to,  429 

Ireland 
Criminal  Law,  Ac. — Slattery,  Mr.  J.,  738 
Dublin  Barracks,  875, 1494 

Evictions 
Clongorey,  1028 
Gweedore  and  Falcarragh,  1025 

Fisheries  of  Donegal,  1492 

Land  Commission 
Fair  Rents,  191 
Judicial  Leases,  102 
Olphert  Estate,  420, 1621 
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Mac  Neill,  Mr.  J.  G.  S.— con*. 

Pn'soDS,  Condition  of,  429 
Derry  GaoJ,  418 

Special  Commission    Beporfc,   Bes.   1868> 
1873 
Volumes  of  Bndenoe,  1777 

Law  and  Jnsfcice  and  Police — Proaecation  of 
a  Surgeon  at  Warwick,  755 

Parliament— Personal  Explanation,  578 
Qneen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to, 
283,  358,  359 

Portugal— English  Clerks,  190 
Supply— West    End    Scandals,   1558,  156*, 
1594, 1597, 1599,  1607, 1608 

McArthur,  Mr.  A.,  Leicester 
Africa— Bechuanaland,  192 

Zululand— Native  Chiefs,  192,  1642 
Western    Australia   Constitution    Bill,    2R. 
1389 

McArthur,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Gomivall,  Mid,, 

St.  Austell 

Western    Australia    Constitution   Bill,   2R. 
1379,  1380,  1381 

McCartan,  Mr.  M.,  Dovmy  S. 
Ireland — Land  Commission 
Pair  Rents,  315,  576 
Judicial  Rents,  186 

McCarthy,  Mr.  J.,  Londonderry 
Ireland— Londonderry  Police,  1165 

McDonald,  Mr.  P.,  Sligo,  N. 

Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  1443 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  Hours  of  Sale 
Bill,  2R.  1310 

Ireland— Prison  Treatment  of  Mr.  M*Hugh, 
744 

McKenna,  Sir  J.  N.,  MonagJian,  S. 
Delagoa  Bay  Railway,  728 

McLaren,  Mr.  W.  S.  B.,  Cheshire,  Crewe 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1649; 
Res.  1779 

Madden,  Right  Hon.    D.    H.   (Attorney 
General  for  Ireland),  Dublin  Uni- 
versity 
Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  1443 
Ireland 

Criminal  Law,  Ac,  Act 

Falcarragh— Alleged  Intimidation,  1775 
Kelly,  Mr.  J.,  739 
M*Enery,  Mr.  J.,  888,  1165 
O'Connor,  Mr.  H.,  1316 
Slattery,  Mr.  J.,  1339,  1340,  1501 

Education — Bailieborough  National  School, 
1640 

National  Teachers,  1625 

Land  Commissioners 
Cavan,  1775 
Fair  Rents,  £76 
Longford,  1629 


Madden,  Right  Hon.  D.  H.— con<. 

Landlord  and  Tenant 
Clongorey    Estate,    1343,  1602;    Bes* 

1057, 1058,  1059,  1060 
Olphert  Estate,  1622 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Ed  ward  III.  Statute,  Proseoation  under, 

1498 
M'Keeyer — An  Emergency  Man,  1648, 

1775 

Irish  National  Teachers*  Bill,  1778 
Parliament — Queen's   Speech,    Addrestf    in 

Answer  to,  332,  834,  335,  336,  838,  340, 

341,  512 

Maintenance  of  Destitnte  Parents  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  l^*  *  Feh  13,  £96 

Major  General  Doumes  (Correspondence) 
Address  for  Return  Feh  27,  1351 


Malta 

Mission  to  the  PopCy  Question,  Sir  G.  Oamjl- 
bell;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  Feb  24,  1025 

Mabjoribanks,  Eight  Hon.  E.,  Berwick- 
shire 
Education — Science  and  Art  Grants,  1640 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,   Address    in 

Answer  to,  694 
Scotch  Fishery  Board,  1641 
Supply— Westminster  Hall,  1176 
Weighing  of  Cattle  Act,  1641 

Markets  and  Fairs  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1**  *  ieh  12, 170 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister 
Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  Feh  12,  167 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister 
(Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«»  •  Feh  12,  165 

Marum,  Mr.  E.  P.  M.,  Kilkenny,  N. 
Ireland 
Drainage — General  Code,  747         ; 
KilVenny  County  Infirmary,  747 
Kilkenny  Lunatic  Asylum,  1024 
Law  and  Justice — ^Assize   Case    at  Kil- 
kenny, 878 
Munster  Coal  Field,  876 

Matthews,   Right    Hon.  H.   (Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department) 
Birmingham,  E, 
Artisans'  Dwellings,  1318 
Church  Be^ennes,  308 
Coal  Mines 
Cruelty  to  Ponies,  195 
Llanerch  Accident,  42,  197 
Longton— Explosion,  1016 
County  Council  Elections,  666 
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Hatthbws,  Sight  J[oii.  H.— co7if. 

Craelty  to  Animals  Act — Rabbit  Coureinflr, 

1823 
.  EmplojerB*  Liabflity  for  Injuries  to  Work- 
men Bill,  IB.  1444 

Ireland— Special  Commission,  313,  1156 
Le  Garon,  881 
Pigott,  881 

Beport,   Bes.   1792,    1793,    1795,     1797, 
1802 

Law  and  Jastice  and  Police 

Goanty  Conrts— Perjary  in,  883,  1163 

Criminal  Law 

Adulteration  of  Food,  734,  1 336 
Barnes,  T.— Trivial  Offences,  1 162 
Excise  Proseontions,  1348 
Feely-p-Wrongful  Conviction,  1355 
Gay,  C.  J.,  Case  of,  1159 
Panper  Parents — Support  of,  1007 
Salford  Gas  Frauds,  749,  882,  1030 

ISdgeware  Magistrates,  564 
High  Sheriff,  Office  of,  1622 

Licensing  Laws 
Club  House  Licences,  302 
Death  of  W.  Jenniogs,  1774 

Mayor's  Court,  London,  729 

Metropolis 

Pickets  in  Trade  Disputes,  1505 

Superannuation,  1151 

Police 
Eridence  of  Police,  425 
London  Strikes  and   the    Police,   183, 
308,888 

Prisons 

Chatham— Daly,  J.,*Treatment  of,  571, 

1331 
Death  of  a  Prisoner  at  Manchester,  310 
Labour,  1012 
Newgate,  569 

Yaccination  Acts — ^Prosecutions,  431 
Metropolis 

Polioe  and  Cabmen's  Grievances,  203 
Police,  Increase  of,  198 

Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address   in 

Answer  to,  591,  1084,  1085 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,  571 
Supply — Beformatory  andlndustrial  Schools, 

1281 
Welsh  Sunday    Closing   Commission,   183, 

1778 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.  (A  Lord  of  the 
Treasury),  Wigton 

Ftoliament — Distribution    of    Papers,    Bes. 

544,675 
Post  Office— Orders,  1324 

Telegraph  Office,  Ettingshall,  1350 

Maine,   Admiral  R.  C,  Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest 
Gibraltar — Dock  Accommodatioo,  198 
Pensions  to  Seamen,  1651 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  a/nd 
Allegations) — The  Special  Commis- 
Stan  (see  Ireila/nd) 


Merclmndise  Marks  Act 

Question,   Mr.    H.  Vincent;    Answer,  The 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  Feb  17, 

421 
Select    Committee    on,     ordered    Feb    25, 

1250 

Merchandise  Marks  Act  (1887)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1*»  •  Feb  12, 179 

Merchandise  Marks  Prosecution  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1«  *  Feb  12,  180 
Merchant  Shipping  (see  Board  of  Trade) 

Merchant  Shipping  Acts   Amendment 
Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Feb  12,  179 

Metropolis 

Police 

CabmerCs  Grievances^  Question,  Mr.  C. 
Bentinck ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secre- 
tary Feb  13,  203 

Increasey  Question,  Mr.  James  Bow- 
lands ;  Answer,  The  Home  Secretary 
Feb  15,  198 

Strikes^  Questions,  Mr.  Norris,  Mr.  C. 
Graham ;  Answers,  The  Home  Secretary 
Feb  13,  183  ;  Question,  Mr.  C.  Graham  ; 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  Feb  14, 
308 

Metropolis  Management  and  Building 
Acts  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  P  •  Feb  13,  296 

Metropolis  Bating  Ground  Values  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  *  Feb  12,  178 

Metropolis  Water  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  P  •  Feb  12,  168 
Bill  withdrawn  Feb  21,  991 

MiDLETON,  Visconnt 

Parliament — Appointment  of  Standing  Com- 
mittees, Bes.  553 

Midwives  Eegistration  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°*  Feb  12,  169 

MHiLTOWN,  Earl  of 
Parliament — ^Appointment  of  Standing  Com- 
mittees, Bes.  559 

Miner's  (Eight  Hours)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  P  *  Feb  12,  174 

MoLLOT,  Mr.  B.  C,  King's  Co,,  Birr 
Supply — Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings, 

1207 
Western  Australia  Constitution    Bill,    2B. 

1396 
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MoNKSWELL,  Lord 

Beformatory    and  Industrial   Schools  Bill, 
409 

Montagu,  Mr.  S.,  Timer  Hamlets,  White- 
chapel 

Currency — Pre- Victorian  Sovereigns,  1651 
Tower  Wharf,  1622 
Transfer  Stamps  Duty,  1650 

MONTEAGLB,  Lord 
Irish  Land  Tit'es,  857 

MOBGAK,  Right  Hon.  G.  Osborne,  Den- 
bighshire,  E, 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address   in 

Answer  to,  1081 
Western  Australia  Bill,  894 ;  2R.  1368 

Morgan,  Mr.  0.  V.,  Battersea 

Australia  (Western),  Emigrants  to,  1336 
Food,  Drugs,  aod  Margarine  Acts,  734,  1336 
Parliament— Queen's    Speech,    Address    in 

Answer  to,  268 
Trade    Marks     Protection    Act  —  ColoLial 

Legislation,  lo36 
Western  Australia   Constitution    Bill,  2B. 

1377 

Morgan,  Mr.  P.,  Merthyr  Tydvil 

Companies  (Winding-up)  Bill,  2B.  1420 
Parliament — Quefn's    Speech,    Address    in 

Answer  to,  1076 
Post  Office— Telegraph  Clerks,  440 

MoRLEY,  Earl  of 

Examinations  for  Official  Appointments,  Res. 

1478 
Parliament — Resignation  of  the  Clerk  Assist- 
ant, Res.  550 

MORLEY,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne 
Ireland 

Boycotting  Returns,  1169 
Special  Commission,  312,  1031 

Parliament —  Business  of  the  House,  1032, 
1518,1519,1520 
Queen's  Speech,   Address  in  Answer  to, 
668, 669,  673, 989,  990 

Supply— West  End  Scandals,  1573 

Morrison  Mr.  W.,  York^  WM,,  Skipton 

Parliament— Queen's    Speech,    Address    in 
Answer  to,  645 

Morton,  Mr.  A.  C,  Peterborough 
Currency— One  Pound  Notes,  1167 
Metropolitan  Assessment  Returns,  1335 

Supply — Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildinga, 

1208 
Houses  of  Parliament,  1180, 1184,  1186 
Land  and  Buildings — South  Kensington, 

1192,  1204 


Mount,  Mr.  W.  G.,  Berks,  Newbury 

Gibraltar  Guard  Room,  ioi2 

Moveable  Dwellings  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  read  P*  F«6  26,  1315 

MuNDELLA,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.,  Sheffield, 
Brightside 
Education 
Fisherton  National  School,  1639 
New  Code,  1348 
York  Commercial  School,  204 
York  School  Board,  304,  730 

Parliament  —  Queen's   Speech,   Address  in 

Answer  to,  959,  965 
Parochial  Charities  of  London,  314 
Scotland,  State- Aided  Schools  in,  570 
Supply— Land  and  Buildings — South  Ken- 
sington, 1194,  1203,  1205 
Trade  Marks  Protection  Act— Colonial  Legis- 
lation, 1337 

Municipal' Franchise  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1»  *  Feb  13,  294 

Murphy,      Mr.    W.    M.,    DuUin,     St 
Patricks 
Ireland 

Baotry  Harbour,  1016 

Phoenix  Park,  DubUn— Band  Stand,  1015 

Tory  Island,  1331 

Poor  Law  Guardians  (Irdland)  Bi>l,  2R.  1306 
Postal  Deliveries,  879 

National.  Debt  Redemption 

Questions,  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Mr.  Sexton ; 
Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Feb  20, 737 

National   School    Teachers    (Ireland) 
Bill 

c.  Ordered;  read  l***  Feb  12,  168 

Navy 

Admijiiatratifyn — "Royal  Commi8Ston,Que8tion, 

Admiral  Field;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 

of  the  Treasury  Feb  18,  577 
Artillery  Volunteers,  Question,  Mr.  Hanbury; 

Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 

Feb  27,  1337 
Bantry    Harbour,  Questions,    Mr.    Murphy, 

Mr.  E.  Harrington;   Answers,  The  First 

Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Feb  24,  1016 
Cadets,   Question,    Mr.    Jeffreys ;    Answer, 

The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Feb  17, 

432 
Contracts — Asbestos  Company,  Question,  Mr. 

Burt;  Answer,   The    First    Lord    of  the 

Admiralty  Feb  25,  1160 

Doclcs 

Oalway,  Question,  Mr.  Hayden ;  Answer, 
The  Secretsry  to  the  Treasury  Feb  27, 
1339 

Gibraltar,  Questions,  Obserrations,  Vis- 
count Sidmouth,  Lord  Brassey,  Lord 
Elphinstone  Feb  28,  1483 
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StrikCf  QaestioDB,  Mr.  NornH,  Mr.  C. 
Graham ;  AiiBvrerB,  The  Home  Secre- 
tary Feb  13,  183 

Xxplotiion  of  Torpedoes,  QaestioD,  Mr.  B. 
Knatcbbull-Hagessen ;  Aosirer,  Tbe  Sec- 
retary for  War  Feb  28,  1509 

ManceuvreSf  Qaeation,  Mr.  Howorth ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Seoretarj  for  Foreign 
Affaire  Feb  20,  75G 

Medical  Department — Officers^  Qnesttons,  Dr. 
Farqaharson  ;  Anewera,  The  Secre  ary  for 
Warlfar  3, 1624;  Question,  Dr.  Farqahar- 
son ;  Ao8«rfr,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  3f ar  8,  Ifiol 

PensioHS  to  Seamen^  Qneition,  Admiral 
Mayne;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  Mar  3,  1651 

B»yal  Yachts,  Question  Mr.  Bradlaagh  ;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Adotiralty 
Feb  13,  190;  Qnestion,  Mr.  Gourli^y ;  An- 
swer, The  Fimt  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
Feb  25,  1156 

Sheemess^  Influenza  af,  Statement  by  Mr. 
Knatohball-Hngessen  Feb  20,  751 ;  Qnes- 
tion, Mr.  £.  Knatchball-Hoftessen ;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Feb 
24, 1016 

Bhips 

'*  Ajax,"  Qaestion,  Admiral  Field ;  An- 
swer, Tbe  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
Feb  18,  566 

"  Barracouta^  Questions,  Mr.  Leatham 
Bright;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  Feb  18, 193 

"  Victoria^*  Qaestion,  Mr.  Goarley ;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
Feb  13,  201;  Question,  Mr.  Hanbnry ; 
Answer,  Tbe  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty Feb  27,  1347;  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Hanbnry;  Answer,  Tbe  Secretary  for 
War  Feb  28,  1508 

Tictwilling  Yard,  Veptford^  Qaestion,  Mr.  G' 
Darling;  Answer,  The  Fiist  Lord  of  tbe 
Admiralty  Feb  14,  305 

Navy—Ships  (United  Kingdoin) 
Beturn  ordered  Feb  28,  1489 

Naval  Estimates 

Arrangement  of  Votee,  Motion  F«b  28,  1612  ; 

-  Ordered  to  be  referred  to  Committee  on 
Pablio  Accounts  Mar  4,  1876 ;  Qaestion, 
Mr.  Jennings ;  Answer,  Tbe  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  Feb  14,  301 ;  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Watt;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  Feb  20,  786 

Newfoundland 
Fishery  Rights,  Question,  Mr.  Bryce;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
Feb  13,  203 

Nbwkks,  Mr.  G.,   Cambridge,  E,,  New- 
market 
Excise  Proflsontionsi  1847 


New  Zealand 
Pout  Office  Orders,  Question,  Mr.  L.  Briglit ; 
Answer,  A  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Feb  27, 
1324 

Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P.,  Galway,  N 

Barracks  (Consolidated  Fund)  Committee, 
1442 

Ireland 
Connemara  Bailway,  1641 
Light  Bail  ways,  574 
Special  Commission  Bepor-,  Res.  1834 

Parliament — Queen's   Speejh,  Address    in 

Answer  to,  270 
Poor  Law    Goardiani    (Ireland)    Bill,  2B. 

1286 

Sapply — Beobuanaland,  1246 
West  End  Scandals,  1577 

Town  Holdings,  Res.  1251 

Non-Fanper  School  Fees  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l*"*  Feb  13,  295 

NoBBis,  Mr.  E.  S.,  7'awer  Hamlets,  Lime- 
house 
Police  and  the  Dock  Strike,  183 
Trade  Disputes,  Pickets  in,  150A 

NORTHBBOOK,  Earl  of 

Indian  Councils  Bill,  IR  867 

NOETON,  Lord 
Reformatory   and  Industrial   Schools  Bill, 
409 

O'Brien,  Mr.  J.  P.  X.,  Mayo,  S. 
Parliament  —  Queen's  Speech,    Address  in 
Answer  to,  289 

O'Brien,  Mr.  P.,  Monaghan,  N 
Ireland 
Asrarian  Crime,  740 
Criminal  Law,  A:c.— Slattery,  Mr.  J.,  201 
Land  Acts — Anonymous  Leaflets,  434 
Special  Commission  Beport,  758 

Law  and  Jostioe — Boycotting— Billow  and 
FitBgersld,  202 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  BdTenne  Depart- 
ments, 1611 

O'Brien,  Mr.  W.,  Cork  Co.,  NE, 

Daly,  John— Prison  Treatment,  1831 
Parliament — Queen's   Speech,    Address   in 

Answer  to,  445,  447,  460,  461,  467,  468, 

579 

Occupying  Tenants'  Enfranchisement 
Bill 

c.  Ordered;  read  V  •  Feb  12, 174 
O'Connor,  Mr.  A.,  Donegal,  E, 

Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  1448 
Barracks  (Consolidated)  Fund  Committee, 
1441    , 

Icont. 
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O'CoNNOB,  Mr.  A.'-cont, 

Oompanies  (Windiog-np)  Bill,  2R.  1412 

Employers'  Liability  for  Injuries  to  Work- 
men Bill,  IB.  Ii44 

Ireland — Derry  Income  Tax  Surveyor,  426 

Mayor's  Court,  London,  729 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1521, 
1522,  1613 

Supply 
IHplomatic  and  Gonsalar  Baildings,  1209 
Superannuation  and  Ketired  Allowances, 

1249,  1250,  1352 
West  End  Scandals,  1555 

Vaccination,  Deaths  from,  1331 

O'Connor,  Mr.  J.,  Tipperary^  S, 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  Bill,  2B. 
1311 

Ireland — Criminal  Law,  &o. 
O'Mahoney,  Mr.  J.  E.,  1491 
Special  Commission  Report,  Bes.  1711 
Volumes  of  Evidence,  1776 

Irish  National  Teachers  Bill,  1778 

Poor   Law   Gaardians   (Ireland)    Bill,   2B. 

1259,  1265 
Welsh  Sunday  Closing  Commission,  1778 

O'Connor,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Liver pooly  Scotland 
Parliament — Privilege — Times  and  Mr.  Par- 
nell,  Bes.  74 
Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer   to, 
605,  607,  617,  621,  622,  626 
Supply— West  End    Scandals,   1570,    1571, 
1579,  1582,  1584,  1585,  1586,  1588,  1589 
1590,  1591,  1592,  1593,  1594,  1611 

Office  Under  the   Crown   (Vacation  of 
Seats)  BUI 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  »  Feb  14,  299 

O'Hanlon,  Mr.  T.,  Cavan.E, 

Ireland — Bailieborough     National     School, 
1640 
Criminal  Law,  Ac. — M*Enery,  Mr.  J.,  1165 
Land  Commission — Cavan,  1775 

O'Hi^A,  Mr.  P.,  Donegal,  W. 

Ireland — Cork  Board  of  Guardians,  311 
Criminal  Law,  Ac. — Slattery,  Mr.  J.,  199 

O^Keeffe,  Mr.  Jb\  A.,  Limerick  City 
Ireland — Criminal  Law,  &c. — M'Enory,  Mr. 
J.,  888 
Drainage — Shannon,  875 
Killaloe,  Affray  at,  1498 

Orchards  Bating  Exemption  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Mar  4,  1782 

Ontlawries  Bill 

c.  Bead  1°  •  f  e6  11,40 

Outrage  and  Intimidation  {Ireland) 
Betuni  ordered  and  prese&ted  May  4, 1876 


Oxford  TTniversity  ComnuBsion  Statute 
Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  !<»  *  Feb  12,  166 

Paget,  Sir  R.  H.,  Somerset,  Wells 
Army— Staff  Collesre,  1319 
Horse  and  Wheel  Tax,  1349 

Parish  Chnrches  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1°  *  Feb  13,  294 

Parish  Councils  Bill 

<?.  Ordered ;  read  1®  *  Feb  12,  171 

^arliment  \ 

lords- 
Meeting  OF  THE  Parliament  Feb  11,  1 

The  Session  of  Pabliambnt  opened  by 
Commission 

Boll  of  the  Lords — Delivered 

^er   Plajests's  ^ost  (Sranmts  Bifm\ 

deliTered  by  The  Lord  Chancsllor,  1 

The  Qneen's  Speech  baring  been  Reported 
by  The  Lord  Chancellor,  an  Address  to 
Her  Majesty  thereon  moved  by  the  Lord 
DE  Bamset  (the  Motion  being  seconded  by 
the  Earl  of  Stradbroks)  Feb  11,  6;  Ad- 
dress agreed  to,  nemine  disaentiente 

Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Adosbss 
Reported  Feb  20,  725 

Chairman  of  Committees^  The  Earl  of  Morley 
appointed,  nemine  dissentiente,  to  take  the 
Chair  in  all  Committees  of  this  House  for 
this  Session  Feb  11,37 

Comm,ittee  for  Privileges,  Appointed  Feb  II, 
37 

Sub-Committee  for  the  Journals,  Appointed 
Feb  11,37 

Appeal  Committee,  Appointed  Feb  11,  37 

Office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  and 
OfUce  of  the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Bluck 
Rod  J  Select  Committee  appointed  Feb  17, 
415;  Report  Feb  28,  1445 

Resignation  of  the  Clerk  Assistant,  Motion 
for  Instraction  to  Committee  on  Re- 
tiring Allowance  Feb  18,  545 

Motion  to  approve  of  the  appointment  of 
the  Honoorable  Edward  Pierson  Theei- 
ger,  C.B.,  as  Clerk  Assistant,  in  the 
room  of  Ralph  Disraeli,  Esqnire,  re- 
signed, agreed  to  Feb  18,  545 
Committee    of   Selection ^     Appointment    of 

Chairman  Feb  28,  1445 

Staiiding  Orders  Committee,  Appointed  Feb 
17,  41G 

West  End  Scandals 
Personal    Explanation,     The    Marqaess   of 
Saliflbaxy  Mar  3, 1618 
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Pabliambnt — Lords — cont, 

jBusiness  of  the  ffoitse 

Standing  Committees,  Bea.  agreed  to  Feb 
18,  551 ;  Appointment  of  Chairmen  Feb 
27,  1817 
Committee  of  Selection  for  Standing  Com- 
mittees,  Appointed  Feb  18,  563;  Feb  24, 
993 

Ifew  Peers 
Feb  13 — ^The  Bight  Honourable  Alexander 
William  George  Earl  of  Fife, 
K.T.,  created  Marqaeas  of  Mac- 
dn£F,  in  the  Conntj  of  Banff, 
and  Doke  of  Fife 

Representative  Peers  for  Ireland  (Certi- 
ficates) 
Feb  24 — Lord  Kilmaine,  v,  Viaconnt  Tem- 
pleton,  deoeaaed 

Earl  Mount  CaahelVs  Claim  to  Vote  for  Re- 
presentative Peers  for  Ireland,  Bead  Feb 
13,  181 

Representative  Peers  for  Scotland  (Certi- 
ficates) 
Feb    11 — Yisconnt   Strathallan    and    Lord 
Saltoun,  V.  Barl  of   Ley  en  and 
Melyille  and  Earl  of  Orkney 

Minates  of  Election  Feb  18, 181 

ScU  First 

Feb  11 —  The  Lord   Addington,  after  the 
death  of  hia  father 
The  Lord  Seton,  after  the  death  of  hia 

father 
The  Lord  Teynham,  after  the  death  of 
hia  father 
Feb  24  —  The  Lord  Lamington,  after  the 

death  of  hia  father 
Mar  3  —  The  Lord  Ampthill,  after  the  death 
of  hia  father 

Took  tlie  Oath  for  the  First  Time 
Feb  17— The  Earl  of  Effingham 
Feb  20~The  Lord  Saltoun 

COMMONS— 

Privileges^  Gommittee  appointed  Feb  11,  40 

Parliamentary  Papers  —  Distribution,  Bea. 
Feb  17,  543 ;  Feb  18,  675 ;  Nomination  of 
Select  Committee  Feb  25,  1250 

Selection,  Committee  appointed  Feb  14, 
298 

Standing  Orders,  Select  Committee  nomi- 
nated Feb  14,  298 

Public  Accounts,  Committee  nominated 
Feb  13,  211 
Ordered,  that  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Eatimatea  Procedare 
(Granta  of  Sapply)  of  Seaaion  1888 
be  referred  to,  Feb  2S,  1170;  Beport 
Feb  26, 1315  ;  Feb  27, 1851 ;  Copy  of 
Eatimatea  ordered  to  be  referred  to. 
Mar  4, 187jS 

[c9nt^ 


Parliament— Commons— cont. 

Kitchen  and  Refreshment  Rooms  {House  of 
Commons),  Select  Committee  nominated 
Feb  27, 1351 

Address  in    Answer    to    Her  Majestxfs 
Most  Gracious  Speech 

The  Qneen's  Speech  having  been  reported 
by  Mr.  Speakeb  ;  An  humble  Addret a 
thereon  moved  by  Mr.  Botden  (the 
Motion  being  aeconded  by  Lord  Brooke) 
Feb  12,  123 ;  Debate  adjourned.  Beaumed 
Feb  13,  211;  Amendment  proposed  (Mr. 
Labouchere),  221  ;  Amendment  with- 
drawn ;  Debate  adjourned.  Beaumed 
Feb  14,  315 ;  Amendment  propoaed  (Mr. 
Pamell),  382;  adjourned.  Beaumed  Feb 
17,  445;  Debate  adjourned.  Peraonal 
Explanation  by  Mr.  Mac  Neill,  578. 
Beaumed  Feb  18,  584;  Division  on  Mr. 
Pamell'a  Amendment ;  Debate  adjourned. 
Beaumed  Feb  19,  677 ;  Amendment  pro- 
poaed (Dr.  Clark.)  ;  Amendment  proposed 
to  that  Amendment  (Mr.  D.  Crawford)  ; 
Division  on  Mr.  Crawford'a  Amend- 
ment; Debate  adjourned.  Beaumed  Feb 
20, 760 ;  Division  on  Dr.  Clark's  Amend- 
ment; Amendment  proposed  (Mr.  Stana- 
feld)  ;  Debate  adjourned.  Besumed  Feb 
21,  895;  Diviaion  on  Mr.  Stanaf eld's 
Amendment.  Further  Amendment  pro- 
poaed (Mr.  A.  Acland)  ;  Diviaion  on  Mr. 
Acland'a  Amendment ;  Debate  adjourned. 
Beaumed  Feb  24,  1068.  Amendment  pro- 
poaed (Mr.  A.  Thomas) ;  Amendment 
withdrawn.  Further  Amendment  pro- 
poaed (Mr.  C.  Graham) ;  Division  on . 
Mr.  C.  Graham's  Amendment;  Main 
question  put,  and  agreed  to  Feb  24,   1 127 

Besolutiona  to  give  precedence    to  Order 

.    for  resuming  Debate  on  Address  Feb  18, 
584 

Her  Majesty's    Answer  to  the  Address 
Beported  Feb  28, 1488 

Business  of  tlie  House  and  Public  Busi- 
ness 
Queationa,  Mr.  Labouchere,  Mr.  J.  C. 
Stephenaon ;  Anawera,  The  Firat  Lord  of 
the  Treaaury  Feb  11,  42 ;  Qoestions,  Mr. 
Labouchere,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treaaury  Feb  26,  1254; 
Queationa,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman, 
Mr.  Morley,  Mr.  Buchanan,  Mr.  Jen- 
ninga,  Mr.  Bradlangh,  Mr.  Kay-Shuttle- 
worth,  Mr.  A.  O'Connor,  Sir  J.  Lubbock, 
Mr.  H.  J.  Wilson;  Anawera,  The  Firat 
Lord  of  the  Treaaury,  The  Speaker 
Feb  28, 1517 ;  Queationa,  Mr.  McLaren,  Mr. 
Cremer,  Mr.  Cobb;  Anawera,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treaaury  Mar  3,  1649 ;  Quea- 
tion,  Mr.  Buchanan  ;  Anawer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treaaury  Mar  4,  1769 

Sittings  a/nd  Adjournments  of  tJie  House 
Motion  to  give  Precedence  to  Supply  Feb 

25,1170;  Diviaion 
•  Motion  to  give  Precedence  to  the  Debate  on 
the  Special  Commission  Beport  Mar  4, 
1779;  Diyisi(« 

Icont. 
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Parliament  -  Commons —S*(/»n^«  and  Adjourn^ 
mente  of  the  House  — coDt.  ! 

Ash  Wednesday,  Debate  and  Diyision  Feb 
18,  583 

Motion  for  Adjournni^7it  of  the  House  to  dis- 
cuss the  Evictions  at  Clongony,  Feb  24, 
1032 

Committees 
Standing  Committees,  Nomination  of  Chair- 
men Mar  4,  1779 

Standing  Committee — Territorial,  Qaestion, 
Sr  6.  Campbell;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the   Treasory  F^b  28,  1514 

Public  Petitions  Committee^  Nominated  Feb 
14,  402 ;  Report  Feb  20,  759 

Select  Committee  —  Sweating  System,  Or- 
dered Feb  18,  545 

Memhers 

Lord  G.  Hamilton  and  Mr.  Labouchere, 
Qaestions,  Mr.  S.  Robertson;  Answers, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  The  Speaker 
Mar  3,  1652 

Suspension  of  Mr.  Labouchere,  Feb  28, 
1571 ;  Res.  Mar  3,  1654 

Miscellaneous 

Journals,  Order  for  Printing  Mar  4,  1778 

Press  Oallery,  Qaettion,  Mr.  H.  Yinoent; 
Answer,  Tne  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
Mar  3, 1621 

Questions  in  the  House,  Qaestion,  Colonel 
Haghes  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  Feb  17,  443 

Votes  and  Proceedings,  Order  of  Printing  Feb 
11,39 

Privilege 

"  Times"  and  Mr,  Pamell,  Motion,  Division 
Feb  11,  43 

Rules  and  Order  oj  Debate 
(See  The  Speaker) 

New  Writs 

During  Rtcess  :  Dandee  Burgh,  r.  JoSaph 
Firth  fiottomley  Firth,  esqnire, 
deceased;  for  Lincoln  Coonty 
(North  Kesteven  or  Sleaford 
Division),  v.  Right  Honble 
Henry  Chaplin,  President  of 
the  Board  of  Agrionlture  for 
Great  Britain ;  for  Peter- 
borongh,  v.  Honble  William 
John  Wentworth  Fitz-William, 
deceased ;  for  Counties  of  Elgin 
and  Nairn,  r.  Charles  Henry 
Anderson,  esquire,  deceased ; 
for  Buckingham  County  (Nor- 
thern or  Buckingham  Division), 
V,  Honble  Egerton  Hubbard 
(now  Lord  Addington) ;  for 
Brighton,  v.  Sir  WiUiam  Tinda^ 

[^cont. 


Pablument  —  Commons  —  New  Writs  During 
Recess — cent. 

Robertson,  knight,  deceased  ; 
for  Lanark  County  (Partick 
Diyision),  v,  Alexander  Ciaig 
Sellar,  esquire,  deceased 

Feb  11— For  Mid-Glamorg^anshire,  t;.  Chris- 
topher Bice  Mansel  Talbot,  es- 
quire, deceased 

Feb  14— For  West  Waterford,  v.  Jasper 
Douglas  Pyne,  esquire,  deceased 

Feb  24 — For  Lincolnshire  (South  Keateyen 
or  Stamford  Division),  v.  JcAn 
Compton  Lawrance,  esqnire, 
one  of  the  Justices  of  Her 
Majesty's  High  Court  of  Jus- 
tice; for  St.  Pancras  (North 
Division),  v.  The  Honourable 
Charles  Wallace  Alexander 
Napier  Cochrane-Baillie,  now 
Lord  Lamington,  called  up  to 
the  House  of  Peers 

Mar  4— For  Stoke-upon-Trent,  v.  William 
Leatham  Bright,  esquire,  Chil- 
tem  Handredfl 

New  Members  Stoorn 
Feb  11 — Captain  Edmund  Hope  Yerney, 
Buckingham  County  (Northern 
or  Buckingham  Division) ;  John 
Leng,  esqnire,  Dundee  Burgh ; 
The  Right  Honble  Henry  Chap- 
lin, Lincoln  Co.  (North  Kee- 
teven  or  Sleaford  Division); 
John  Seymour  Keay,  esquire, 
Counties  of  Elgin  and  Nairn; 
Alpheus  Cleophas  Morton,  es- 
quire, Peterboroagh ;  Gerald 
Walter  Erskine  Loder,  esquire, 
Brighton 

Feb  14— James  Parker  Smith,  esquire,  for 
Lanarkshire  (Partick  Division) 

Feb  24 -Samuel  Thomas  Evans,  esquire. 
County  of  Glamorgan  (Mid- 
Division) 

PALACE  OF   WESTMINSTER 

House  of  Comjtuyns — Police 
Order  to  Commissioners  Feb  11,  39 


Parliamentary  Elections  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  I''  •  Feb  14,  299 

Parliamentary    Elections    (Scotland) 
Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  l**  •  Feb  12, 166 

Parliamentary      Voters      (ftualifying 
Period)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  reiad  1**  *  Feb  14,  299 

Parliamentary  Voters  Begistration  Bill 

c.  Ordered  j  read  V  •  Feb  12, 170 
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PiiBNELL,  Mr.  0.  S.,  Cork 
.  Ireland 

Special  Commission,  Cost  of,  313 ;  Report, 
444 

Parliament 
Privilegfo — Times  and    Mr.  Pamell,  Res. 

113 
Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to, 

315,  333,  840,  341 

Partnership  Bill 

I,  Presented ;  read  1*  *  Feh  20,  725 
Read  2'  and  committed  to  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  relating  to  Law  Feh  27, 
1317 


Passenger  Trains  (^Co7*res2^ondence) 
Return  ordered  and  presented  Mar  3,  1760 

Paulton,    Mr.  J.  M.,    Durham,   BisJtop 
Auckland 
Ireland — Fishery  Pier  in  Galway  Bay,  750 

Pauper    Lnnatic    Asylums   (Ireland) 
Officers'  Superannuation  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1°  ♦  Feh  14,  403 

Pease,   Sir  J.   W.,    Durham,   Ba/rnoArd 
Castle 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address  in 
Answer  to,  492 

Pease,  Mr.  A.  B.,  York 

Ireland — Criminal  Law,  &c. — Connell,  Den- 
nis, 745 

Pensions 
Perpetual  Pensions^    Questioo,    Mr.    Brad- 
laugh  ;   Answer,   The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  Feh  17,  422 

Pebsu 

Persian  Kurds,  Question,  Mr.  F.  Steyenson; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
AfEairs  Feb  24, 1023 

Personal  Property  Exemption  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  *  Feb  12,  169 

Philipps,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lanark,  Mid 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address  in 

Answer  to,  1087,  1113,  1114 
Railways — Hours  of  Servants,  194 
Supply— West  End  Scandals,  1602,  1603 

Ptckard,  Mr.  B.,   York,    W,E,,  Norman- 
ton 
Llaneroh  Colliery  Explosion,  197 
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PiCKERSGiLL,   Mr.  E.  H.,  Bethnal  Green, 
S,W, 
Law  and  Justicp  aod  Police 
Gay,  C.  J.,  Case  of,  1158 
Mayor's  Court,  London,  729 
Newgate  Prison,  568 

Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Addres-    in 

Answer  to,  841 
Scotland — Arran  Murderer,  442 

PiCTON,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Leicester 
Africa 

Cape  Coast — Riots  at  Moree,  1492 
Gtold  Coast — Correspondence,  195 

Flogging  Natiyes,  1493 
Niger  Territories,  196 
Sierra  Leone — Mr.  C.  Crawford,  197 

Church  Revenues,  308 

Ireland — Special  Commission  Report,   Res. 

1821 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1 1 72 

Supply— Board  of  Agriculture,  1221,  1222 
Land   and  Buildings,  South    Kensingr^ii, 

1197,  1201 
West  End  Scandals,  1594, 1596, 1607, 1609 

Piers  and  Harbours  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1*'  •  Feh  12, 170 

Places  of  Worship  (Sites)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1"  •  Feh  13,  294 

Places  of  Worship  (Acquisition  of  Sites) 
(Wales)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  V  •  Feh  12,  171 

Playfair,   Right  Hon.  Sir  Lyon,  Leeds, 

S. 

Supply — Land  and    Buildings,  South   Kfii- 
sington,  1198,  1200 

Plowden,  Sir  W.  C,  WolverhamjJton,  U\ 

India — Local  Councils,  567 

Post  Office— Mingshall  New  Village,  882 
Telegraph  Office— Ettingshall,  1350 

Plunket,  Right  Hon.  D.  R.  (First  Com- 
missioner  of  Works,  &c.),   DubJbi 

University 
National  Portrait  Gallery,  736 
Parliament — Press  Gkillery,  1621 

Supply — Building^ — Houses  of  Parliament, 
1181,  1183 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  1205, 

1209 
Report,  1312 

Poisoned  Flesh  Prohihition  Act  (1864) 
Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1°  •  Feh  12,  175 

Police  (see   titles  Law  and  Justice  and 
Police,  aiul  Metrojyolis) 
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Police  (Metropolis)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  P  *  Feb  12,  176 

Pollen  Fisheries  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  V  Feb  12,  176 

Poor  Law  (England  and  Walbs) 

Destitute ForeignerSt  Qaestion,  Sir  J.  Colomb  ; 
Answer^  The  President  of  the  Local 
Gov^ernment  Board  Feb  24, 1001 

Immigration  of  Foreign  Paupers^  Qaestions, 
Mr.  H.  Vincent,  Mr.  Bradlangh ;  Answers, 
The  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  Feb  21,  889 

Merthyr  Tydvil  Worklwusef  Qaestion,  Mr.  D. 
Thomas;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  Feb  24,  1008 

Pauper  Parents,  Support  of,  Questions,  Mr. 
Winterbotham ;  Answers,  The  Home 
Secretary  Feb  24, 1007 

Poor  Law  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  read  P •  Feb  12,  172 

Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  Feb  12,  168 
Read  2?  and  committed  for  this  day  six 
months  Feb  26,  1254 

Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Bating  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  P  •  Feb  17,  544 

Poor  Law  (Metropolis)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  I***  Feb  14,  299 

POBTUGAL 

English  Clerks,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Mac  Neill ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  Feb  13,  190 

Portuguese  in  East  Africa,  Qaestions,  Mr. 
Cremer;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs  Feb  11,  40  ;  Feb  12, 
121;  Qaestions,  Sir  G.  Campbell;  An- 
swers, The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  Feb  14,  305 

Post  Card  Adhesive  Stamp  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1»*  Feb  12,  167 

Post  Oppicb 

America  —  Mails,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Leng; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  Feb  24, 
1014 

Australian  Colonies,  Letters  to,  Qaestion,  Sir 
G.  Baden- Powell ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  Feb  28,  1511 

Cyprus — Postal  Communications,  Qaestions, 
Mr.  S.  Leighton ;  Answers,  The  Post- 
master General,  The  Ohanoellor  of  the 
Ezcheqaer  Mar  4, 1766 

Ireland 
Cork  Post  Offices,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Lane ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  Feb 
28,  1503;  Telegraph  Ojfflce,  Qaestion, 
Mr.  Lane;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  Feb  25,  1160 

t 
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Post  Okfice  —Irela^uL—oont. 

Dublin  Telegrams,   Qaestions,   Mr.  T.  W* 

Bassell,   Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.   Macartney ; 

Answers,  The  Postmaster  General  Feb 

20,731 
Knock,  Postal  Facilities  in,  Qaestion,  Mr. 

De  Cobain;   Answer,   The  Postmaster 

General  Mar  3,  1629 
Telegraphic  Service,  Qaestions,  Mr.  Lane; 

Answers,  The  Postmaster   Greneral  Feb 

24,  1010 

Midlands — Non-Delivery  of  IHsh  Lettern  on 
Sundays,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Marphy  ;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  Feib  21,  879 

Miscellaneous 

Abuse  of  Postal  Service,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Fraser- Mackintosh ;  AnswBr,  The  Post- 
master Greneral  Feb  17,  433 

Newspaper  Supplements,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Webster;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  i^eb  14,  303 

Working  Expenses,  Qaestion,  Mr.  C. 
Graham;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
Greneral  Mar  4,  1774 

Money  Orders 

New  Zealand — Post  Office  Orders,  Qaes- 
tion, Mr.  L.  Bright ;  Answer,  A  Lord 
of  the  Treasary  Feb  27, 1324 

Offircials 

Auxiliary  Postmen,  Qaestions,  Mr.  C. 
Graham ;  Answers,  The  Postmaster 
General  Feb  20,  748  ;  Feb  28,  1511 

Employes,  Qaestion,  Mr.  C.  Gndiam  ;  An- 
swer, The  Postmaster  General  Feb  28, 
1511 

Letter  Carriers,  Christmas  Presents  to, 
Qaestion,  Mr.  C.  Graham ;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  Feb  21,  870 

Rural  Postmen  —  Distribution  of  Pam- 
phlets, Qaestion,  Mr.  Cobb ;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  Feb  25,  1153 

Postage  Cards,  Halfpenny,  Qaestion,  Mr.  H. 
Heaton  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasary  Feb  24,  1023 

Post  Offices  and  Postmasters 

Bradford  Post  Office,  Qaestion,  Mr.  B. 
Beed  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
Feb  25,  1150 

Mingshall  New  Village  Post  Office,  Qaestion, 
Sir  W.  Plowden;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  Feb  21,  882 

Scotland 

Islands — Postal  Com7nunication,  Qaestion, 

Mr.   Fraser-Mackintosh ;    Answer,   The 

Postmaster  General  Feb  24,  1013 
Mails  to  New   York,  Question,  Mr.  Leng ; 

Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  Mar 

3,  1638 

Telegraphs 

Cardiff— Telegraph  Clerks,  Qaestion,  Sir 
E.  Beed ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasary  Feb  28,  1514 
Clerksy  Qaestion,  Mr.  P.  Morgan;  An- 
swer, The  Postmaster  General  Feb  17, 
440 
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Post  Office —  Telegraphs — cont. 

Engineering     Inspectors,     Question,     Mr* 

Baamann;    Answer,  The   Secretary  to 

the  Treasury  Feb  20,  757 
Ettingshallj  Telegraph  Office  ai,  Question, 

Sir  W.   Plowden;  Answer,  A  Lord  of 

the  Treasury  Feb  27,  1350 
Sunday  Business^   Question,   Mr.    Boord ; 

Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  Feb 

18,  569 

Post  Office  Telegraphs 

Return  ordered  and  presented  Feb  18,  581 

Powell,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Wigan 

Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address    in 
Answer  to,  945 

Power,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Waterfm'd,  E, 

Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address    in 
Answer  to,  379 

PowEE,  Mr.  R.,   Waterford 
Civil  Seryice,  1643 

Ridley  Commission,  1770 

PreBentation  to  Benefices  Bill 

i.  Presented  ;  read  1*  •  Feb  13, 181 

^IME    Minister    (see    Salisbury,   Mar- 
quess of) 

Prisoners  (IreUnd)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  rend  1»*^  JM  12,  107 

Private  BGD  Commission  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1»  *  Mar  4,  1782 

Prosecution    of   Offences    Acts,  1879  d; 
1884 
Address  for  Returns  Feb  28,  1612 

Pablic  Health  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  read  P*  Feb  12,  178 

Public  Libraries  Act  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1°  *  Feb  25,  1251 

Public  Trustee  Bill 

I,  Presented  j  read  1'  •  Feb  18,  646 
Bead  2*  and  committed  to  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  &c.  Feb 
24,994 

Public  Trustee  Bill 

c:  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Feb  12,  180 

Public  Trustee  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  Warmington;    Answer,  The 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Feb  20,  755 
Appointment  of  Select  Committee,  Questions, 
Mr.   H.   Vincent,  Mr.  Warmington ;  An- 
swers, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
'  Feb  20,  726 


Purchase  oj  Land  (Ireland)  Acts 
Question,  Mr.  J.  Ellis ;  Answer,  The  Chan 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  20,  728 

Quarries  Begulation  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  *  Feb  12,  180 

QuiLTBE,  Mr.  W.  C,  Sufiolky  Sudbury 
Prisons,  1012,  1627 

Raikes,  Right  Hon.  H.  C.  (Postmaster 
Genersd),  Cambridge  University 
Post  Office 

American  Mails,  1014 
Australian  Colonies,  Letters  to,  1511 
Bradford — Postal  Arrangements,  1150 
Cyprus — Postal  Communications,  1767 

Ireland 

Cork  Post  Office,  1605 

Telegraph  Office,  1166 
Deliveries  of  Irish  Letters,  879 
Dublin  Telegrams,  732 
Knock— Postal  Facilities,  1629 
Telegraph  Service,  1010 

Mingshall  New  Village  Post  Office,  883 
Newspaper  Supplements,  304 

Officials 

Auxiliary  Postmen,  748,  1511 

Employes,  1512 

Letter  Carriers,  Christmas  Presents  to, 
870 

Bural  Postmen — Distribution  of  Pam- 
phlets, 1168 

Postal  Serrioe,  Abuse  of,  438 

Scotland 
Mails  to  New  York,  1639 
Postal  Communication  —  Islands,  1013 

Telegraphs 

Clerks,  440 

Sunday  Business,  569 
Working  Expenses,  1774 

Railway  Shareholders  (Licensing  Ses- 
sions) Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°*  Feb  12, 176 

RailwoAf,  dtc,  Bills 
Return  ordered  and  presented  Feb  14,  '404 

RailwoAfs  (see  title  Board  of  Trade) 

Ramsey,  Lord  de 

Parliament  —  Queen's    Speech,  Address  in 
Answer  to,  6 

Rasch,  Major  F.  C,  JEssex,  S.E. 

Local  Goyemment— London   Sewage,  1495 

Rathbone,  Mr.  W.,  Camarvonshirey  Arfon 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,   Address    in 

Answer  to,  245,  827 
Western    Australia    Constitution   Bill,   2B. 

1884 
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Rating  of  Machinery  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  read  1°*  Feb  12,  166 


Reed,  Sir  E.  J.,  Cardiff 

Bnssia — Carriage  of  Petroleum,  1495 
Wales— Cardiff  Telegraph  Clerks,  1514 

Reed,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Bradford,  E. 

Postal  Arrangements  in  Bradford,  1150 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  ScJiools  BUI 

Qaestions,  Lord  Norton,  Lord  Monkswell ; 

Ansv^ers,  The  Secretary  for  India  Feh  17, 

409 ;  Question,  Captain  Verney  ;  Answer, 

The  Home  Secretary  Feb  18,  571 

Registration  Act  Amendment  Bill 

L  Presented  ;  read  !■•  Feb  13,  182 

Registration  of  Clubs  Bill 

c.  Ordered;  read  1°*  Feb  13,  295 

Registration    of  Voters    (Borough  of 
Belfast)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  P  *  Feh  18,  675 

Reid,  Mr.  R.  T.,  Dumfries,  dsc, 

Ireland — Special  Commission   Beport,   Res. 

1702,  1735, 1748 
Parliament  —  Privilege  — Times    and    Mr. 
Pamell,  Res.  61 
Qaeen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to,  762 

Religions  Disabilities  Removal  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1°  *  Feb  12,  165 

Rendel,  Mr.  Stuart,  Montgomeryshire 
Parliament — Qaeen's  Speech,    Address    in 
Answer  to,  943 

Representation  of  the  People  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  *  Feb  12,  168 

Retired    Officers'    Civil     Employment 
(Ireland)  BUI 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1°  *  Feb  12, 171 

RiPON,  Marquess  of 

County  Councils  and  Local  Bates,  1143 
Indian  Councils  Bill,  IK.  865 

Ritchie,  Right  Hon.  C.  T.  (President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board),  Tower 
Hamlets,  St.  Georges 
Allotments  at  Banbury,  424 

Local  Government  Board 
County  Councils 

Parliamentary  Register,  417 
Urban  Main  Roads,  204 

Harrow  Weald,  Sanitary  Condition  of,  565 
Influenza  Epidemic,  208 
London  Sewage,  1495 
Newington  Vestry,  1639 
Rates — Division,  1342 


Ritchie,  Right  Hon.  C.  T. — cont. 

Local  Govemment  Act  Commissioners,  1624 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,  Address    in 

Answer  to,  901,  903,  905,  909 
Poor  Law — Destitute  Foreigners,  1001 

Merthyr  Tydvil  Workhouse,  1008 
Vaccination  Acts,  Deaths  from,  1330 

Roberts,     Mr.    J.    B.,    Carnarvonshire, 
Eifion 
County  Courts  Consolidation  Bill,  1512 
Law  and  Justice 

County  Courts,  Perjury  in,  883,  1163 
Van  and  Wheel  Tax,  1162 

Robertson,  Mr.  E.,  Dundee 

Parliament— Members — Lord   G.  Hamilton 

and  Mr.  Labouchere,  1652 
Supply— West  End    Scandals,   1571,   1572, 
1574 

Robertson,  Right  Hon.  J.  P.  B.  (Lord 

Advocate),  Bute 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address    in 

Answer  to,  705,  713 
Presumption  of  Life  Limitation  (Scotland) 

Act,  1324 

Scotland 
Burgh  Police  and  Public  Health  Bills,  206 
County  Council  Ifilections,  422 
Crofters — Commission,  1652 
Emigrants,  753,  1327 

Education 
Code,  308 

Glasgow  School  Board,  742 
Lenzie  Academy,  1004 
School  Boards,  1345 
Schools— Forfar,  1630 
State- Aided,  570,  885 

Fishery  Board,  1641 
Groceris*  Licences,  440 
Highlands  and  Islands,  1333 
Judicial  Factors,  1020 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Arran  Murderer,  442 

Rollit,  Sir  A.  K.,  Islington,  S. 
Army — Barracks — Supply  of  Coal,  1163 

RoscoE,  Sir  H.  E.,  Mauchester,  S, 
Supply — Lands  and    Buildings,  South  Ken- 
sington, 1190 
Technical  Instruction  Act,  748 

Rowlands,  Mr.  J.,  Finsbury,  E, 

Army — Nordenfelt  Gun  Company,  1020 

War  Office  Contracts,  742 
Civil  Service  Writers,  1644 
Metropolitan  Police  Force,  198 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address   in 

Answer  to,  844,  895 

Supply — Houses  of  Parliament,  1183, 1186 
Land  and  Buildings,  South    Kensington, 

1195 
West  End  Scandals,  1605,  1606 

Trade  Disputes,  Pickets  in,  1505 


ROW 
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BOWNTREE,  Mr.  J.,  Scarborough 
Sea  Fishery  Statistics,  1028 
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Sanitation  of  Houses  Bill  ' 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1°  *  Feb  13,  294 


SCO 


ROTDEN,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Liverpool,  IT.,  ToxUth 

Parliament —Queen's  Speech,  Address  io 
Answer  to,  123 

Russell,  Sir  C,  Hackney,  S. 
Ireland 

Evictions  at  Glongorey,  Res.  1053,  1055. 

1056, 1060 
Special  Commission  Report,  Res.  1729 

Supply— West  End  Scandals,  1560 
Russell,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Tyrone,  iS. 

Dublin  Hospitals  Bill,  1350 

Ireland 

Model  Schools,  731 
Post  Office— Dublin  Telegrams,  731 
Special  Commission — Daly,  John,  1331 
Report,  Res.  1811 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in 
Answer  to,  460,  461,  465,  466,  467,  468, 
469,621 

Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  1275, 
1276,  1280 

Russia 

Carriage  of  Petroleum^  Question,  Sir  E.  Reed ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreigii 
Affairs  Feb  28,  1495 

St.  Giles  (Edinburgh  Restoration)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1°  *  Feb  13, 294 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 
Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1°  *  Feb  12,  177 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 
(Cornwall)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  lead-P*  Feb  12, 172 

Salisbury,  Marquess  of  (Prime  Minister 
and  Secretory  of  State  for   Foreign 

Af^drs) 
Ireland — Special  Commission,  1765 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,   Address    in 

Answer  to,  21,  29, 35 
West  End  f Scandals,  Personal  Explanation, 

1618 

Salt,  Mr.  T.,  Stafford 

Artisans'  Dwellings,  1318 

Lunacy  Laws,  443 

Parliamen^r-Priyilege — Times  and  Mr.  Par- 

nell,  Res.  89 
Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to, 

267 

Samuelson,    Sir  B.,    Oxfordshire,    Ban- 
bury 
Supply — Land  and  Buildings,  South  Ken- 
sington, 1187 


Saunderson,  Colonel  E.  J.,  Armagh,  N^. 
Parliament — Queen's   Speech,    Address    in 
Answer  to,  386,  614 

Savings  Banks 

Cardiff y  Question,  Mr.  Howell ;  Answer,  The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  18, 185 
Chelsea — Question,    Mr.    Howell;    Answer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Mar  3, 

1646 
Trustee,  Question,    Mr.    Bartley;    Answer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  25, 

1169 

Savings  Banks 
Return  ordered  Feb  18,  581 

School    Boards    Elections   (Scotland) 
Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  *  Feb  12,  179 

School    Board  for   London    Elections 
Bill 

c.  Ordered  j  read  1°  *  Feb  12, 176 

School  Board  for  London  Superannua- 
tions Bill 

r.  Ordered ;  read  P  *  Feb  12,  177 
2R.  After  Debate  adjourned  Feb  17,  538 

Scotland,    Secretary    for   (see   Loi'HIAK, 
Marquess  of) 

SoLicrroB  General  for  (see  Darling, 
Mr.  M.  T.  Stormonth) 

Lord     Advocate     (see    Robertson, 
Right  Hon.  J.  P.  B.) 

Scotland 

Bu/rgh  Police  and  Public  Health  Bills,  Ques- 
tions, Dr.  Clark;  Answers,  The  Lord 
Advocate  Feb  13, 206 

Cownty  Council  Elections^  Question,  Mr.  D. 
Crawford;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
Feb  17,  422 

Crofters 

Colonists,  Question,  Mr.  Seton-Karr; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Feb  20, 
753 

Commission  —  Highlands  and  Islands, 
Questions,  Mr.  Eraser- Mackintosh,  Dr. 
Macdonald;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advo- 
cate Feb  27, 1333 ;  Question,  Dr.  Clark  ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Mar  3, 
1652 

Emigrants,  Question,  Dr.  Clark ;  Answer, 
The  Lord  Advocate  Feb  27,  1327 

Death  Duties,  Question,  Mr.  Caldwell ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer Feb  26, 1157 

[cont^ 
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Education  Code,  QaestioD,  Hr.  Oaldwell ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Adyocate  Feb  14, 
808 ;  Qaestion,  Mr.  Caldwell ;  Answer, 
Tbe  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Feb  17, 
448 

Fee-Paying  Schools,  Qaestion,Hr.  Caldwell ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Adyocate  Feb  20, 
752 

Fee-Paying  (^Bcotla/nd  Schools),  Retnm 
ordered  Mar  3,  1654 

Forfar  School  Board,  Question,  Mr.  Cald- 
well ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Adyocate  Mar 
8,1680 

Qlasgouf  School  Board,  Question,  Mr. 
Caldwell;  Answer  The  Lord  Adyocate 
Feb  20, 742 

Gfron-to  to  Schools,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Caldwell ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
snry  Feb  28, 1617 

Leneie  Academy,  Question,  Mr.  Caldwell ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Adyocate  Feb  24, 
1008 

Lenzie  School  Board,  Question,  Mr.  Cald- 
well ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Adyocate  Feb 
27,1844 

Sta^e-aided  Schools,  Question,  Mr.  Mun- 
della ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Adyocate  Feb 
18,  570;  Question,  Mr.  Caldwell;  An- 
swer, The  Lord  Adyocate  Feb  21,  884 

Fishery  Board,  Question,  Mr.  Marjoribanks  ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Adyocate  Mar  8, 
1641 

Chrocers* Licences,  Question,  Mr.  Long;  An- 
swer, The  Lord  Adyocate  Feb  17, 440 

Judicial  Factors,  Question,  Mr.  Caldwell ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Adyocate  Feb  24,  1020 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police — Arran  ifwr- 
derer.  Question,  Mr.  Pickersgill;  Answer 
The  Lord  Adyocate  Feb  17,  442 

Post  Office 

Mails,  Question,  Mr.  Leng ;  Answer,  The 
Postmsster  General  Mar  3,  1688 

Postal  Communication — Islands,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Fraser-Mackintosh ;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  Feb  24,  1013 

Presumpiion  of  Life  Limitation  Act,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Buchanan  ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Advocate  Feb  27,  1324 

Succession  Duty,  Question,  Mr.  Caldwell; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer 
Feb   28,  1506 

Sea  Fisheries  of  the  United  Kingdom 
Ketum  ordered  and  presented  Feb  11,  120 

Seale-Hatne,  Mr.  C,  Devon,  Asliburton 
Local    Goyemment  —  Division    of    Rates, 

1342 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    AddresR    in 
Answer  to,  821 

Selbobne,  Earl  of 

Parliament — Resignation  of  the  Clerk  Assist- 
ant, Res.  548 
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Sdect  Veitries 

I.  Bm  pro  formd  ;  read  1*  •  Feb  11,  5 


Servitndefl  Bedemption  (Scotland)  Bill 

I,  Presented ;  read  1'  •  Feb  18, 182 

Seton-Eabb,  Mr.  H.,  St,  Helenas 
Afrioa— Belagoa  Bay  Railway,  1769 
Colonisation  Committee,  1773 
Scotland — Crofter  Colonists,  753 
Western    Australia    Constitution    Bill,   2B. 
1874 

Sexton,  Bight. Hon.  T.  (Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin),  Belfast,  W. 

Army  and  Nayy  Estimates — Arrangement  of 

Votes,  Bes.  1612 
Dublin  Hospital  Bill,  740, 1850 

Ireland 

Ag^rarian  Crimes,  740 

Crinunal  Law,  Ac, 
Connell,  Dennis,  746 
Newbridge — ^Arrests,  880 
O'Connor,  Henry,  1816 
O'Mahony,  Mr.  J.  E.,  1491 
Slattery,  Mr.  J.,  1804 

Dublin  Telegrams,  788 
Goyemment  Adyertisements,  1829 
Land  Acts— Anonymous  Leaflets,  484 
Land  Purchase  Bill,  1262 

Landlord  and  Tenant 
Clongorey    Eyictions,    Bes.  1082,  1046, 
1047,  1048,   1049,   1050,   1051,   1052, 
1058,    1059;    Arrests,     1026,     1258, 
1343  1501,  1614 

Special  Commission 

Daly,  Mr.  J.,  572,  1881 

Beport,   Res.   1718,    1719,   1720,    1782, 

1734, 1793, 1794, 1797, 1802 
Volumes  of  Eyidence,  1777 

National  Debt  Redemption,  788 

Parliament — Business  of  the   House,  1254  ; 
Res.  1779 
Queen's  Speech,   Address  in  Answer  to, 
991 

Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  1276, 

1280,  1289,  1291, 1309 
Supply— WeRt  End  Scandals,  1611 

Sheehan,  Mr.  J.  D.,  Kerry,  E. 
Irish  Butter  Trade,  885,  1030 

Sheeht,  Mr.  D.,  Galway,  S. 

Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address   in 
Answer  to,  397 

Sheriff  Conrts  (Scotland)  Extracts  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1"  *  Feb  12,  168 

Ships  {United  Kingdom) 
Return  ordered  Feb  28, 1489 

Shops  (Weekly  Half  Holiday)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  P  •  Feb  13,  296 
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Gibraltar  Dook,  1483,  1488 
Hares  PreBftrvation  Bill,  2B.  410 

Slavery  Law  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  road  l**  *  Feb  17,  544 

Small  Holdings  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l*  *  Feb  12,  174 

Small  Holdings  Committee 

Qaestions,  Mr.  J.  Collinga,  Mr.  Cobb  ;  An- 
swers, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
Feb  28,  1516 

Smith,  ^Right  Hon.  W.  H.  (First  Lord 
of    the    Treasury),  -Strand,    West- 
minster 
Blind,  Deaf,  and  Dumb,  893 
Cardiff  Telegraph  Clerks,  1514 
Chnroh  of  England — Incompetent    Clergy- 
men, 1513 
Ci^il  Service — Examinations,  Class  I.  1516 
Colonisation  Committee,  1773 
Friendly  Societies,  894 

India 
Crawford  Case,  189 
National  Congress,  437 

Ireland 

Land  Purchase  Act — Adyanoes,  756 
Special  Commission,  992 

Cost  of,  313 

Report,  444,  756,  891 ;  Bes.  1656 

Volumes  of  Evidence,  1776 

Irish  National  Teachers  Bill,  1778 

Labour,  Trade,  and  Commerce 

Arbitrations  in  Trade  Disputes,  1649 
Berlin  Labour  Conference,  1773 
Eight  Hours  Labour,  1168 

Lunacy  Laws,  443 

Naval  and  Military  Administration,  577 

Parliament 

Business   of  the  House,  42,    1032,   1173, 

1517,  1518,  1519, 1520, 1521, 1523,  1649, 

1781 
Members — Lord   G.   Hamilton    and    Mr. 

Labouchere,  1653 
Mr.  Labouchere's    Suspension,  Bes.  1656 
Privilege — Times  and  Mr.  Pamell,  Bes.  118 
Qaeen's   Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to, 

150,  151,  165,  761,  766,  1125 
Questions  in  the  House,  443 
Sittings.and  Adjournments  of  the  House — 

Ash  Wednesday,  Bes.  583 
Territorial  Committee,  1515 

Public  Trustee  Bill,  756 

Scotland 

Education  Code,  444 

Grants,  1517 

Small  Holdings  Committee,  1516 
Statute  Law,  Consolidation  of,  756 
Superannuation;  Bill,  1169 

Supply 

Lands  and  Building^,   South  Kensington, 

1201 
South  Africa,  1247,  1248,  1249 


Smith,  Bight  Hon.  W.  H,— con*. 

West  End  Scandals,  1571,  1674,  1678, 
1593, 1606 

Be-arrangement  of  Votes  (see  libove,  Par- 
liament— Business  of  the  House) 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  1348 
Tithes  Bill,  1351 
Town  Holdings,  Bes.  1251 
Transvaal,  1168 

Western  Australia  (Constitution)  Bill,  758, 
894 ;  2B.  1397 

Smith,  Mr.  S.,  Flintshire 

Australian  Colonies  —  Natives  —  Flogging, 

432 
Bi-metallism,  1325 
India 

Bombay  Faotoiy  Labour,  1320 

Coolies  in  Assam  Tea  Gardens,  1632 
Parliament— Queen's    Speech,   Address    in 

Answer  to,  159,  1115 
Western  Australia  (Constitution)  Bill,  2B. 

1395 

Smith-Babrt,  Mr.  A.  H.,  Hants,  S. 
Parliament---Queen's    Speech,    Address  iu 
Answer  to,  531, 617,  626 

Soldiers'  and  Sailors'  Disabilities  Be- 
moval  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  V  •  F$b  12,  167 

Soldiers'  and  Sailors'  Disabilities  Re- 
moval (No.  2)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  P  *  Feb  12,  174 

1 

SoLionoR  Gbnebal  (see  Glabkb,  Sir  E.) 

Solicitor  General  for  Scotland  (see 
Darling,  Mr.  M,  T.  Stormonth) 

Solicitors  (Magistracy)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  Feb  12, 179 

Speaker,  The  (Right  Hon.  Arthur 
Wellesley  Peel),  Wanvick  and 
Leamington 

Committees 
Buling    of    the    Chairman    by    which  a 
Motion  was  carried    cannot  be    oyer- 
ruled  by  the  Speaker  Feb  12,  1571 

Miscellaneous 

Feb  11,  119  ;  Feb  13,  183,  185  ;  Feb  17, 
468 ;  Feb  18,  573, 598 ;  Feb  19,  688,  690, 
723;  Feb  20,  755,  762  ;  Mar  3, 1707j  Mar 
4,  1843,  1845 

"Privilege 
Speeches  made  by  Members  outside  the 
House  cannot  be  judged  by  the  Speaker 
as  a  breach  of  Privilege  Mar  3,  1653 

Pules  and  Order  of  Debate 

Debate  on  the  Address — ^A  preliminary 
discussion    on  a  matter   upon    which 
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Speaker,  The—^cont. 

there  is  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  is 
ont  of  order  in  the  general  discussion 
on  the  Address  Feb  13,  221 

Whether  an  Amendment  qualifying  an 
Amendment  to  an  Amendment  can  be 
brought  forward  will  depend  on  the 
decision  of  the  House  on  the  Question, 
whether  the  words  proposed  to  be  left 
out  be  retained.  Should  that  proposal 
be  negatived  and  the  second  Amend- 
ment be  inserted,  then  it  would  be 
competent  to  move  the  Amendment 
Feb  19,  723 

An  Amendment  cannot  be  moved  when  it 
raises  a  discussion  on  a  Bill  of  which 
notice  has  been  given  by  the  Gk)vem- 
ment  Feb  20,  762 

A  Member  cannot  speak  but  once  on  a 
Main  Question  without  the  indulgence 
of  the  House  Feb  20,  766 

It  is  incompetent  to  dwell  on  a  matter 
which  is  the  subject  of  a  Bill  in  Parlia- 
ment ;  it  can  be  called  attention  to  in 

.    general  terms  Feb  24,  1075 

Supply 
Arrangement  of  Votes  —  Motion  for 
Adjournment  of  the  House  to  discuss 
the  new  Arrangement  of  Votes  should 
be  made  on  the  Committee  of  Supply 
Feb  28,  1522,  1523 

If  the  Vote  on  Account  is  passed  it  is  for 
the  House  to  decide  whether  it  will 
preclude  any  further  question  being 
raised  on  the  re-arrangement  Feb  28, 
1521 

If  the  existing  power  of  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee  be  exceeded  in 
considering  the  new  Form  of  Votes, 
then  an  Instruction  will  be  required  to 
enable  the  Committee  to  consider  the 
special  question  Feb  28,  1522 

SlACK,  Mr.  J.,  Kerry y  N. 

Irish  National  Teachers  Bill,  1778 

Stanhope,  Earl 

County  Councils  and  Local  Rates,  1141 

Stanhope,  Right  Hon.  E.   (Secretary  of 
State  for  War),  Lincolnshirfi,  Ilorn^ 
castle 
Army 

Africa — Troops  in  Natal  and  Zululand, 
426 

Auxiliary  Forces — Bisley  Common,  1510 
Volunteers — Ammunition,     727  ;     Dis- 
qualification of,  as  Voters,  417 

Barracks— Dublin,  876,  1494 

Barracks  (Consolidated  Fund)  Committee, 

1422,  1423,  1440,  1442, 1443 
Contracts — War  Office  Contracts,  743 
Education—  Staff  College,  1319 
Gibraltai^Guard  Room,  1012 
Medical  Officers,  1624 

^cont. 


Stanhope,  Bight  Hon.  E. — cont. 

Miscellaneous 

Soldiers'  Discharge,  1623 

Soldiers  in  Uniform  at  Theatres,  1350 

Typhoid  in  Curragh  Camp,  1019 

Ordnance  Department 
Explosion  of  Torpedoes,  1509 
New  Magazine  Rifles,  1489 
Nordenfelt  Gun  Company,  1021 
Store—Tower  Wharf,  1622 
*'FiWona"— llO-ton  Guns,  1508 

liegiments 
Waterford  Artillery,  1003,  1833 

Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address    in 
Answer  to,  984 

Stanhope,  Hon.  P.  J.,  Wedneshury 

Ceylon— Officers  of  the  Crown,  1636 

Stanley  op  Alderley,  Lord 

Hares    Preservation    Bill,   2R.   410;    Com- 
mittee, 725 

Stansfeld,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Halifax 

Parliament  —  Queen's  Speech,  Address    in 
Answer  to,  473,  767,  777,  805,  905 

Statute  Law  BeviBioii  Bill 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1*»  Feb  20,  726 

Read  2"  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  Mar  3,  1619 

Statute  Law  Revision  BUI 

Question,  Mr.   Howell ;  Answer,  The  Attor- 
ney General  Feb  14,  311 

Steam  Boilers  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Feb  19,  724 

Steam  Engines  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Feb  12,  179 

Stephens,  Mr.  H.  C,  Middlesex,  Uomsey 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address   iu 
Answer  to,  813 

Stevenson,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Suffolk,  Eye 

Education  —  National     Schools —  Political 

Speeches,  1151 
Friendly  Societies,  894 
Parliament — Queen's     Speech,    Addrens    in 

Answer  to,  235,  799,  800 
Persian  Kurds,  1023 
Turkey — Moussa  Bey,  440 

Stevenson,  Mr.  J.  C,  South  Shields 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  42 

Stewart,  Mr.  H.,  Lincolnshire,  Spalding 
Irish  Light  Eailways,  574 
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Stewart,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Kirkcudbright 

India — Civil    Service — Age  of  Candidates, 

435 
Pilrliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address    in 
Answer  to,  691 

SfBADBROKE, '  Earl  of 

Parliament — Queen's   Speech,    Address    in 
Answer  to,  14 

Strikes  Bill 

c.  Ordered  j  read  P*  Mar  3,  1760 

Stuart,  Mr.  J.,  Shoreditch,  Hoxton 

Parliament — Queen's   Speech,    Address    in 
Answer  to,  835 

Sullivan,  Mr.  D.,  Westmeath,  S, 

Ireland — Land  Purchase  Commission  Gases, 

734 
National  School  Teachers,  871,  1624 

Sullivan,   Mr.  T.    D.,   Dublin,    College 
Green 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,   Address    in 
Answer  to,  634 

Summers,  Mr.  W.,  Hudderafield 
Turkish  Courts  at  Aleppo,  1332,  1507 

Superannuations    (Officers    of  County 
Conncils)  Bill 

.  Ordered ;  read  1°*  Feb  14,  299 

Superannu>ation  BUI 

Question,  Mr.  Dixon- Hartland ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Feb  25,  1169 

SUPPLY 

Estimates  presented  during  the  present 
Session  ordered  to  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Supply  (Hir.  Jackson)  Feb 
24,1127 

(For  Army  Estimates  and  Navy  Esti- 
mates) see  those  titles 

Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments 

Re-arrangement  of   Votes^   Beferred  to 

Committee  of  Public  Accounts  Feb  27, 

1444 
Copy   ordered   and  presented  Feb  28, 

1488 
Questions,    Mr.    Campbell- Bannerman, 

Mr.  J.  Morley,  Mr.  Buchanan,  Sir  U. 

Kay-Shuttleworth,    Mr.    Bradlaugh, 

Mr.  A.  O'Connor,  Sir  J.  Lubbock,  Mr. 

H.  J.V^ilson;  Answers,  The  First  Lord 

of  the  Treasury,  The  Speaker  Feb  28, 

1617 

Civil  Service  (Supplementary)  Estimates 
1889-90 

Glass  I. 

Buildings  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament 
PubUc  Buildings  (Great  Britain) 
Land  and  Buildings,  South  Kensington 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings 

[oont. 


Supply — cont. 

Class  II. 

Foreign  Office 
Board  of  Agriculture 

Class  III. 

County  Courts 

Revising  Barristers  (England) 
Industrial  Schools,  Great  Britain 
Register  House,  Edinburgh 
Crofters'  Commission 

Class  IV. 

Universities,  &o.,  Scotland 

Class  y. 

Diplomatic  Services 
Consular  Services 
Colonies,  Grants  in  Aid 
South  Africa 

Class  VI. 

Committee  Feb  25,  1177;  Report  Feb 

26,  1312 
Superannuation  and  Retired  Allowances, 

Committee  Feb    25,   1249;    Feb  27, 

1352 ;  Report  Feb  28,  1611 
Pauper  Lunatics,  Scotland,  Committee 

Feb  27,  1352 ;  Report  Feb  28,  1611 

Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments, 
Vote  on  Account 
£3,725,103— Committee  Feb  28,  1523 

Supreme  Court  0/ JudiccUure  (Jrelamd) 
Return  ordered  and  presented  Feb  11, 119 

Sweating  System 

I.  Re-appointment  of  Committee  Feb  14,  297 
Ordered  that  Evidence  be  referred  to  Select 
Committee  Feb  18,  545 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Oxford  University 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    AddreiBS   in 
Answer  to,  956 

Tannbb,  Dr.  C.  K.,  Cork  Co.y  Mid 

Army— V^aterford  Artillery,  1002,  1333 
Companies  (Memorandum  of    Association) 

Bill  2R  848 
Foreign  Goods  (Mark  of  Origin)  Bill,  2B. 

401 

Ireland 

Cork  Union,  1004,  1149 

Board  of  Guardians,  810 
Criminal    Law,     &c. —  Slattery,    Mr.  J., 

200 
Disturbance  at  Coulagow  Church,  436 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police 
Cork  Justices,  427 
Mayor  of  Cork,  311,  441 
Tipperary — Conduct  of  Police,  208 

Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address  in 
Answer  to,  335,  336 
Sittings    and    Adjournments — Ash  Wed- 
nesday.  Res.  584 
School  Board  for  London  (Superannuation) 

Bill,  2R.  538 
Supply— West  End   Scandals,    1582,    1583, 
1608 


TEC 


TOL 


{INDEX} 
341. 


TOM 


TUI 


Technical  Education  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1** »  Feb  12,  175 


Technical  liistructimi  Act,  1889 
Qaestions,  Sir  H.   Rosooe,   Mr.   Channing; 
Answers,     The   Vice   President    of     the 
Council  Feb  20,  748 

Temple,  Sir  R;,  Worcester,   Evesham 

Parliament — Business  of   the   House,   Ees. 

1781 
Queen's   Speech,  Address   in  Answer  to, 

931,  933 

School  Board  for  London  (Superannuations) 

Bill,  2R.  538,  539,  540 

Tenancies  Eating  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  V*  *  Feb  12, 175 

Tenure  of  Land  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1"  *  Feb  12,  165 

Teynham,  Lord 

Bxaminatious    for    Official    Appointments, 

Res.  1470 
Trust  Companies  Bill,  2R.  998 

Theatres  (London)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  V*  *  Feb  13,  296 
Bill  withdrawn  Mar  4,  1876 

Theatres  (London)  (No.  2)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1°  *  Feb  20,  848 

Thomas,  Mr.  A.,  Glamorgan,  E. 

Parliament— Queen's   Speech,    Address    in 
Answer  to,  1069,  1075,  1085 

Thomas,  Mr.  D.  A.,  Merthyr  Tydvil 
Incompetent  Clergymen,  1513 
Poor    Law  —  Merthyr    Tydvil    Workhouse, 

1008 
Welsh  Emigrants,  1503 

Tithe  Bent-Charge  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1°  *  Feb  12,  172 

Tithe   Bent-Charge  (Ireland)  (No.   2) 
Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  r  *  Feb  13,  296 

Tithe  Bent-Charge  Becovery  and  Be- 
demption  Bill 

r.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  *  Feb  25,  1252 

Tithes  BUI 
Question,    Viscount    Crauborno ;     Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Feb  27, 
1351 

ToLLBMACHK,  Ml".  H.  J.,  Clisshirc,   Eddis- 
hury 
District  Councils,  1510 


T0MLIN8ON,  Mr.  W.  B.  M.,  Preston 

Barracks   (Consolidated   Fund)  Committee* 

1441 
Companies  (Winding-up)  Bill,  2B.  1411 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Addreta    in 

Answer  to,  965 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Act,  1332 

Totvn  Uoldiiigs 
Ke-appointment  of  Committee ;  Motion  Feb 
25,  1251 

Trade   and  Coimnerce  —  (see    Labour y 
Trade,  and  Commerce) 

Trade  and  Navigation 
Copy  ordered  and  presented  Feb  12,  122 

Trading  (Registration)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1*»  *  Feb  12, 179 

Treasury — First  Lord  {see  Smith,  Bight 
Hon.  W.  H.) 

Treasury — Financial    Secretary   to    {see 
Jackson,  Mr.  W.  L.) 

Treasury — Patronage   Secretary   to  (9ee 
Akers-Douglas,  Mr.  A.) 

Trees  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  P  *  Feb  12,  175 
Read  2«  Feb  17,  538 
Considered  in  Committee  Feb  24,  1128 

Trevelyan,  Right  Hon.  Sir  G.  O.,  Gla^s- 

gatv,  Bridgeton 
Ireland — Landlord  and  Tenant — Caretakers, 

750,  1017 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech,    Address    in 

Answer  to.  341,  465,  4^6 
Poor   Law   Guardians   (Ireland)    Bill,    2K. 

1291,  1294 

Tribunals  of  Commerce  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  V  •  Feb  12,  177 

Tmst  Companies  Bill 

I.  Presented;  read  1*  *  Feb  18,  551 
Bead  2*  and  committed  to  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  &c.  Feb 
24,  998 

Trustee  Savings  Banks  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1***  Feb  24,  1128 

Trustee  Savings  Banks 
Return  ordered  and  presented  Feb  18,  577 

TuiTB,  Mr.  J.,  Westmeath,  N. 

Civil   Service— Writers'  Half-Holiday.  1165 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland)  BUI,  2B.  1272 


